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Comparison of recent experimental STM data wih sihgle-impuriy and m any-im purity
Bogoliubov-de G ennes calculations strongly suggests that random out-ofplane dopant atom s in
cuprates m odulate the pair interaction locally. This type of disorder is crucial to understanding
the nanoscale electronic structure inhom ogeneity observed in BSCCO 2212, and can reproduce ob-—
served correlations between the positions of In purity atom s and various aspects of the local density
of states such as the gap m agniude and the height of the coherence peaks. O ur results in ply that
each dopant atom m odulates the pair interaction on a length scale of order one lattice constant.

PACS numbers: 74.72.-h,7425.0b, 7420 Fg

The discovery of nanoscale inhom ogeneiy in the
cuprates has recently generated intense interest. In par—
ticular, the spectral gap in the local density of states
(LD O S), as observed by scanning tunneling m icroscopy
6TM) {i,2,8,41in BLSnCaCu,04, x BSCCO), varies
by a factor of two over distances of 20-30A . This un—
usualbehaviorm ay help revealhow the cuprates evolve
from the M ott insulating state at half- lling to the su-
perconducting state at nite doping. The hole concen-
tration In the CuO ,planesofBSCCO is proportionalto
the num ber of out-of plane dopant atom s, which also in—
troduce disorder. This has led to the proposition that
poorly screened electrostatic potentials of the dopant
atom s generate a variation in the localdoping concentra—
tion and thus give rise to the gap m odulations cbserved
in STM E_E;,-'_é,:j]. P oor screening has also been argued to
result in enhanced forward scattering ié], w hich appears
to be com patible w ith photoem ission .E_é, :_l-(_)'] and trans-
port m easurem ents E-_]_‘l] In the superconducting state of
BSCCO .An alemate perspective is explored In several
works which associate inhom ogeneous electronic struc—
ture wih a com peting order param eter, such as anti-
ferrom agnetism f_l-g:, :_l-Zj, :_Ié_i] Only very recently has it
been possible to m easure correlations between the inho—
m ogeneities observed in STM and positions of dopant
atom s I_l-g:], thus providing a clue to the relation between
disorder and doping In this com pound, aswellasam eans
to exam ine the above proposals.

In this Letter, we assum e that the electronic inhom o—
geneity observed by STM , at least in the optin ally to
overdoped sam ples, can be understood w thin the fram e~
work ofBC S theory in the presence ofdisorder. W e show,
how ever, that the conventionalm odeling of disorder as
a set of random potential scatterers fails to reproduce
the m ost prom inent features of the STM experin ents
descrilbbed above: (i) the subgap spectra are spatially ex—
trem ely hom ogeneous B], unless they are taken in the
Inm ediate vicinity of a defect in the CuO, plane, (i)
the ooherence peaks in regions w ith larger gap tend to
be much broader and reduced in height, (i) the \co-
herence peak" positions are sym m etric about zero bias,

(Iv) the dopants are found to correlate positively w ith
large gap regions E[E‘n]; and (v) charge m odulations are
an all f_l-§'] W e propose that the dopant atom s m od—
ulate the local pair potential, ie. the local attractive
coupling g between electrons is spatially dependent. In
conventional superconductors, such e ectsaredi culto
observe because atom ic-scale m odulations in g produce
LDO S modultions only on the scale of the coherence
length (. In the cuprates, however, the situation is dif-
ferent due to the short coherence length. W e dem onstrate
that a m odel In which dopant atom s m odulate the pair
Interaction gives excellent agreem ent w ith respect to the
abovem entioned key characteristics ofthe STM data. A
m odulated pair interaction could arise from local lattice
distortions surrounding the dopant atom s m odifying the
electron-phonon coupling or superexchange interaction in
their vicinity.

M odel. W e consider the follow Ing m ean— eld H am ilto—
nian for a singlt d-wave superconductor

N X X X
H = kG &+ Vi &+ ijéz..ég#+H c.;
k i hiji
@)
wherg x = 2t(coske + cosky)  4t’cosky cosky

and hidi denotes sum m ation over neighboring lattice
sites i and j. In the rem ainder of the paper we w ill set
t=t = 03 and adjist to model the Fem i surface
0of BSCCO near optim al doping (for the hom ogeneous
system , =t=-1.0). In order to account for disorder in
the out-ofplane dopants, which are separated from the
CuO , plane by a distance z, we include an in purity po—
tentialm odeled by V; = Vg exp ( ri= )=r;, where r; isthe
distance from a dopant atom to the lattice gite 1 In the
plane. D istances are m easured in units of 2a, where
a is the Cu€u distance. The nearest-neighbor d-wave
orderparam eter i35 = giyhtinCyy €53 ¢€in i is determ ined
selfconsistently using @) with giy = g+ ; + V3)=2. In
traditionalBC S theory, gij = g is spatially uniform , and

i3 Isonly m odulated in the vicinity ofpotential scatter—
ers f_l-g, :_Z[j] W ew illargue that this approach isunable to
reproduce observations (i)—() outlined above, and that


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504693v1

gij is strongly m odi ed near the dopant atom s.

Sm ooth potential. If the potential caused by the out-
ofplane dopant atom s were very asm ooth on the scale
of g, the local properties of the Inhom ogeneous system
would be determ ined by the local value of the disor-
der potential and the local value of the pairing inter-
action. Therefore one would expect an LDO S which is
Jocally sin ilar to a clean superconductor w ith renom al-
ized chem ical potential Vi In the case of a am ooth
potential Vi, or w ith renom alized bond order param e-
ter 44+ 1y ©ora an ooth o -diagonal (OD ) potential.
In the case of a conventional diagonal potential, a gap
size m odulation w illbe Induced because the gap is a el
atively sensitive function of the local chem icalpotential,
see Fig. li(@). On the other hand, m odulations of this
type w ill inevitably have coherence peak weight-position
correlations opposite to experin ent, since large gap val-
ues In the hom ogeneous system imply within BCS the-
ory) that spectral weight rem oved from low energies is
transferred into the coherence peaks (Fig. i ®)). This
e ect is further enh by the presence of a van-H ove
singularity at !¢y = @+ )2+ @ ) in the tight-
bindingm odelw hich contributes additionalw eight to the
coherencepeaks, n particularfor =t= 12 where i co—
Incidesw ith the gap edge. Here ( isthe bond orderpa-
ram eter in the hom ogeneous system . A sim ilar although
less pronounced positive correlation between coherence
peak weight and position arises also for the sm ooth OD
case. N ote that throughout thiswork we neglect nelastic
scattering that would broaden the tunneling conductance
peaks at large bias but would not change their weight,
thus leaving our conclusions una ected.

Singke-im purity scattering. Since a sm ooth disorder
potential cannot reproduce the experin entally observed
relation between the weight of the coherence peak and
the gap m agniude, we now address the opposite lim i,
ie. a very soiky potential caused by a dopant poten—
tial with short range on the scale of (. Some insight
Into this situation can be obtained by analyzing single-
In purity scattering processes, w hich should be dom inant
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FIG.2: On-site LDO S for di erent single-im purity m odels
with t%=t= 03, =t= 1land o=t= 0:d. @) W eak point—
lke potentialscatterer. (o) D otted line: attractive \pointlike"
OD scatterer w ith = o on the four bonds surrounding
the in purity site. D ashed line: extended attractive OD scat—
tererwih = z= 1. (c) Sameas (o), wih = 0.

for su clently short ranged and weak scattering poten—
tials, where interference e ects are negligble. For sin -
plicity we assum e constant order param eter in the fol-
low Ing T -m atrix analysis and postpone the fully self-
consistent treatm ent to the m any In purity case.

A Yhough solving the T -m atrix equation for the poten-—
tial scattererV; = V i is straightforward [18], relatively
little attention has been paid to the weak to intermm edi-
ate strength In purity caseV . tbecause it doesnot lead
to wellkde ned resonant states inside the gap. Fig.-'_.‘i @)
show sthe LD O S at the In purity site for a weak pointlike
potential scatterer. T he positions of the coherence peaks
are hardly shifted at all, and whilke the spectral weight
of the coherence peaks ism odi ed, this occurs in a dis—
tinctly particle-hole asym m etric fashion. T his is In strik—
Ing contrast to the STM spectra, where inhom ogeneous
but particle-hole sym m etric coherence peak m odulations
are observed. In addition, there is no distinct feature
In experim ent corresponding to the van Hove features
present, aseg. In Fjgs.-'g.' ) and :_2 @).

T hese shortcom Ings of the conventionalpotential scat—
tering m odel can be overcom e by considering OD scat—
tering instead. For the sake of clarity, in this para—
graph we neglect the diagonal com ponent of the poten-—
tial Fig.d @) and Fig.d () show the LDOS at the in -
purity site for a \pointlike" OD scatterer with d-wave
symm etry on the four bonds em anating from site i= 0,

0; & = 0; ¢ ,and am ore extended OD scat—
terer w ith ij = WV + Vj)=(2V0),wheJ:eVi is de—
ned below Eq. i_i) and the negative sign appliesto bonds
ordented along the ¢-direction. Scattering at an orderpa—
ram eter enhancem ent (see F J'g.::Z (b)) strongly suppresses
the coherence peaks for large values of or m ore ex—
tended OD scatterers. For scattering by a local order
param eter suppression (see F ig. g! (©)), exactly the oppo—
site happens: an A ndreev resonance form s just below the



gap edge, sin ilarto the case w here the orderparam eter is
suppressed near surfaces [_1-9', :_2-(_5] For large negative val-
uesof ,ormore extended OD scatterers, the A ndreev
resonance m oves to am aller energies, and its peak height
Increases. Tt draw s m ost of its spectral weight from the
van Hove sihqularity at ( ;0), which is close to the part
ofthe Fem iIsurface w ith the largest d-w ave gap, ie., the
part which ismost a ected by order param eter m odu—
lations. A Ythough this indicates that the weight of the
resonance depends on band structure, we nd that the
phenom enon is very robust over a w ide range of t” and

M any-im purity results. In order to strengthen our
argum ent for dopant-m odulated pairing interaction we
now address the e ect of selfconsistency and interfer—
ence between m any impurities. To this end, we solve
selfconsistently the B ogoliubov-de G ennes BdG ) equa—
tions resulting from Eq.(:}'), on a 80 80 lattice rotated
by =4 com pared to the Cu-O bond direction (as n ex—
perin ental STM m aps), ie., our system contains2 807
lattice sites In total. A ssum ing the dopants are intersti-
tialoxygens, each onem ost likely contributestw o holesto
the CuO ; plane. W e therefore consider a dopant concen—
tration of 7.5% for optin aldoping which are distrdbuted
random ly in the reservoir layer separated from the CuO
plane by a distance z.

Tn the lini of a smooth potential Fiy.d(@)), the

m any—-in puriy resuls agree wellw ith the local picture
discussed above. The correlation between the dopant
positions and the gap am plitude depends strongly on
the size of the potential due to the non-m onotonic de—
pendence of  on the local , as shown in Fig. Li(@).
T he goatial variation of the gap, however, is not rapid
enough to reproduce the gralny gap m aps seen experi
mentally with gap \patches" of typical size 20-30A g];
one is therefore forced to consider \spikier" potentials
Fig.30)). In the weak lini V t, one recovers
the resuls of the single-im purity case, ie., the coher—
ence peaks are m odulated In a particlke-hole asym m etric
way. For the stronger soiky potentials required to repro—
duce the m agniude of the gap m odulations observed in
STM , subgap states start to form in contradiction w ith
experiment (see d ()). Further discrepancies between
Figs. I';J(a) and -'_{(b) and the experim ental spectra are:
1) the LDO S clarly does not exhbi the inverse rela-
tion between gap size and coherence peak height; ii) the
spectra are quite particle-hole asym m etric (see F ig. :_:J. ©)
and high energy regions in Fjg.'@'(a));and iii) the sizable
potential required to nduce gap m odulations neviably
leadsto large (O (50% 100% )) localchargem odulations.
T he latter point puts strong constraints on any potential
scattering m odel, since the prim ary role of the In purity
potential is to couple to the density.

A typicallDO S line scan oramany OD in purity cal-
culation isshown in F ng_3 (©) . N ote that, by construction,
thism odelhashom ogeneous low -energy LD O S aswellas
strong correlationsbetw een the dopant positions and the
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FIG .3: LDO S from selfconsistent solution ofBdG equations,
along a straight line for (a) conventionalpotentialw ith z = 2,
= 2,Vo= 15t ) sameas @), butwith z= 057, = 0:5;
(c) OD potentialwith V; asin (); and (d), com bination of
OD potential shown In (c) with conventional potential as in
) but with Vo = 0:6t. Conventional (OD ) potentials are
depicted to right of each panelas a thin (thick) line.

localgap values. A s in the single in purity case, the line-
shape of the LD O S near the gap edge is determ ined pri-
m arily by Andreev scattering. Because the LDO S near
the gap edge is rem iniscent of a coherence peak, we will
sin ply adopt this temm inology, as used In experin ent.
T he dopant atom s inevitably give rise to a conventional
potentialaswell, how ever; w e therefore show in Fig.d ()

that the qualitative features of OD scattering depicted
n Fig.d () survive this scattering. C om paring F igs.d @-
d), i isevident that the OD LD O S spectra are farm ore
particle-hole symm etric than those w ith potential disor-
der, and display the inverse relation between gap m ag—
nitude and coherence peak height, as expected from the
single—in purity discussion (seeFig.d). In F ig.4 we show

the associated gap map (@), the coherence peak height
map (), and the charge m odulation map (c) for pa-
ram eters corresponding to Fig. g(c) . Fi. :_4 (d) displays
the correlation functions between the gap m ap and the
dopants, and the gap m ap and the peak height m ap @-]_;]
T he Jocalpairing m odulation shown in F ig.4 reproduces
qualitatively the correct negative correlation betw een the
gap am plitude and the coherence peak height, the posi-
tive correlation between dopant atom locations and large
gap values, and the relatively sm all charge m odulations
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FIG .4: (C ogfl)r online.) M any OD in purity m odel for param —
eters ofF ig.@(c): (@) 2D realspacem ap ofthe localcoherence
peak position (gap) in units of t; (o) coherence peak height
(note the inverse color scale with respect to (@)); (c) total
charge (note the an all scale); and (d) the correlation fiinction
between the gap m ap and the dopant atom s (solid), and the
gap m ap and the peak height m ap (dashed). Lines without
(W Jth) sym bols correspond to the param etersused in F J'g.:gue (c)
Fig.d@).

observed In experin ent f_l-g] In addition, the spectra ex—
hiit the sam e ram arkable particle-hole sym m etricm odu—
lations ofthe coherence peaks observed in experin ent t_‘:’].
This symm etry should m anifest itself in Fourder trans—
form quasiparticle nterference pattems as well.

In theO D scatteringm odel, short-distance correlations
between the dopant atom s and the gap size are nearly
perfect, as seen in Fig. 4 (d); indeed, they are consid-
erably stronger than reported In experim ent Ll-fu] This
m Ight be due to the di culty of identifying all dopant
positions experin entally, to the presence of additional
cation disorder in BSCCO P2, or to the nite experi
m ental resolution ofthe dopant resonances. T he dopant-
gap correlations are quite robust against inclision of a
conventional scattering com ponent (the two solid curves
n Fjg.-'_4 (d) coincide), but the gap-peak height correla-
tions are rapidly suppressed, as seen n Fig. :_4 d).

A natural question is the extent to which these cor-
relations are robust against di erent choices of param —
eters. W e nd that the local spectral properties in the

is com parable to or larger than the splitting of the van
Hove and coherence peaks In the pure system . In that
case the weight ofthe van H ove peak is absorbed into the
coherence peak (Fjg.:jz ©).

W hile we assert the prim acy ofthe OD channelofscat-

tering for them odulation ofthe states near the antinode,
w e an phasize that nodal quasiparticles are very weakly
scattered by this potential, and so m icrow ave and ther—
m altransport are probably only m inin ally In uenced by
the e ects discussed here {11]. This further in plies that
the elastic contribution to the ARPES spectral peaks
near the antinodal and nodal points are determ ined by
com pletely di erent scattering processes.

Conclusions. The discovery of nanoscale inhom o—
geneity in the local electronic structure of BSCCO -
2212 i}, 4, d, 4] has provoked an intense discussion about
the origin of this phenom enon in cuprates and related
correlated electron m aterials. In this work, we have of-
fered strong evidence that the lnhom ogeneiy in the co—
herence peak position is in fact driven by dopant atom s,
located away from the CuO; plane, whose prim ary e ect
on one-particlk properties isto m odulate the localpair in—
teraction. T his ansatz allowed us to reproduce, In m odel
sihgle-im purity and m any-in purity calculations, m ost of
the In portant correlations observed in recent STM ex—
perin ents.

T he calculations reported here have been done entirely
within aBCS fram ew ork, and as such cannot be expected
to reproduce certain other correlations, such as the in—
crease of the average gap w ith underdoping. N everthe—
less, we believe that our resuls represent an in portant
step tow ards fiirther m odeling which m ay revealthe m i+
croscopic nature of the m odulated pair interaction.
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