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1 Introduction

O ne hundred years ago, in the rst of ve fam ous papers [1] of his annus
m irabilis, A bert E instein postulated the dualnature of lIight, at once particle
and wave, and thereby explained am ong other phenom ena the photoelectric
e ect, origihally discovered by H . Hertz R]. This work of E Instein was also
singled out by the Nobel comm ittee In 1921. T he photoelectric e ect has
since becom e the basis of one of the m ost in portant techniques in solid state
research . In particular, angleresolved photoem ission spectroscopy ARPES),
rst applied by G obeliet al. 3], has developed to the technique to determ ine
the band structure of solids. D uring the last decade, both the energy and
the angular resolution of ARPE S has increased by m ore than one order of
m agniude. Thus it is possble to m easure the dispersion very close to the
Ferm i level, where the spectral function, which is m easured by ARPES, is
renom alized by m any-body e ects such as electron-phonon, electron-electron,
or electron-spin interactions. T he m ass enhancem ent due to such e ects leads
to a reduced dispersion and the nite lifetin e of the quasiparticles leads
to a broadening of the spectral function. Thus the increase In resolution,
achieved by new analyzers using two-din ensional detectors, together w ith
new photon sources provided by undulators in 3¢ generation synchrotron
storage rings and new cryo-m anipulators have opened a new eld in ARPES:
the determ ination of the low -energy m any-body properties of solids which is
term ed very often the "dressing" of the charge carriers.
In high-T . superconductors H T SCs) discovered by Bednorz and M uller
4] the m any-body e ects are supposed to be particularly strong since these
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doped cuprates are close to a M ott-H ubbard nsulator or to bem ore precise to
a charge-transfer insulator [B]. Since In the nom al and the superconducting
state the renom alization e ects are strong, the HT SC s are a paradigm for
the new application of ARPE S.M oreover, since in these com pounds them ass
enhancem ent and the superconducting gap is large, they can be m easured
using ARPES even w ithout ultra-high resolution.

On the other hand, the understanding of the renom alization e ects in
the HT SC s is vital for the understanding of the m echanian of high-T . su—
perconductivity, since the dressing of the charge carriersm ay be related w ith
the glie form ing the C ooper pairs. Up to now there is no widely acospted
m icroscopic theory, although the phenom enon hasbeen discovered already 20
yearsbefore. Sin ilar to the conventional superconductors, before the develop—
m ent ofam icroscopic theory for them echanisn of superconductiviy, rstone
has to understand the m any-body e ects In the nom al state of these highly
correlated system s. ARPES plays a mar role In this process. Not only it
can determm ine the m om entum dependent gap. It is at present also the only
m ethod which can determ ine the m om entum dependence of the renom aliza—
tion e ects due to the interactions of the charge carriers w ith other degrees
of freedom .

In this contribution we review ARPE S resultson the dressing ofthe charge
carriers iIn HT SC s obtained by our spectroscopy group. T here are previous
reviews on ARPES studies of HTSCs [6, 7, 8], which com plin ent what is
discussed here.

2 H igh-T . superconductors

2.1 Structure and phase diagram

Tt is generally believed that superconductivity is associated wih the two-
din ensionalCuO ,; planes shown In Fig.1l (@).In these planes Cu is divalent,
ie., Cu hasone hol in the 3d shell. The Cu0 ; planes are separated by block
layers form ed by other oxides (see Fig. 1 (0)). W ihout doping, the interact-
Ing CuO ; planes in the crystal form an antiferrom agnetic Jattice with a Neel
tem perature ofabout Ty = 400K .By substitution ofthe ions in theblock lay—
ers, it ispossble to dope the CuO , planes, ie., to add or to rem ove electrons
from the CuO, plnes. In this review we focus on hole doped system s. W ith
Increasing hole concentration and increasing tem perature, the long-range an—
tiferrom agnetism disappears (see the phase diagram in Fig. 1(c)) but one
know s from inelastic neutron scattering that spin uctuations still exist at
higher dopant concentrations and higher tem peratures.

W ith increasing dopant concentration the insulating properties transform
into m etallic ones and there is a high-T . superconducting range. T his range
is nom ally divided into an underdoped (UD ), an optin ally doped (O P) and
an overdoped (OD) region.Not only the superconducting state but also the
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Fig.1l. @) CuO;, plane, (b) CuO, plane between block layers, (c) schem atic phase
diagram of hole-doped cuprates

nom alstate isunconventional. In the UD range there is a pseudogap betw een
the T lihe and the T line. T here are various explanations for the pseudogap
Pl:preform ed pairsw hich have no phase coherence, spin density w aves, charge
density waves, or the existence of a hidden order, caused, eg. by circulating
currents [10]. At Iow tem peratures in the OP region the T line is very often
related to a quantum critical point near the OP region. Possbly related to
this quantum critical point, In the OP range, the nom al state show s rather
strange properties such as a linear tem perature dependence of the resistivity
over a very large tem perature range or a tem perature dependent Halle ect.
Onl in the OD range the system behaves like a nomm al correlated m etal
show Ing for exam ple a quadratic tem perature dependence of the resistivity.

2.2 E lectronic Structure

In the follow ing we give a short Introduction into the electronic structure of
cuprates.W e start w ith a sin ple tight-binding bandstructure ofa Cu0 , plane
using for the beginning three hopping integrals, one betw een 2 neighboring Cu
sites along the Cu-© bonding direction (t), one for a hopping to the second
nearest Cu neighbor along the diagonal (), and one Hr the hopping to the
third nearest neighbor ¢%). T he corresponding bandstructure is given by

E k)= 2tfcos kya) + cos kya)l+ 4%0s (kya)cos kya)
2t%cos Rkya) + cos Ckya)] @)
where a is the length of the unit celland xes the Ferm i level. T his two—

din ensionalbandstructure is displayed in Fig.2 @) prt’=t= 0:3, a value
which is obtained from bandstructure calculations [11], and both t° and
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equalto zero .thasam ninum in thecenter ( ) and am axin a at the comers
ofthe Brdllouin zone (eg.at ky;ky)= ( ; )=a ( ; )).Furthem ore there
are saddle points, eg.at (ky;ky) = ( ;0).In the undoped system there isone

hole per Cu site and therefore this band should be half lled. This leads to

a Fem 1 level just above the saddle points (see Fig. 2 @)). The Fem i surface

consists of rounded squares around the comers of the B rillouin zone (see F ig.
2 {)).Upon hole doping the Fem i level m oves tow ards the saddle point. It
is Interesting that ©r vanishing t° the Fem i surface would be quadratic and

there would be no parallel sections (which could lead to a nesting) along x or
y but along the diagonal. T here are two special points on the Fem i surface
(see Fig. 2 (o)), which are also at the focus of m ost of the ARPE S studies
on HT SCs. There is the nodalpoint at the diagonal N in Fig. 2 ({)), where
the superconducting order param eter is zero and the antihodalpoint Wwhere
the ( ;0)=( ; ) lne cutsthe Fem isurface), where the superconducting order
param eter isbelieved to reach amaximum AN n Fig.2 ) [12, 13].
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Fig. 2. (@) T ightbinding bandstructure of the Cu0, plane. (b) Fem i surface of
a CuO; plane. N : nodal point, AN : antinodal point, (c) Bilayer system between
block layers com posed of two CuO ; planes separated by one lonic layer, (d) Fem i
surfaces of a bilayer system , B A ): (anti)bonding band. Thick solid lines: k values
along which m ost of the present ARPES studies have been perform ed.

Inm any cupratesthere isnot just a sihglebut severalC u0 , planesbetw een
the block layers. In these system sthe Cu0 ; planes are separated by additional
Jonic Jayers. T his is illustrated fora bilayer system in Fig.2 (c).Such a bilayer
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systam is for exam ple B1LSrnCaCu,0 g which is the D rosophila for ARPES
studies of HT SCs. In this com pound the block layers are com posed of B

and SrO planes, whilk the ionic layer separating the two Cu0 , planes consist
ofC a2+ layers. D oping is achieved in this com pound by additionalO atom s
in the block layers. In those bilayer system s there is an interaction between
the two adpcent CuO, planes which lads to a nie hopping integral t; .
This causes an additional term in the tightbinding calculations

E k), = t; koskea) coskya)F=4 @)

leading to a splitting into a bonding and an antibonding band. T his splitting
is am all at the nodal point [14] and i is lJargest at the antinodal point. In
Fig. 2 (d) we have illustrated this solitting of the Femm i surface caused by the
Interaction ofthe two Cu0O , planes.

T he Independent particl picture, describing just the interactionsw ih the
Jon lattice and the potential of a hom ogeneous conduction electron distribu-—
tion, isofm noruse orthe undoped system s since we know that those are not
m etallic but nsulating. This com es from the Coulomb iInteraction U of two
holes on the sam e Cu site which prohibits hopping ofholes from one Cu site
to the other. It causes the nsulating behavior of undoped and slightly doped
cuprates. T he large on-site C oulom b repulsion oftwo holeson a Cu site isalso
resoonsble or the fact that the additional holes produced upon doping are
formed on O sites [15]. The 2 €V energy gap is then a chargetransfergap [B]
between O 2p and Cu 3d states. Only when m ore and m ore holes are Intro—
duced Into the CuO; planes is hopping of the holes possbl and correlation
e ects get less In portant.

3 A ngleresolved photoem ission spectroscopy

3.1 Principle

In photoem ission spectroscopy m onochrom atic light wih an energy h is
shined onto a surface ofa solid and the intensity aswellas the kinetic energy,
Exin , of the outgoing photoelectrons is m easured. U sing the explanation of
the photoelectric e ect [1] one can obtain the binding energy of the electrons
in the solid:
Eg =h Exin E: ?3)

Here isthe workfunction. The charge carriers in HT SC s show a quasitwo—
dim ensional behavior. W hen the surface is parallel to the CuO , planes, the
mom entum hk, of the photoelectron is conserved when passing through the
surface and thus thism om entum is determ ined by the profction of the total
m om entum of the photoelectron to the surface:

P
hky = 2mEyy sin )
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Here isthe anglk between the direction of the photoelectron in the vacuum
and the surface nom al

T here are num erous treatises of the photoelectron process in the litera-
ture where the lim itations of the m odels w hich describe it are discussed [16].
T hey are not repeated in this contribution.R ather the essential points for the
analysis of ARPE S studies on the dressing of the charge carriers n HTSC s
are restated. It is assum ed that the energy and m om entum dependence ofthe
photocurrent in ARPES studies can be described by

IE;k)/ M°AE;KNEE)+ B E;k) ©)

whereM =< ¢H % ;> isam atrix elem ent between the itialand the nal
state and H ° isa dipole operator.A & ;k) is the spectral function which is the
essential result in ARPES studies. f E ) = 1=fxpE =kg T) + 1] is the Fem i
finction which takes into account that only occupied states arem easured and
B [E ;k) is an extrinsic background com ing from secondary electrons. For a
com parison of calculated data w ith experin entaldata, the form er have to be
convoluted w ith the energy and m om entum resolution.

T he dynam ics of an electron in an interacting system can be described by
a G reen’s fnction [17]

G E;k) = (6)

E x €k
E;k)= °E;k)+1i PE ;k) is the com plex selfenergy fiinction which con—
tainsthe inform ation on the dressing, ie., on w hat goesbeyond the Independent—-
particlem odel. y givesthe dispersion ofthe bare particlesw ithoutm any-body

Interactions. T he spectral finction can be expressed [18, 19] by
P® ;k)

1 1
AE;k)= —ImG k)= — 7)
& me @ E » OERFP+ [OG;0F |

For = 0, i e, for the non-interacting case, the G reens function and thus
the spectral function is a delta-function at the bareparticle energy  .Taking
Interactions into account, the spectral function given in Eq. (7) is a rather
com plicated function. O n the other hand, In m any cases only local interac—
tions are im portant which leads to a k-independent or weakly k-dependent
selfenergy fiinction. Furthem ore, in the case of not too strong interactions,
offen quasiparticles w ith properties still very close to the bare particles, can
be progcted out from the spectral function. To perform this extraction one
expands the com plex selfenergy function around the bare particlke energy  :

€) (k)+t€ @)=CE _ E k). Very often one introduces the
coupling constant = @ PE)=QE j- . and the renom alization constant
7Z = 1+ .Notethat in m any contrbutions in the literature Z ' is replaced
by Z.Neglcting the partialderivative of ®E ) one cbtains or the spectral
finction
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z ()b P
E k Z(x) Y Y(P+ B ()Y O)P

1 1
A(E;k)coh: —2Z (k)

8)
T his is the coherent fraction of the spectral function and its spectralweight
isgiven by 2 ! . It is called coherent because it describes a (quasi)particle
which is very sim ilar to the bare particle. Instead of a delta-function we have
now a Lorentzian. T he energy of the quasiparticle is determ ined by the new
m axinum ofthe spectral fiinction which occursatE = , 2 ' 9().The
lifetim e of the quasiparticle is determ ined in a cut at constant k by the
FW HM ofthe Lorentzian which isgivenby = 22 ' @(,).

Close to the Fermm i we can assum e that the real part of the selfenergy
is linear In energy, ie., O(y) = x - For the renom alized energy of the
quasiparticle, wenow obtan Ex = =1+ ).Thusclse to the Fem ilvel
we have in the case of a linear realpart of the selfenergy a renom alization
by a factorof 1+ or in otherwords, due to the interactions we have for the
coherent quasiparticles a m ass enhancementm = 1+ )m.

T he incoherent part of the spectral fiinction, the spectralweight of which
isgivenby 1 2z !, containsallthe spectralweight which cannot be described
by the Lorentzian close to the bare particl energy, eg., satellites.Z * also de-
term ines the size ofthe jum p at kg ofthem om entum distrdbution n k), which
can be calculated from the energy integral of the spectral function A E ;k).
Thus ifthe imp In n k) com es to zero, at this very point the quasiparticles
weight Z ! vanishes logarithm ically as one approaches the Fem i Jevel. For
such an electron liquid the term \m arginal" Femn i liquid RO] has been in—
troduced. T his is related to another condition for the existence of (coherent)
quasiparticles R1, 22]. The nite lifetim e In plies an uncertainty in energy.
O nly ifthis uncertainty ismuch sm aller than the binding energy ( ®=E ! 0)
the particles can propagate coherently and the concept of quasiparticles has
a physicalm eaning.

In principle, perfom ing constant—k scans, comm only called energy distri-
bution curves ED Cs), one can extract the spectral function along the en—
ergy axis and using Eq. (7) one can derive the com plx selfenergy finc—
tion. In reality there is a background, the exact energy dependence of which
is not known. In addition, close to the Fem i energy there is the energy-—
dependent Femm i function. These problem s are strongly reduced when per—
form ing constant-energy scans, usually called m om entum distrlbution curves
M DCs) R3]. Close to the Fem 1 Jevel the bare particle bandstructure can
be expanded as x = whk kr).Assum ing again a weakly k-dependent

E ;k), the spectral function along the particular k-direction is a Lorentzian
(seeEq. (7)).Thewidth isgiven by %=#% h and from the shift relative to the
bare particle dispersion one can cbtain the realpart °.This evaluation is
much less dependent on a weakly k-dependent background and on the Fem i
finction.
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3.2 Spectral function in the nomm al state

In a real solid there are several contrbutions to the selfenergy. T he in por-
tant ones, related to inelastic scattering processes can be reduced to con-
trbutions which are related to bosonic excitations (see Fig. 3). In the case

Fig. 3. Bosonic excitations contrbbuting to the nite lifetin e of a photohol in
m etallic solids. (@) electron-hole excitations, (o) discrete bosonicm ode. T he dashed
line corresponds to the Fem i level

w here the boson is a particle-hole excitation, which is depicted In Fig. 3 @),
a photoelectron hol is lled by a transition from a higher energy level and
the energy is used to excite an Auger electron above the Fem i level. The

nal state is thus a photoelectron hole scattered into a higher state plus an
electron-hole pair. For a nom alFem i liquid of a three-din ensional solid at
T = 0 phase space argum ents and the Pauli principle lead to the com plex
selfenergy function = E i E?.In a two-din ensional solid the in agt
nary part of changes from a quadratic energy dependenceto E2Inf =Ey ]
R4] which is sim ilar to the 3D case only as Iong as E ismuch an aller than
the bandw idth . Increasing the interactionsm ore and m ore, associated w ith a
reduction of Z !, changes the selfenergy fiinction. For Z * = 0 where the
the spectral weight of the quasiparticles disappears one reaches the above
m entioned m argihal Ferm i liquid R0]. In this case the selfenergy is given
by = yrp EInk=E_.Jj+ i( =2)x]where x = maxE ;kg T) and E. s a
cuto energy taking Into account the nie width of the conduction band.
T his selfenergy function is a phenom enological explanation, am ong others,
of the linear tem perature dependence of the resistivity observed in optim ally
doped HT SC s, since the in aginary part ofthe selfenergy and thus the inverse
scattering rate is linear in T .

B esidesthe particlke-holk exciationsdescribed above, the photoholem ay be
scattered to higher (lower) energies by the em ission (absorption) ofa discrete
boson. This is {lustrated In Fig. 3 (o) for the em ission of a bosonic excitation.
Such discrete bosonic excitationsm ay be phonons, soin excitations, plasn ons,
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excitons etc. T he relevant excitations are listed in Table 1 together w ith their
characteristic energies In optim ally doped HT SC s.

Table 1. Bosonic excitations which couple to the charge carriers together w ith their
characteristic energies n HT SC s

sy stem excitations characteristic energy (m €V )
jon lattice phonons 90
spin lattice/liquid m agnons 180
e-liquid plasm ons 1000
< (a) 5 (b)
= > =]
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Fig.4.Realpart (@) and in agihary part () ofthe selfenergy function fora coupling
toamode (= 40meV and a coupling constant = 8. Spectral function A E ;k)
or =1 (¢c) and = 8 (d) In the nom al state.

T he selfenergy function for a coupling of the charge carriers to a bosonic
m ode for the case that the energy ofthe m ode ism uch an aller than the band
w idth hasbeen treated by Engelderg and Schrie er 25]. T he assum ption ofa
strong screening ofthe bosonic excitations is probably adequate for the doped
HT SC sbut probably not for the undoped or slightly doped parent com pounds
R6,27]. In thewellscreened case, @ is zero up to them odeenergy (.Thisis
Inm ediately clear from Fig.3 (o) since the photohole can only be lled when
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the binding energy is largerthan . @ is constant above the m ode energy
(see Fig. 4 b)) . Perform ing the K ram ersK ronig transformm ation one obtains

%, which isgivenby %= ( ¢=2)InjE + o)=E 0)j (e Fig.4 @).It
show s a logarithm ic singularity at the m ode energy, (.At low energiesthere
is a linear energy dependence of ° and the slope detem ines the coupling
constant .In thism odel it is related to the in aghary part of the selfenergy
finction ©(E j> o) ®C1),by = D 1)=( o=2).From thisi
isclearthat bragiven oboth and P( 1 ) aream easureofthe coupling
strength to the bosonicm ode.

In Fig. 4(c) and (d) we have displayed the calculated spectral function
for = 1and = 8, respectively.C om pared to the bare particle dispersion,
given by the red dashed line, for £ j< ( there isam ass renom alization, ie.,
a reduced digpersion and no broadening, except the energy and m om entum
resolution broadening, which was taken to be 5 mev and 0.005 A L, respec—
tively .For ¥ j> , there is a back-digpersion to the bare particle energy.
M oreover, there is a broadening dueto a nite ®, ncreasing w ith increasing

.For large , the width for constant E scans is, at least up to som e energy,
larger than the energy of the charge carriers and therefore they can be called
Inooherent (see Sect. 32) In contrast to the energy range £ j< ( orat very
high binding energies, where the w idth ismuch sn aller than the binding en—
ergy and where they are coherent R5]. The change in the dispersion is very
often tem ed a "kink" but looking closer at the spectral fiinction, In particular
forhigh , it isa branching of2 dispersion am s.

3.3 Spectral function of solids in the superconducting state

For the description of the spectral function in the superconducting state,
tw 0 excitations have to be taken into acocount: the electron-hole and the pair
excitations. This leads to a (2x2) G reen’s function [28]. U sually the com plex
renom alization fiinction

zE;k)=1 E;k)=E; ©)

is introduced . For the onem odem odel, the selfenergy ofthe superconducting
state corresponds to the selfenergy ofthenom alstate nwhich ( isreplaced
by ¢+ .Thiscan beeasily seen from Fig.3 (o) and assum ing a gap opening
w ith the energy . The coupling constant in the superconducting state, s,
is related to the renom alization function by .= Z (0) 1.For the Auger
process shown in F ig. 3 (a) the onset ofthe scattering rate isat 3 .T he reason
for this is that the bosonic (eh) excitations have in this case a Iower lim i of
2 .The com plx spectral fiinction is given by R9]

AEK) = —Im 2 BB+« : 10)

z € k)2 E? E ik)2) ﬁ

In general, € ;k) isalso a com plex function. In Fig.5 we show for the one-
m ode m odel the calculated spectral function in the superconducting state
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using the sam e energy and m om entum resolitions and the sam e m ode energy
asbefore. The mm aghary part of wasneglected and the realpart was set to
30 m &V .0 ne clkarly realizes the BC S-B ogoliuibov-lke back-dispersion at the
gap energy and besides this, a total shift of the dispersive am s by the gap
energy. T hus the branching energy occursat ¢ +

10 12

10 12

(a) (b)

8
:
o

6
:
g

RE REN. FUNCTION
4

IM REN. FUNCTION

2
n
2

0

0

-0.‘10 0.00 -0.‘10 0.00
ENERGY (eV) ENERGY (eV)

0.00 - U R R S 0.00 - EEEE R TR T T i max

4
=
&
e
=
&

ENERGY (eV)
ENERGY (V)

e
=
=)

-0.10

min

T T T T T T T T T T
£.05 000 005 010 015 £.05 0.00 0.05 010 045
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Fig. 5. The realpart (@) and im agihary part () of the renom alization function
ZE) or (=40meV, =30meV, and s = 5. Spectral function A E ;k) for a
coupling constant sc = 1 () and sc= 5 (d) in the superconducting state.

Looking at the phase diagram In Fig. 1(c) it is clear that the HTSCs
are very close to a transition Into a M ott-nsulating state and therefore we
expect a large fraction of incoherent spectral weight In the nomm al state.
T his, however changes when going into the superconducting state where for
min( + ;3 )> Eij> the incoherent states are transform ed into co—
herent ones. The reason for this is that in the superconducting state a gap
opens or P for £ j< 3 (eh scattering rate) or or £ i< o+  (posonic
scattering rate).

T he dispersion is given by [B0]:

Rez € ;k)FE*? €;k)?1 Z=o0: 11)

In the conventional superconductors the m ode energy ism uch larger than the
gap and therefore for £ jslightly largerthan , Z, and thus ., is constant.
In thiscase Eq. (11) yields for the m axin a of the spectral fiinction



12 Jorg Fink et al.

q
E = 24+ =1+ s0)?: az)

ForHTSC the gap is com parable to the m ode energy and thereforeEq. (12) is
no longervalid and the ullEqg. (11) should beused to t the dispersion.Then
sc is related to the nomalstate , fom , = @ 0) Lj-o)by =
scl o+ )= o.LXisthis , which should be considered when com paring
the coupling strength ofthe charge carriers to a bosonicm ode ofHT SC s and
conventional superconductors.

W hen onemeasuresan EDC at kr a peak is observed followed by a dip
and a hum p. Such an energy distrbution iswellknown from tunnelling spec—
troscopy in conventional superconductors which was explained in term s of a
coupling ofthe electrons to phonons.A closer inspection indicates for the one—
m ode-m odelthat at ky the peak is ollowed by a region of low spectralweight
and a threshold, which appearsat ¢+ .Faraway from kg this threshold
is not contam inated by the tails of the peak.

3.4 Experim ental

D uring the last decade ARPE S has experienced an explosive period of quali-
tative and quantitative in provem ents. P reviously ARPE S was perform ed by
rotating the analyzer step by step. In this way an enomm ous am ount of in—
form ation was lost because only one angle of the em itted photoelectrons was
recorded. T he developm ent of the socalled \angle m ode" [B31], applied in the
new generation of SCIENTA analyzers, allow s the sin ultaneous recording of
both an energy and an angl range. This was achieved by a multielem ent
electrostatic lens system , by which each photoean ission angle was in aged to a
di erent spot of the entrance slit of the a hem ispherical, electrostatic de ec—
tion analyzer. T his angular inform ation is then transferred to the exit ofthe
analyzer and the energy and angle dispersion is recorded by a tw o-din ensional
detector consisting of a m icrochannel plate, a phosphor plate, and a charge
coupled device detector. T his caused an in provem ent both of the energy and
the m om entum resolution by m ore than one order ofm agnitude and an enor-
m ous In provem ent of the detection e ciency, leading to a very strong reduc—

tion ofm easuring tim e. But not only new analyzers and detectors lead to a
huge progress ofthe ARPE S technique. A 1so new photon sources such as un—
dulators In synchrotron storage rings [32], new m icrow ave driven H e discharge
lam ps, and new cryo-m anipulators contributed to the rapid developm ent of
the m ethod.

The m easurem ents presented in this contrbution were perform ed w ith
SCIENTA SES 200 and 100 analyzers using the above-m entioned anglem ode.
T he photon sources used were a high-intensity He resonance GAMM ADATA
VUV 5000 lam p or various beam lines, delivering linearly or circularly polar-
ized light in a wide energy range between 15 and 100 €V : the U125/1 PGM
beam lne at BESSY [33], the 4 2R beam line "C ircularP olarization" at ELE T —
TRA ,orthebeam line SIS at the SLS.The angular rotation ofthe sam plewas
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achieved by a purpose built high-precision cryo-m anipulatorwhich allow s the
sam ple to be cooled to 25 K and a com puter-controlled angular scanning
around three perpendicular axes In a wide range of angles w ith a precision
of 0.1 . The energy and the angle/m om entum resolutions were set In m ost
cases n the ranges 825mevV and 02 /0.01-0.02A !, respectively, which is
a com prom ise between energy and m om entum resolition and intensity.

A In ost allresults presented in this review were obtained from high-quality
and wellcharacterized single crystalsof B iPb),SrnCaCu,0g+ B12212).The
reason for this is the ollow ing. T here isa van derW aalsbonding between two
adpcent BIO planes and therefore it is easy to cleave the crystals. Upon
clkaving, no ionic or covalent bonds are broken which would lead to polar
surfaces and to a redistribution of charges at the surface.M oreover, we know
from bandstructure calculations that am ong all HT SC s, the B i-com pounds
have the lowest k, dispersion, ie., they are very close to a two-din ensional
electronic system . This is very im portant for the evaluation of the ARPES
data. Probably on all other HT SC s, upon clkaving there is a redistribution
of charges and possbly a suppressed superconductivity at the surface. The
bilayer system of the BXHTSC fam ily is com plicated by the existence of 2
bands at the Fem i surface. O n the other hand, i is that system where the
w hole superconducting range from the UD to the OD range can be studied.
The system without Pb has a further com plication. It has a superstructure
along the b-axis leading in ARPES to di raction replicas which com plicate
the evaluation of the data [34, 35]. In order to avoid this, about 20 % of the
Biionswere replaced by Pb which leads to superstructure-free sam ples.

0.5eV

min max

Fig. 6. Photoelectron intensity of a BiPb)2SmCaCuz0g+ single crystal n the
three-din ensional € ;kyx;ky) space m easured at room tem perature by ARPES.

T he potential of the new generation ARPES technique is illustrated in
Fig. 6 where we show room tem perature data of OP Bi2212 in the three-
din ensional E ;ky ;ky) space. T he fourth din ension is sym bolized by the color
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scale, representing the photoelectron intensity. The right front plane of the
section shown in Fig. 6 was taken sinultaneously by setting the k-vector
parallel to the ( ; ) direction. Then the sam pl was tumed step by step
untilthe k-vectorw asparalielto the ( ;0) direction thus sam pling 100000
data points of the whole section.

Such a \piece of cake" can be cut along di erent directions. A horizontal
cut at the Fem ilevel yields the Fem isurface.A vertical cut along a certain
k-direction yields the \bandstructure" (the bare particle dispersion plus the
renom alization) along this direction . In these data, the essential points ofthe

bandstructure shown in Fig. 2 are reproduced. A long the ( ; ) direction
there is a crossing of the Fem i level at the nodalpoint (close to ( =2; =2)).
A long the ( ;0) direction there is no crossing of the Fem i levelbut the

saddle poInt is realized just below Er .

4 The bareparticle dispersion

In order to extract the dressing of the charge carriers due to the m any-body
e ects from the ARPES data, one has to know the bare-particle dispersion,
ie., the dispersion which is only determm ined by the interaction w ih the ions
and the potential due to a hom ogeneous conduction electron distribbution.W e
have suggested three di erent ways to obtain the bareparticle band structure.

The rst one starts with the Femm i surface measured by ARPES. How
to m easure those has been already described in Sect. 34.In Fig. 7 we show
ARPES m easuram ents of the Ferm i surface ofB 2212 for various dopant con—
centrations [36]. U sing a comm only em ployed em pirical relation [37] between
T . and the hole concentration, x, determ ined from chem icalanalysis, them ea—
sured sam ples covera doping range ofx= 0.12 to 0 22.T hem easuram entswere
perform ed at room tem perature.

Before we com e to the evaluation of the bare-particle dispersion, wem ake
som e ram arks on the character of the m easured Femm i surfaces. F irstly, the
topology does not change, which m eans that w ithin the studied doping range
there isno transition from a holelke to an electron-lke surface. Secondly, the
shape of the Fem i surface around ( ; ) changes from being quite rounded
at low doping to taking on the form of a square w ith well rounded comers
at higher doping. This is exactly what is expected within a rigid band ap-
proxin ation and looking at Fig. 2. At low doping we are far away from the
saddle point and we expect a m ore rounded Fem i surface. At higher doping
we move Er closer to the saddlke point leading to a m ore quadratic Ferm i
surface. T hirdly, in underdoped sam ples, there is an intensiy reduction close
to ( ;0) although the Intensities are nom alized to the total intensity along
the particular k-direction to reduce e ects due to the k-dependence of the
m atrix elem ent in Eqg. (5).This reduction in spectralweight is related to the
form ation of the pseudogap below T , which is above room tem perature In
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Fig.7.Fem isurfaces of BiPb),SrnCaCu,04; having various dopant concentra—
tions and T. (indicated in the panels in units of K ) m easured by ARPES at room

tem perature. Upper row : underdoped (UD ) sam ples, lower row : overdoped (©D)
sam ples.

the underdoped sam ples. T his can be treated as a form ation of arcs around
the nodalpoints for low dopant concentrations.

It is possble to t the measured Fem i surface using Eqg. (1).Such a t
is shown for an optin ally doped sam ple on the right hand side of Fig. 7
by a yellow line.Only recently, due to the in proved resolution, the bilayer
solitting In HT SC s has been resolved [38, 39], whilke in low resolution data
the non-detection ofthis splitting was ascribed to a strong incoherence of the
electronic states close to ( ;0).From calculations of the energy dependence
ofthem atrix elem ent in Eq. (5) K0, 41] and from system atic photon-energy—
dependent m easurem ents (see below ) we know that for the photon energy
h = 212 &V them atrix elem ent for the bonding band ism ore than a factor
2 larger than for the antbonding band. T herefore, we see In Fig. 7 mainly
the Femm i surface of the bonding band. U tilizing other photon energies, the
bilayer splitting can be clearly resolved, even for UD sam ples [36]. The red
rounded squares in Fig. 7 illustrates the Femm i surface of the antbonding
band. From the evaliation of the area of the Fem i surface and taking into
account the bilayer splitting it is possible to derive the hole concentration
which nicely agrees with those valies derived from T . using the universal
relation, m entioned above. T his is an in portant result supporting the validiy
of Luttinger’s theoram (the volum e of the Fem i surface should be conserved
upon sw itching on the interactions) within the studied concentration range.
F inally, wem ention the existence ofa shadow Ferm isurface which corresponds
toa (; ) shiffed hom al) Fem i surface In the Fem i surface data, shown
In Fig. 7. After its rst observation [#2], i was believed to occur due to
the em ission of spin uctuations.M ore recent m easurem ents indicate that its
origihn is related to structurale ects @3].
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Now we com e back to the determ mnation of the bare-particle band struc—
ture. A ssum ing that the selfenergy e ects at Er are negligble Wwhich is
supported by the experim ental resul that the Luttinger theorem is not vio—
lated in the concentration range under consideration), it is possible to obtain
Inform ation on the unrenom alized bandstructure from the Ferm isurface.By

tting the Fem isurface w ith a tightbinding bandstructure, one obtains rel-
ative valies of the hopping integrals, ie., the hopping integrals t%, t%, and t,
nom alized to t. To obtain the absolute values we have m easured the spectral
function along the nodal direction. From the m easured w idths at constant
energies one can derive the In agihary part of the selfenergy function. Per—
form ing a K ram ersK ronig transfom ation, it ispossible to derive the realpart
of and usihg Eqg. (7) i is possble to calculate the bareparticle dispersion
from , = Ey Owhere Ey is the m easured dispersion (see Sect.5 ). Tn
this way [#4] the absolute values of the hopping Integrals for an UD and an
OD sam ple hasbeen obtained (see Tablk 2).

Table 2. Tightbihding parameters for an underdoped and overdoped
BiPb),SrnCaCu,0g+ sample

sam ple tev) V) t"Eev) t @v)
UD 77K 039 0078 0039 0082 029
OD 69K 040 0090 0045 0.082 043

A second way to determm ine the bareparticle bandstructure is to evaluate
the anisotropic plasm on dispersion which was m easured by electron energy-
loss spectroscopy form om entum transfersparallelto the CuO , planes (45, 46].
T hisplagan on dispersion is determ ined by the pro ction of the Ferm ivelocity
on the plaan on propagation directions, which could be varied in the experi-
m ent. Since the (unscreened) plasm on energy is at about 2 €V, these excita—
tions are considerably higher than the renom alization energies (see Table 1)
and therefore the plasm on dispersion is determ ined by the unrenom alized,
averaged Fermm ivelociy. It is thus possbl to t the m om entum dependence
of the averaged Fem ivelociy by a tightbinding bandstructure. Sin ilar hop-
ping Integralsasthose shown in Table 2 were obtained for an optin ally doped
sam ple. O f course no nform ation on the bilayer splitting could be obtained
from those m easurem ents.

Finally, a third way to obtain the bareparticle bandstructure is to look
at the LDA bandstructure calculations [11]. It is rem arkable that the tight-
binding param eters, obtained from a tight-binding t ofthe LDA bandstruc—
ture, are very sim ilar to those given In Tabl 2.
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5 The dressing of the charge carriers at the nodal point

T he dynam ics of the charge carriersw ith m om entum close to the nodalpoint
determ ine the transport properties in the nom al state. T his is particularly
the case In theUD region,w here a pseudogap opens along the otherdirections.
In order to cbtain Inform ation on the dressing of the charge carriers at the
nodalpoint, we perform ed m easurem ents w ith k parallel to the ( (G )
direction (seeFig.2(d)).In Fig.8 (@) we show the spectral function A € ;k)
in a false color scale togetherw ith the bareparticle dispersion , B7].A lready
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Fig.8.ARPES data of optin ally doped B iPb),SrnCaCu,0g+ fork alng to the
nodaldirection. (a) spectralfunction (in false color scal) at T = 130 K togetherw ith
the bare particle dispersion "y (olack line). T he red line gives the dispersion derived
from constantE cuts. (o) Real (squares) and negative In aginary (circles) part ofthe
selfenergy function at T = 30 K (open symbols) and T = 130 K (closed sym bols).
D ark shaded area: di erence of the real part between the two tem peratures. Light
shaded area:negative di erence ofthe in agihary partbetw een the tw o tem peratures.

w ithout a quantitative analysis, one can lam in portant facts from a sinple
visual inspection of Fig. 8 (@). W e clearly see that there is a strong m ass
renom alization overan energy rangew hich extendsup to at least 0.4 €V which
ismuch larger than the energy ofthe highest phonon m odesE,, = 90m eV in
these com pounds B8]. In these nomm alstate data them easured dispersion (red
line) Indicates a "soft" kink at about 70 m €V but com paring the m easured
spectral function w ith that calculated for a single E instein m ode (see Fig. 4
(©)) one realizes a clear di erence. W hile in the onem ode m odel there is a
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sudden change of the k-dependent w idth from a resolution broadened delta—
fiinction to a largerw idth detem ined by the constant  ©, in the experin ental
data there is a continuous increase of the width (at constant energy) w ith
Increasing binding energy. T his clearly excludes the interpretation in termm s of
a coupling to a single phonon line and indicates that the dom inant part ofthe
renomm alization m ust be due to a coupling to an electronic continuum .M ore
Inform ation can be obtained by a quantitative analysis of the data, nam ely
the extraction of the selfenergy function. A s described In Sect. 32, % can
be derived from the di erence between the bareparticle dispersion and the
m easured dispersion, as determ ined from a t of the data by a Lorentzian
at constant energy and taking the maximum . From the same t the width
FW HM ) of the Lorentzian, i, yields ©=h v =2.

mFig.8 ) weshow %and @ ofan optinally doped B#b2212 crystal
m easured in the superconducting state at T = 30 K and in the nom al state
atT = 130K [49].Thedata can be analyzed in term s 0f3 di erent scattering
channels. The rst channel related to elastic scattering from the potential of
the dopant atom s and possbly also from defects at the surface can explain
about 20 % the o set of @® at zero energy. The other 80 % of the o set
are due to the niem omentum resolution. T he second scattering channel in
the nom al state can be related to a coupling to a continuum of excitations
extending up to about 350 m &V . T his leads in the nom alstate to a m arginal
Ferm i liquid behavior (see Sect. 32):an aln ost linear energy dependence of
the scattering rate and at Jow tem peratures an energy dependence of ° close
to E InE . T he continuum to which the charge carriers couplk hasa cuto en-—
ergy ©r %ofabout 350 m &V . Ik is rem arkable that this energy is close to the
energy of tw ice the exchange Integral, J = 180 m &V . A ssum ing a coupling of
the charge carriers to m agnetic excitations [F0] in a sin ple approxin ation [30]
the selfenergy fiinction can be calculated by a convolution of the bare parti-
clke G reens function Gy and the energy ﬁnd m om entum dependent m agnetic
susceptbilty .Thismeans = g2 Gy ) where g is a coupling constant.
Fora two-din ensionalm agnet it isexpected that extendsup to an energy of
2J and therefore if the selfenergy is determ ined by m agnetic excitations also

0 should have a cuto at that energy. T his would support the interpretation
ofthe continuum In tem s ofm agnetic excitations. In this context one should
m ention recent ARPE S m easurem entsofan Fe In on W , where also a strong
renom alization well above the phonon energies hasbeen detected which was
Interpreted In term s of a coupling to m agnetic excitations B1l]. O n the other
hand the cuto energy n  °may be also related to the nite w idth of the
Cu-© band.

T he third scattering channel exists m ainly below T. and is intensity is
getting rather weak at higher tem peratures. Tt causes a peak In = ° near 70
meV and an edgedn ¥ at about the sam e energy. T his Jeads to a pronounced
change ofthe dispersion at the nodalpointat 70m &V which waspreviously
term ed the "kink" [B2].T he di erencesbetw een the selfenergy fiinctions 0
and ® when going from 30 K to 130 K are plotted in Fig. 8 (o) by shaded
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areas.Both are typicalofa selfenergy fiinction determ ined by a sihgle bosonic
m ode.T he energy ofthem odem ay beeither 70m &V, when the nodalpoint
iscoupled to gap-lessothernodalstatesor 40m eV when they are coupled to
states close to the antinodalpoint which in the superconducting state have a
gap 0of30 m eV . A bosonicm ode near 40 m €V can be related to the m agnetic
resonance m ode, rst detected by inelastic neutron scattering experin ents
B3], a collective m ode (spin exciton) which is form ed inside the spin gap
of2 and which decays into single particle excitations above T . because of
the closing of the gap. The m ode energy (= 40 m &V together w ith a gap
energy = 30meV yields a kink energy of 70 m €V thus explaining the kink

by a coupling of the antinodal point to the nodal point. P revious ARPES,
optical, and theoretical studies [b4, 55, 56] have been Interpreted in tem s of
this m agnetic resonance m ode. O n the other hand, theoreticalwork [(7] has
pointed out that because ofkinem atic constraints a coupling ofthe antinodal
point to the nodalpoint via the 40 m €V m agnetic resonance m ode should not
be possible. Recently a new m agnetic resonance m ode (the Q * m ode) near
60 m eV has been detected [B8, 59] which m ay explain the above m entioned
coupling betw een nodalpoints.

In principle the appearance of a sharper kink in the superconducting state
and a decrease of the scattering rate In the superconducting state [60] has
been also explained by the opening ofa superconducting gap in the continuum
B0]. On the other hand, the data shown In Fig. 8 (o) could indicate that in
the superconducting state when com pared w ith the nom al state, there is an
additional scattering channel and not a reduction of the scattering rate.

In the follow ing we discuss the doping and tem perature dependence of the
renom alization e ects at the nodalpoint. In Fig. 9 (@) we show the doping
dependence of the real part of the selfenergy function above T. [47]. Here
the contrbutions from the third scattering channel, the coupling to a singlke
bosonic m ode, have alm ost disappeared and m ainly a coupling to the contin—
uum is observed.A rather strong doping dependence is realized. In the UD
sample °ismuch largerand extends tom uch higher energies com pared to the
OD sam ple.This could support the assum ption that the continuum is related
to m agnetic excitations, which increase when approaching the M ott+ ubbard
Insulator. From the slope at zero energy (see Sect. 32), values could be
derived which are summ arized in Fig. 9 (b). T he strong doping dependence
of in the nomn al state questions the postulation that independent of the
dopant concentration there is a universalFem ivelocity [61].

In the nom al state  decreases w th increasing hole concentration and
Increasing tem perature. This is expected In the scenario of a coupling to a
continuum of overdam ped soin excitations since for the susogptibility of these
excitations a sin ilar doping and tem perature dependence is expected. At 300
K isalm ost ndependent ofthe hole concentration .P ossbly there the contri-
bution from the coupling to a continuum ofm agnetic excitations has becom e
am aller than the contributions from electron-hole excitationsw ithout spin re—
versal. T he tem perature dependence of the coupling constant at lower hole
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Fig. 9. (@)Realpart of the selfenergy finction, O, fortwo BiPDb),SrnCaCuz0 g4
sam plesat T = 130 K at thenodalpoint.UD 77:underdoped wih T.=77K ,0D 75:
overdoped with T.=75 K . (o) coupling constant at the nodalpoint as a fiinction
ofhole concentration for various tem peratures

concentrations is consistent w ith the m arginalFem iliquid m odel, since there
at high tem peratures the low-energy properties are no m ore determ ined by
the energy dependence and therefore  should decrease w ith increasing tem —
perature. T his is in stark contrast to the nom alFem iliquid behavior which
is observed In the OD sam ple (see below ).

In the superconducting state there is an additional increase of , the con—
centration dependence ofw hich isquite di erent from that in the nom alstate.
T his clearly indicates once m ore the existence of a new additional scattering
channelbelow T..

T he scattering rate being linear in energy forthe O P doped sam ple at 130
K transform s continuously into a m ore quadratic one both in the nom aland
the superconducting state [62, 63]. T his indicates that both the second and
the third scattering channeldecrease w ith Increasing hole doping, which is ex—
pected in the m agnetic scenario. T he doping dependence show s in the nom al
state a transition from a m argihalFemn i liquid behavior to a m ore nom al
Ferm i liguid behavior at high hole concentrations. T he quadratic increase in
energy (see Sect. 32) of 0 isdeterm ined by the coe clent = 1.8 V) *.
This coe cient ismuch larger than the value 0.14 derived for electrons form —
Ing the M 0(110) surface states [64], T his indicates that even in OD HTSCs
correlation e ects are still in portant and electron-electron interactions and
possbly still the coupling to spin  uctuations are strong.
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T he strong doping and tem perature dependence ofthe additional (bosonic)
channel is di cult to explain In tem s of phonon excitations. W e therefore
o ered for the additional third scattering channelan explanation in term s of
a coupling to am agnetic neutron resonancem ode, w hich only occursbelow T ..
F inally wem ention that an explanation ofthe extension ofthe renom alization
to high energies in tem s of a m ultibosonic excitation is very unlkely. A

valie below 1, which corresponds to a quasiparticle spectral weight Z *
larger than 0.5 would not m atch w ith a coupling to polaronic m ultibosonic
excitations.

6 T he dressing of the charge carriers at the antinodal
point

M ost of the ARPES studies In the past were focused on the nodal point,
where narrow features In € ;k) space have been detected, Indicating the ex—
istence of quasiparticles far down in the underdoped or even slightly doped
region. O n the other hand the antinodal point is of particular interest con—
ceming the superconducting properties, since In the d-w ave superconductors
the superconducting order param eter has a m axin um at the antinodalpoint
[L2]. The region near the ( ;0) point hasbeen alwaysmuch m ore di cul to
Investigate due to com plications of the bilayer splitting, which could not be
resolved by ARPES for 15 years. On the other hand, as m entioned above,
only with bilayer system s of the B TSC fam ily the entire superconduct—
Ing range from the UD to the OD region can be studied. Thus due to the
existence of two Fem i surfaces and two bands close to the Fem i level near
( ;0), wih a reduced resolution only a broad distribution of spectralweight
could be observed, leading to the conclusion that in this € ;k) range very
strong interactions appear causing a com plte incoherence of the dynam ics
of charge carriers [65]. M oreover, In the superconducting state, very early
a peak-dip-hum p structure has been observed for all dopant concentrations
which In analogy to the tunnelling spectra In conventional superconductors,
was Interpreted as a strong coupling to a bosonic excitation [65]. T hispicture
partially changed w ith the advent of the im proved experim ental situation.
First of all it hasbeen shown by photon-energy dependent m easurem ents
In the rangeh = 20 -60 &V usihg synchrotron radiation [(66, 67] that the
peak-dip-hum p structures strongly change as a function of the photon en—
ergy. T his indicated that them atrix elem ent n Eq. (5) has a di erent photon
energy dependence for the bonding and the antdbonding band at ( ;0).This
experin ental cbservation was con m ed by calculations ofthem atrix elem ent
using LDA bandstructure calculations 0, 41]. It tumed out that the peak—
dip-hum p structure In the OD sam ple was dom Inated by the bilayer spolitting,
ie, the peak is caused by the antbonding band and a hump is caused by
the bonding band. In the UD range the com plicated spectral shape could be
traced back to a superposition ofthebilayere ectsand strong renomm alization
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e ects in the superconducting state. In this situation, only m om entum depen-—
dent m easurem ents [68, 69, 70] along the ( ; ) ( ) line could separate
thetwo e ects. n Fig.10 a collection ofour ARPE S data along this direction,
centered around the ( ;0) point, is shown as a function ofthe dopant concen—
tration in the superconducting state (T = 30 K). In the lowest row, nom al
state data (T = 120K ) are also shown for the UD sam ple. In the upper lkeft

Energy (eV)

0.1 0.0 -01 0.1 0.0 -10‘1 0.1 0.0 -01
ky (A7)

Fig.10.ARPES intensity plots as a function of energy and wave vector along the
;) (5 ) direction ofoverdoped (OD ), optin ally doped (O P ) and underdoped
UD) BiPb)2SrnCaCu,0g: superconductors taken at T = 30 K (upper 3 row s).
Zero corresponds to the ( ;0) point. Fourth row : data for an UD sam pl taken at
T = 120 K . Left colum n:data taken with a photon energy h =38 €V, at which the
signal from the bonding band ism axin al. M iddle colum n:data taken at h =50 eV
(or 55 &V ), where the signal from the antibonding band is dom inant. R ight colum n:
subtraction ofthe latter from the form er yielding the spectralweight of the bonding
band.

comerthedata foran OD sam pl clearly show the splitting Into a bonding and
an antibonding band related to four Fem i surface crossings and two saddle
points as expected from the tightbinding bandstructure calculations, shown
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In Fig.2 (@) taking nto account the bilayer splitting visualized n Fig. 2 d).
Looking In the sam e colum n at the low tem perature data ofthe OP and UD
sam ple the two bands are no m ore resolved. A s m entioned before the m atrix
elem ent for the excitation of the 2 bands is strongly photon energy dependent
and i was shown [40, 41, 66, 67] that the spectra In the rst column which
weretaken ath = 38 &V rmpresentm ainly the bonding band w ith som e con—
trbutions from the antbonding band. The data In the second colum n were
taken wih h = 50 (or 55) eV and have alm ost pure antbonding character.
Subtracting the second coluim n from the rst colum n yields alm ost the pure
spectralweight from the bonding band. U sing this procedure one clearly rec—
ognizes that even in the UD sam ples the bonding and the antbonding band
can be well separated. In the superconducting state ( rst 3 row s) these data
show strong changes upon reducing the dopant concentration. T he bonding,
and m ost clearly seen, the antbonding band m ove further and further below
the Fem i level, Indicating the reduction ofholes. In the bonding band ofthe
OD crystalalm ost no kink is observed but In the OP sampl a very strong
kink is realized, disclosed by the appearance ofa at digpersion between the
gap energy at about 30m &V and the branching energy of 70m &V followed
by a steeper dispersion and a strong broadening. T he strong renom alization
e ects increase even further when going from the OP doped sam pl to the
UD sampl.Ream arkably, the renom alization e ects (w ith the exogption of
the pseudogap) described above, com pletely disappear in the nom alstate as
can be seen In the fourth row where data from an UD sam ple, taken at 120K,
are shown.As i the OD sam ple, a nom aldispersion w ithout a kink is now
detected for the bonding band. A Iso for the antbonding band there is a tran—
sition from a atband at low tem peratures to a digpersive band above T .. A
com parison w ith the bareparticle band structure (not shown) indicates that
there is reduction of the bandw idth by a factor of about 2 which m eans that
there isa " ofaboutl in the nom alstate.A renom alization corresponding
toa " ofabout 1 is also detected above the branching energy near ( ;0)
in the superconducting state. T his bandw idth renom alization in the range of
the antinodal point is sin ilar to that one at the nodal point and is probably
also related to a coupling to a continuum ofm agnetic excitations.

InFig.11 (@) we show an ARPES intensity distrdbution ofthe antibbonding
band nearky m easured w ith a photon energyh = 50&V alongthe (14 ; )
14 ; ) Ine orOP Pb-B 2212 at 30K .Atthisplace in the second B rillouin
zone the bare particle dispersion of the antdbonding band reaches well below
the branching energy Ex = 70 m €V . T herefore, contrary to the data shown
In Fig.10 (second row , second colum n), which were taken along the ( ; )
(; ) line, the branching into two dispersive am s can be clearly realized.
Thedata In Fig.11l (@) togetherw ith those shown in Fig.10 (second row , third
colum n) for the bonding band, when com pared w ith the m odel calculations
shown In Fig. 5, clearly show that the dom inant renomm alization e ect in the
superconducting state is a coupling to a bosonicm ode 60, 71].
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To obtain m ore inform ation about the renom alization and the characterof
the m ode, the spectral finction was analyzed quantitatively [72].Cutting the

. (b')_

.
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Fig.1ll. (@) Spectral function for kvaluesnearthe (14 ; ) 14 ; ) direction
oftheOP BiPb),SrnCaCu,0g+ superconductor taken at T = 30 K . Zero corre—
soonds to the (14 ;0) point. The data were taken with a photon energy h = 50
eV In order to m axin ize the Intensity of the antbbonding band. (o) Constantk cut
of the spectralweight of the bonding band (see Fig. 10, optim ally doped sam ple, T
= 30K) at kr . (c) Cut of the data at about one third ofkr (starting from ( ;0)).

m easured intensity distrbbution ofthe bonding band (see F ig.10) atkr yields
the peak-dip-hum p structure shown in Fig.11l ().From the peak energy one
can derive a superconducting gap energy of = 30 m eV . Cutting the data
at about 1/3 of kr (starting from ( ;0)) yields the spectrum shown I Fig.
11 (©).There the coherent peak is strongly reduced and in the fram ework of
a onem ode m odel, the threshold after the coherent peak, derived from a t
ofthe spectrum , yields the branchingenergy ¢+ = 70mé&V .Anotherway
to obtain the branching energy is to detem e the threshod of ® which can
be obtained by tting the spectralweight of constant energy cuts usihg Eq.
(10) .From this, thebranchingenergy + = 70m €V can be derived.From
ts of constant energy cuts just below the branching energy the param eter
D 1) 130 m &V can be obtained which is also a m easurem ent of the
coupling of the charge carriers to a bosonicm ode (see Sect. 32).

Im portant inform ation com es from the dispersion betw een the gap energy
and the branching energy. O righhally [68] the data were tted usihg Eq. (12)
yvielding valuesasa function of the dopant concentration shown in Fig.12.
H owever, as pointed out in Sect. 3.3, the situation in HT SC s is quite di erent
from conventional superconductors. In the former ( isnotmuch larger than
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Fig. 12. The coupling strength param eter at the antinodal point as a function
of doping concentration . Squares: superconducting state; circles: nom al state; open
(solid) sym bols: bonding (antbonding) band.

and therefore the finction Z € ), from which is derived, is energy depen—
dent. Furthem ore, as shown in Sect.33 the values, evaluated in this way,
depend on the gap energy. In the one-m ode m odel the gap energy dependence
of is detem ined by the factor ( ¢ + )= (. Therefore i is questionable
whether those  values are a good m easure of the coupling strength to a
bosonicm ode. M ore recently [72], we have tted the dispersion of the coher-
ent peak ofan OP doped sam pl using the fullEq. (11) taking into account
the above m entioned band renom alization by a factor of2 usinga " 1.
From the derived Z E ) In the superconducting state, Z € ) In the nom al
state could be calculated by setting to zero and then a total coupling con—
stant £ = 3.9 could be obtained which is composed ofa © = 2.6 due to the

n
coupling to thebosonicmodeand a | = 1.3 from the band renom alization.
Tt is interesting that this value is close to the valie derived using Eq. (12).
T he reason for this is that the reduction due to the energy dependence of Z
is partially com pensated by the transform ation into the nom alstate.A st
estin ate show s that the values at other dopant concentrations are also not
drastically changed.

Onem ay argue that those very large -values are unphysical and m ean—
ingless because, In the case of electron-phonon coupling, lattice instabilities
m ay be expected. On the other hand also another m easure of the coupling
strength, the in aginary part of the selfenergy finction above the branching
energy isvery large.From ®( 1 )= 130meV and (= 40m eV oneocbtans
(see Sect.32) = O( 1)=( ,=2)= 2.1 which isnot far from the above
given valie 2 = 2.6 for the coupling to the bosonic m ode derived from the
dispersion.

It is interesting to com pare the present valiesof 2 = 26and P( 1)
= 130m eV derived foran OP HT SC in the superconducting state w ith those
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obtained for the electron-phonon coupling of surface electrons on a M 0 (110)
surface (2 = 042and ®( 1 )e1pn = 30meV) R3].Soboth param etersare
forthe HT SC a factor 4-6 larger than for theM o (110) surface. T his Indicates
that In the HT SC s In the superconducting state there is really an anom alous
strong coupling to a bosonic m ode, which m anifests itself both in the high
coupling constant and in the high scattering rates above the branching energy.
Finally it is rem arkable that there isno indication ofa m ultibosonic excitation
com parable to that In the undoped cuprates 6, 27] sihce In that case, taking
the above derived P values, the Intensity of the coherent state relative to the
Incoherent states should be strongly reduced in disagreem ent w ith the data
shown In Figs. 10 and 11.

Energy (eV)

0.a a2 02
Iomanturn (ﬁf1 |

Fig. 13. Intensity distrbbution for cuts in the B rillouin zone indicated in the right-
hand sketch of the optim ally doped BiPb),SrnCaCuz0g+ superconductor taken
at T = 30K .Upper keft panel: antinodalpoint. Low er right panel: nodalpoint. T he
data were taken w ith a photon energy h =50 €V in order to m axin ize the intensity
of the antibonding band.

In Fig. 13 we show the renom alization of the antbonding band in the
superconducting state foran O P sam ple when going from the antinodalpoint
to the nodalpoint [73]. By looking at the dispersion close to Er the renor-
m alization is Jarge at the antinodalpoint and it ism uch weaker at the nodal
point. This is in line w ith a strong coupling to a m ode which is related to a
high susceptibility for a wave vector ( ; ) which leadsto a coupling between
antinodalpoints.

T hisleadsto the abovem entioned spin uctuation scenario, in which below
T ., the opening of the gap causes via a feed-back process the appearance ofa
m agnetic resonance m ode, detected by inelastic neutron scattering [B3]. This
m ode has a high soin susogptibility at the wave vector ( ; ), the energy is

40 m eV, and as m entioned above it exists only below T..Thus from the
m easuram ents of the spectral function around ( ,0), In particular from the
energy, them om entum , and the tam perature dependence w e conclude that the
m ode to w hich the charge carriers at the antinodalpoint so strongly couple, is
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the m agnetic resonancem ode. In a recent theoreticalwork (6] it was pointed
out that according to m agnetic susoeptbility m easurem ents using inelastic
neutron scattering them agnetic resonancem ode couples the antibonding band
predom nantly to the bonding band and vice versa. T hism eans only the odd
susceptibilities ap and za are large and the even susceptibilities aa and

pp aream all. T here isno coupling via the resonancem odew ithin aband. It is
rem arkable that the coupling ofthe bonding band to the resonancem ode starts
In the OD region near 22 $ doping when the saddle point of the antbbonding
band jast crosses the Fermm i level (see Fig. 12). The result that in the UD
region is sin ilar forboth bands is understandable, since the Femm ivelocities
and therefore the density of states and the odd susceptibilities Az and ga
should be com parable. T his scenario is supported by recent m easurem ents of
the energy dependence ofthe di erent scattering rates ofthe bonding and the
antbonding band close to the nodalpoint [74].Sin ilardata havebeen recently
presented for the system YBa,Cusz0+ [/5]. Furthem ore, recently our group
has observed large changes of the renom alization e ects at the nodaland the
antinodal point upon substituting 1 or 2 $ of the Cu ions by nonm agnetic
Zn (S=0) orm agnetic Ni (S=1), respectively [76]. T hese strong changes also
strongly support the m agnetic scenario since this substitution ofa very sm all
am ount of the Cu ions should not change the coupling of the charge carriers
to phonons. On the other hand we do not want to conceal that there are
also interpretations of the above discussed bosonic m ode in term s of phonon
excitations [77].

At the end of this Section we would lke to m ention som e ARPES resuls
on the spectral function In the pseudogap region [78]. T he pseudogap is one
of the m ost rem arkable properties of HT SCs in the UD region above T..In
Fig. 14 we com pare the dispersion along the ( ;0) (; ) direction close
to the antinodal point of an UD sam ple in the superconducting and in the
pseudogap state. In the superconducting state one realizes the characteristic

L]

Binding energy (eV)

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.2

Momentum (A '1) Momentum (A )
Fig. 14. Intensity distrdbution near the antinodal point along the ( ;0) (; )

direction of an underdoped BiPb),SmCaCu;0g+ crystalwith T. =77 K. The
photon energy has been chosen to be 38 €V in order to suppress the antbonding
band. (a) superconducting state. (b) pseudogap state.
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B C S-B ogolibov-like back-dispersion at kg . In the pseudogap state nom ore a
bending back of the dispersion is cbserved. Instead the spectralweight fades
when the binding energy approaches the gap energy. This is in line w ith the
observed disappearance of the coherent peak in tunnelling spectra of HT SC s
in the pseudogap phase [79]. T he experin ental observation of this behavior
was explained in temm s of phase uctuations of the superconducting order
param eter. T here is a generaluncertainty relation for superconductors for the
particle number N and the phase , N 1. In the superconducting

state at T = 0 wih = 0, the particle num ber is com pletely uncertain

leading to a large particle-hole m ixing and thus to a large back-dispersion.
W ith increasing tem perature, the phases get com pletely uncorrelated and one
obtains N = 0. Then the back-dispersion m ust disappear. In this way a

crossover from a BC S-lke phase-ordered bandstructure to a com pletely new

phase-disordered pseudogap bandstructure is obtained.

7 Conclusions

In this chapter we presented part of our ARPES results on HT SCs. They
were obtained w ith an energy and a m om entum resolition of 825 m eV and
0015 A ! .This is at present the state of the art ARPES when reasonable
Intensities are used during the m easurem ents. U sing this resolution, a lot of
Inform ation on the dressing of the charge carriers n HT SCs at di erent k—
points in the Brillouin zone has been obtained during the last 10 years. It
will be really one of the big challenges of experin ental solid state physics
to enter in the range of sub-1m eV —resolution in anglk-resoled photoem ission
soectroscopy. In the next 10 years it is predictable that there w illbe a further
In provem ent of the energy resolution by one order of m agnitude for angle—
resolved m easuram ents. It can be anticipated that further interesting results
on the dressing and possbly also on the pairing m echanism in HT SC s can be
realized.
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