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W e consider the scenario where a 4-lattice constant, rotationally sym m etric charge density wave
(CDW ) ispresent In the underdoped cuprates. W e prove a theoram that puts strong constraint on
thepossble form factorofsuch aCDW .W e dem onstrate, w thin m ean— eld theory, that a particular
form factor w thin the allowed class describes the angle-resolved photoem ission and scan tunneling
soectroscopy well. W e con cture that the \large pseudogap" in cuprates is the consequence of this

type of charge density wave.

I. NTRODUCTION

A fter alm ost two decades of experim ental study, it
is known that the high tem perature superconductors
have the following known ordered states: 1) antifer-
rom agnetic order at very low doping & < 3%), 2)
the dwave superconducting (O SC) order or 5% <
x < 30%. W hile these two orders exist n all
fam ilies of cuprates, there is a third order, nam ely,
3) a 4-lattice constant charge and 8-lattice constant
soin density wave order, occurring near doping x =
1=8 in the Laj.gN do;4SIJ:Q 12Cu0 4/La1;875B ap:125Cu0 4
(LNSCO /LBCO ) system &' . There isa w ide-spread belief
that this charge/spin Jensity wave order is anisotropic,
ie., they om striped2od

A signi cant part of the high-T. m, ystery lies In the
behavior,,of the underdoped system £ Based on spg-
ci cheae nuclearm agnetic resom,anod- DC transport?,
opticaland Ram an spect:cosoopy'?- i peany ed pho—
toem ission ARPES) and tunneling?3£324292¢ , Tallon
and Loram have m ade the case that the high-T. super-
conductors possess two energy gaps, a pseudogap and a
superoonductmg gapﬁ Recently ARPE S,experin ents on
LSCO system £ and underdoped B 12212‘-L8| both point to
a large pseudogap in the antinodal region and a super—
conducting gap nearthe B rillouin zone diagonals. Sin ilar
result has also been found o electronic Ram an scatter—
ing experin ent on Hgl1201%%. In addition, i is shown
that for underdoped B 12212 a large pseudogap exists in
the antinodalregion even at tem peratuxe 3T.,whilke a
gapless Ferm i arc exists near the nodes?4

R ecently, there are clear evidences from the the scan
tunneling spectroscopy (STM ) studies suggesting the
presence pf a 4-lattice constant checkerboard order in
NaCcCOC%4 and underdoped B 22128324, Mterestingly
ARPES study has shown that in Na,Ca, x Cu0,CL,
where STM fund checkerboard orderti, the Fem iarcs
survive?d.

In view of these new experim ental results we ask the
question \can the pseudogap In underdoped cuprates be
caused by som e kind of checkerboard CDW ?". To answer

the question, we w ill look at the e ects of the checker—

board CDW on w energy quasiparticles. Since the ex—

istence of Iow energy quasiparticles is an experim ental

fact, it is reasonable to modelthe In uence ofCDW by
an e ective scattering H am ittonian of the form

X X X

Hepw = [f&;Q)Cy,, Cx +hxl @

Q k

where Q isthe CDW ordering wavevector and f k;Q )
the form factor.

In the Pllow ng, we will rst explore the symm etry
property of the checkerboard CDW fom factor using
the experim entally observed STM pattems in Sec.II.
In SecIIl, we compare the low energy ARPES and
STM spectral fiinctions generated by tw o representatives
am ong the allowed form factors. Section IV is the sum -

m ary.

II. TWO THEOREM SABOUT £fk;Q)

In Fjg.:_i(a), we reproduce the STM dI/dV im age of
NayCay; x CuO,CL from Refl4. Thisparticularin age is
m ade at bias voltage 30 m V . H ow ever, the sam e checker-
board pattem was seen In a wide bias range 150mV
\Y% 150m V. Experin entally, i was detem ined that
such a checkerboard pattem contains Q , where

Q= @2 =40);0;2 =4) @)
as its fuindam ental ordering wavevector. Hence we lin it
the Q summation in Eq. GL to those given by Eq. CZ
and k to the rstBrillbuin zone. In FJgJ:l(b we repro—
duce the twopoint correlation function of the cbserved
In age presented in Refl4. From Fig.l (@) we construct
a caricature in Fig. :J:(c) to capture the essence of the
observed checkerboard. Interestingly, in each 4 4 unit
cell there are two nequivalent centers about which the
checkerboard is sym m etric under

C4v= fE;CZ; X7 y;c4;c2; X+yr x yg; (3)

the point group ofthe square lattice. Here E represents
dentity, and Cy;4 denote 180 and 90 degree rotations,
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Centers of 90° rotation symmetry

(Color online) STM dI/dV map (@) and the au—
tocorrelation im-age of £ j< 100meV LDOS maps (o) from

FIG. 1:

H anaguri et alti on Naccoc, show Ing the 4 4 ordering.
(c) Caricature of the ocbserved Im age shown in (@). (d) Possi-
ble LD O S pattem which exhibits 6 independent intensities in
the 4 4 unit cell. In panels (c) and (d), two nonequivalent
s—sym m etry centers are indicated by arrow s. In panel d), the
d-sym m etry centers are indicated by the ellipses.

and denotes re ection.) In the follow ing, we take this
asmplying that Hcpy isC gy —nvariant about these two
centers.

Theorem IA CDW thathasthe orderingwavevectors
given by Eq. él_ﬁ) and possesses a center of C 4, symm etry
In itsunit cellm ust have the follow ing properties.

(1) There must exist another nequivalent C4, center
In the unit cell. This second center is displaced from the

rst by the (2,2) transhtion or its equivalent. About
these two centers £ (k;Q ) has s—sym m etry.

(2) There m ust exist two other centers around which
Hepy ramains invariant under Co,, the subgroup
form ed by the st four elem ents of G5, , but changes
sign under C4;C7; x+yi xy - Spatially these two
new ocenters must be digplaced from the two Cyy
centers by the 2,0) and (0,2) translation or their equiv—
alents. About these two centers £ (k;Q ) hasd-sym m etry.

Proof. Let usassume Hcpy Is Invarant under C 4, at
the origin, ie., RHcpw R ' = Hcpw whereR 2 Cyy.
This In plies

fRkRQ)= £k;Q) @)

from Eqg.(l). A ftera translation t the form factor changes
to
fkiQ)e® G ()

fk;Q)! gk;Q)

w here t can be any one of the 16 possible displacem ents
w ithin the uni cell

t= m;n); m;n= 0;1;2;3: (6)

D ue to the fact that Q only takesone ofthe fourpossible
values given in Eq. @) it can be easily checked that for
t= (2;2)

gRkiRQ)=gk;Q) 8R 2 Cuy; 7

and ort= (2;0); 0;2)

gRk;RQ)=gk;Q) R 2 Cyy

gRkjRQ)= gk;Q) R2Cys Coy; )

Whe]:ec4v c2V fc4;cz§; x+y7 xyg-QED

Theoram I inplies that any 90-degree rotationally
symmetric CDW wih ( 2 =4;0); 0; 2 =4) ordering
wavevectors must sinulaneously possess s-—symm etry
centers and d-symm etry centers. T he presence of both
symm etry centers is a necessary consequence of the
CDW belhg rotationally symmetric. This fact was
overlooked in the earlier version of this paper. Con-—
versely any four lattice constant CDW that does not
possess both symmetry centers must break rotation
symm etry. In addition, it can be shown easily that a
rotationally symm etric CDW discussed above possesses
6 inequivalent sites in the unit celf3, hence allow ing 6
di erent values ofdI/dV .This is shown ;n Fig!] @d).

Theorem II If Hcpy Is tine reversal nvariant,
f k;Q) must be real if one chooses either d- or s—
symm etry center as the origin.

Proof. T In e reversal sym m etry requires

f kiQ)=1£(k; Q): ©

Since £ k;Q ) is mvariant under the 180 degree rotation
about the s and d centers we have
fk;Q)= £(

k; Q): (10)

Asa resul,

f kiQ)=£k;Q); 11)

ie, f k;Q) isreal QED

III. EFFECTS OF THE CDW ON ARPES AND
STM SPECTRA

In this section we apply the tw o theorem sproven above
and take the Input from a previous renom alization group
calulation?? to guess the plausbl om of £ k;Q ). W e
then investigate the e ect of the checkerboard CDW on
the STM and ARPES spectral functions of the low en-
ergy quasiparticles. W e stress that the purpose of this



section is not to prove that the ground state of certain
m icroscopic Ham iltonian has CDW order. Rather, we
take a phenom enological approach by assum ing its exis—
tence and look at its consequences that are ocbservable by
STM and ARPES.

In Ref23 i was shown that, w ith the help ofelectron—
phonon interaction, a class of electron-electron scatter—
Ing is enhanced at low energies. This class of scatter-
Ing Involves (m om entum conserving) scattering ofa pair
of quasiparticles near the antinodes. For exam ple, con—
sider a pair of quasiparticles Iying on the opposie sides
of the alm ost nested Fem isurface near the ( ;0) antin—
odesasshown In Fig2 @) . A fter the scattering these two
quasiparticles sw tch sides. The m om entum transfer in
such a scattering is the \nesting w avevector" ofthe antin—
odes. For system s such as NaCCO C2%4 and underdoped
B 1221224 it has been shown that such nesting wavevec—
tors are approxin ately given by Eq. (:_2) . Interestingly,
Ref23 also show s that accom panying each such scatter—
Ing there is a related process, w hose scattering am plitude
has opposite sign, where one of the quasiparticle scat—
tering takes place near the (0; ) rather than the ( ;0)
antinode Fig2 @)]. It was also noticed that when this
type of quasiparticle scattering grow s strong it tends to
drive a CDW whose form factor has the property that

signff R k;Q)1=

sionf k;Q )] rR 2 Cqy  Covd12)

In the follow ing, ket us choose the d-sym m etry center
as the origin. Thus

fRk;RQ)= fk;Q)PorR 2Cys Cov: (13)

CombineEq. {13) with Eq. (13) we obtain

sign[f &k;RQ)]= sign[f k;Q )] oOrR 2 Csy Coy:(14)

In addition, Eq. C_l-Zj) plus the continuiy condition re—
quires

fk;0)=0 for k along R ¥: @5)

T he above considerations lead us to the follow ng ansaz
forthe CDW form factor
fk;Q)= Sk Q) (coskx

cosky) Sk Q)fo k); (16)

where Sy Q) > 0. In the follow ng we shallpick a sinpk
realization of Eq. {16) and fcus on k lying close to the
Fem isurface.

In generalthe CDW ocoupleseach k to other15k points
in the st Brillouin zone. However, m ost of these 16
k’s lie far away from the Fem i surface, hence can be
om itted In the low -energy theory. T his suggests that one
only needs to keep a faw close neighbors foreach k. An—
other in portant consideration guiding our construction
ofH cpy iIsthe requirem entthat a robust antinodalCDW
gap exists for reasonabk change of doping. It tums out
that this requirem ent is satis ed as long as the nested
scattering across the antinodalFerm isurface is the dom —
nant scattering process.

10 1.0 T
7
05 0.5
m.sﬁ '0'51 (_‘l
- 9% %5 00 05
k, (x)

99 05 00 05 10 0

FIG .2: Thetwo enhanced setsofelectron-electron scattering
(panels (@)rand ()), asobtained from a renom alization group
ca]cu]a‘donﬁ. T he scattering am plitude between these two
sets di ers by a sign. (c) The CDW -induced quasiparticle
scatterings (only those in the st quadrant of the B rillouin
zone are shown). The solid lines In these gures represent the
nom al state Fem 1isurface.

Put allthe constraints together we consider the follow —
ing quasiparticle H am iltonian in the absence of supercon—
ducting pairing

X
H = kA k) &) a7)
k;
w here
' k)= (clt; ;C;+Q1; ;clt+Qz; ;clt Q 2; )i s)
and
0 1
K Sofo k) Si1fogk) Szfp k)
B Sofo k) k+Q 1 0 0 C
A = (19
©=CseH o o o A9
Sa2fo k) 0 0 kK Q
InEq. {9
Q1= signky) @ =4;0);Q02= (0;2 =4) or k. J< KyJ
Q1= signky) 0;2 =4);Q02= 2 =4;0) or kx 3> KyJ

as shown schematically in Fig2(c). In addi
tion, we expect S, to be stronger than S; and
So. For the nomal state dispersion, we use
x = th+ tlcosky) + cosky)F2 + t cosky) cosky) +
Blcos@ky) + cosky)F2 + tylcos@ky)cosky) +
cos(Zky) cosky )2+ ts cos(Zky ) cosky ), w ith
the hopping oonstants (@n &V) (G roits) =
( 0:5951;0:1636; 0:0519; 0:1117;01)510)95:. n
the follow Ing, we w ill com pare the e ects of the CDW
for the two cases where the Fem i surface is nested/not
nested by the Q given by Eq. (:2:). W e adjust tp to
control the degree of nesting.) As to the CDW order
param eter, we choose

S1=8 ¢;

So = cr Sz =8 ¢t (20)

W e rstdiscussthe casew ith Fem isurface nesting. In
Fig3 () and (c) wepresent the realspace dI/dV in ageat
biasvolage 20 mV and the ARPE S intensity m ap at the
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FIG .3: Panel (@) and (b) are the dI/dV im ages forthe CDW state where the fp k) n Eq. é":l) and Eqg. q-_LQ:) is cosky
15 lattice unit cells. Panel (c) is their Fem ienergy ARPES

and jooskx  cosky j respectively. The window of view is 15

intensity m aps Both form factors give the sam e intensity m ap).
< to produce a 60 m eV gap at the antinodes. The param eter s in Eq. {20) is chosen

In m aking these gures we have chosen

AABDOGOOOO
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cosky

Here only the rst quadrant of the Brillouin zone is shown.

to be 02. A quasiparticle energy broadening of 10 m €V and a tp = 0:0945 €V are used.

Fem ilevel. These results are calculated with s= 02 in
Eqg. {20 Theprin ary e ectofchanging s isto 1) change
the intensity variation in the black perin eter in each unit
cell n Fig3@); and 2) a ect the strength of shadow
band in Fig3(c) (see later). Except these changes, the
maln features of both results are preserved. In Fig3 (o)
we show the dI/dV im age resulting from Eqg. Qj) w here
the fp k) n Eqg. {_19) is replaced by joosky cosk,j O f
course, after such a choice the d-symm etry center be-
com es the s—sym m etry center) . Thepurposeofthis gure
is to dem onstrate the sensitivity of the real space In age
on the sign of fy. Indeed, while the ARPES image is
com plktely una ected by such a change, the real space
dI/dv isstrongly m odi ed. Upon a com parison w ith fthe
checkerboard pattem observed In NayCa, x CuO ,C
it is clear that the form factor cosky cosk, Fig3(@))
produces the real space description best. To better un—
derstand the Fem iarc present in Fig3(c) we note that
In the presence of CDW , the new Femm isurface is deter—
m Ined by

deth k)]= @1)
Since detP (k)] is real (pecause A (k) is Hemm itdan)
detA k)]= 0 yields a sihgle equation w ith two unkowns
kyx and k). Generically, one expects the solutions to
form closed one-din ensionalcurves. Since £y k) vanishes
at the node, i is naturalto expect the Fem i surface to

be practically una ected in is vicinity. Such an unaf-

fected piece of the Ferm i surface and s CDW shadow s
form a closed contour. T he reason that in Fig .3 (c) only.a
Fem iarc isvisblk isdueto the CDW coherence factor?d.
In Fig3(c), the strongest shadow band e ect show s up
near the end of the Fem i arcs. Note that such shadow

band position is very di erent from that expected from
antiferrom agnetisn . P resently there is no report of see—
ing such shadow bands?d . The reason m ay be: 1) the
CDW correlation length asobserved by STM experin ent
isnot su ciently long (It is typically of 10 nanom eters);
2) in the pseudogap regin €, the superconducting pairing
stillpersists. In allcasesw e studied, the superconducting

pairing isvery e ective in weakening the shadow band ef-
fect. W hen m oving away from the zero binding energy,

we nd that the m ain changes in the ARPES intensity
map are: 1) the intensity in the antinodal regions in-
creases, and 2) the Fern iarcs shrink and m ove tow ards

the origin ofthe rstBrillouin zone.

By considering allpanels ofF ig 3, it isobviousthat it is
the checkerboard CDW with f, k) = cosky cosk, that
reproduces both the ARPES and STM phenom enology
well. Therefore, we will only consider this kind of form
factor In the rest of the paper.

Now, we tum to the case w ithout Fermn i surface nest—
Ing. In this case, using the checkerboard CDW w ih an
order param eter of the sam e m agniude as that n Fig .3,
we obtain a weaker fragm entation of the Fem i surface
as shown In Fig4 (@). A s to the real space pattem (not
shown), the only di erence with Fig3 () is a slight in—
crease In the intensity variation in the dark perim eter
region.

Next, we tum on a D SC pairing and ask what is the
signature ofthe checkerboard CDW and superconducting
pairing coexistence in STM . In this case the H am iltonian
becom es

H = o ®H k) &); ©2)
k
w here
k)= W& s k) @3)
and
N 4)
In the above equations
Biyk)= 0Hris j
Bi(k)= x; k+Q.7 k+0.7 , ori= 1;2;3;4:

@3)
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FIG .4:

m eV D SC pairing param eter. A typ = 0:1215 €V isused.

For d-wave superconducting (O SC) pairing x =

0 (cosky  cosky)=2. In the presence of inversion sym —
metry & ( k) = A )) the Ham itonian in Eq. {4) can
also be w ritten as

H k)= A k) 3+ B k) 1t (26)
In that casebecause H (k) anticommuteswith I the
elgen spectrum is particle-hole symm etric. Under such
condition the zero-energy eigenvectors are also eigenvec—
tors of T y- As a result, the locus of zero energy
satis es
detlP k) 1B k)]= 0: 7)

Since this detem nant is com plex, setting its real and
In aginary parts to zero gives two equations for the two
unknown ky and k, . Consequently, one expects the so—
lutions to be isolated points in the B rillouin zone. T hus
w ith the D SC pairing the Ferm iarc produced by checker-
board CDW is reduced to point gap nodes.

In Fig4 ) and (c) we consider the case where a 60
m eV checkerboard CDW order param eter coexists w ith
a o= 40meV DSC pairing. Fig4 (o) show s the spatial
averaged local density of states (LD O S). Note that the
CDW feature on the negative bias side is m uch weaker
than that ofthe positive side. T his is because it is over—
w heln ed by the density of states due to the van H ove sin—
gularity. T he two peaks on the positive bias side are the
original antinodal coherence peak split by the CDW or—
der. W e have checked that the energy separation betw een
these peaks isproportionalto the CDW orderparam eter.
Another way to determm ine the strength ofthe CDW or-
der is to Fourier transform LDO S at the CDW ordering
wavevector. In Figd4 (c), the realpart oftheg= ( =2;0)
com ponent of LD O S isshown. T he two peakson the pos-
tive bias side of Fig4 (o) now appear as a peak and an
antipeak. A gain, the distance between them is propor-
tional to the CDW order param eter. Thus we propose
that by studying the Fourder transformed LDO S, i is
possble to extract the strength of CDW ordering.

In Figb(@), we show several ARPES mom entum
distrbbution curves M DC) along the momentum cut

-160
o (meV)

(@) TheARPES intensity at Er for the checkerboard CDW w ith the form factor coskk
and (c) aretheqg = (0;0) and g= ( =2;0) Fourder com ponents of LDO S for a statewih a 60meV CDW gap and a

0 100 -100 0 100

o (meV)

cosky and a 60m eV gap. ()
o= 40

— A;=20meV

A(k,») (Arb. unit)

/e \

= L I L =
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0 >
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FIG.5: (a) The ARPES MDC along the mom entum cut
( =2; )! (=2, ) at three di erent energies In the pres—

ence ofa checkerboard CDW state. (o) T he energy gap along
the nom al state Fem i surface for the pure checkerboard
CDW state (dashed curve) and a state w ith coexisting CDW
and D SC order (solid curve). The form factor of the CDW

is coskyx cosky and the CDW param eters are the sam e as
those in Fig3.
( =2; ) ! (=2, ) for the checkerboard CDW . A1l

energies considered here are below the CDW gap. The
presence of two non-dispersive M D C peaks separated by
the CDW orxdering wavevector is apparent. T his is very
sin ilar to that observed n Ref21.

In Fig5 ), we present the energy gap along the nor-
m al state Ferm i surface for a pure checkerboard CDW
state (dashed curve) and a state w ith both checkerboard
CDW and DSC pairing (solid curve). The purpose of
this gure isto illustrate thee ect ofD SC pairing in the
pseudogap state. It show show Fem iarc is replaced by a
gap node. W ih them alphase uctuations, thisexplains
why Ferm iarcs shrink to four pojnts as tem perature ap—
proaches zero as observed J:eoentlygq . G ven these resuls,
w e feelquite tem pted to associate the larger checkerboard
CDW gap w ih the lJarge pseudogap and the am aller pair-
Ing gap on the Fem iarc with the am allpseudogap.

In the literature it is w idely believed that the psesudo—
gap isa conpgsequence ofthe shortrange antiferrom agnetic
correlation?. Thus i is naturalto ask what is the rela—
tion betw een the checkerboard CDW discussed above and
such physics. O nm icroscopic levelthe CDW presented In
this paper represents the m odulation in the hopping (or
antiferrom agnetic exchange) integrals. Consequently, it



isa kind of spin P eirls distortion w hich, ofcourse, is com —
patble w ith the spin singlkt pairing tendency of a quan—
tum antiferrom agnet. In addition to the above rem arks
we note that n a recent papeﬁgi it is found that checker—
board CDW is a selfconsistent solution ofa t J lke
m odelatm ean— eld level, again testify that checkerboard
CDW does not contradict the superexchange physics.

Iv. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we present a symm etry constraint on
the form factor of a 90 degree rotationally sym m etric,
com m ensurate, checkerboard charge density wave. Fumz
ther guided by a previous renom alization group sl:udyg3:
we oconstruct a simple m odel describing the scattering
of the low energy quasiparticles by the CDW .W e then
calculate the Iow energy ARPES and STM spectra us—
ing this sinple model. The results com pare favorably
w ih the existing experim ents. In particular, the re-
suls show a spatialdIl/dV pattem sim ilar to the one ob—

served.in Na,Ca, x CuO ,CL and underdoped B 2212 by
STM %424, M oreover, in them om entum space it pmduces
Ferm iarcs resem bling those observed by ARPE S 123 . T
the presence of a d-wave superconducting pairing, the
Fem i arcs of,the checkerboard CDW are reduced to
fur gap noded. T herefre, this study supports the no—
tion that the large antinodal pseudogap in underdoped
cuprates jsgenerated by the checkerboard charge density
wave?d848% conectured at the beginning of the paper.
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