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P henom enological description of the two energy scales in underdoped
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Ram an and ARPE S experin entshave dem onstrated that in superconducting underdoped cuprates
nodal and antinodal regions are characterized by two energy scales instead of the one expected in
BCS. The nodal scale decreases w ith underdoping whilke the antinodal one increases. Contrary to
the behavior expected for an Increasing energy scale, the antinodalR am an intensity decreases w ith
decreasing doping. U sing the Yang, R ice and Zhang (YR Z) m odel, we show that these featuresare a
consequence of the non-conventionalnature of the superconducting state in which superconductivity
and pseudogap correlations are both present and com pete for the phase space.

T he pseudogap state ofunderdoped cuprates is charac—
terized by a nodalantinodal dichotom y w ith Ferm i arcs
at the diagonals of the B rillouin zone (hodalregion) and
a gapped antiodal region!?. Raman®# and angle re-
solved photoem ission ARPES) experin ents® have con—

m ed that a nodalantinodaldichotom y is also present
in the superconducting state® . T hese results suggest that
the superconducting state cannot be sin ply described by
BC S theory, contrary to generalbelieve! .

Inelastic R am an scattering probes the zero-m om entum
charge excitations. The response of nodal ( Ezg) and
antinodalregions ( s,,) can be separated. In the super-
conducting state pairbreaking peaks appear in the spec—
tra. A s the nom al state of cuprates is characterized by
a not yet understood broad continuum , these peaks are
better identi ed in the subtracted response in supercon-—
ducting and nom alstates s, = &5, ,, B1gi2g *
W ith a standard dwave BCS gap s cos(2 ), as gen-—
erally used for cuprates, the frequency and intensity of
these peaks in both B 24 and B 14 channelswould be only
controlled by 5.

T he experin ents® revealthat in underdoped cuprates
B,, and B,, Show pair breaking peaks wih op-
posite evolution with doping, instead of the single en—
ergy scale. The B4 peak shifts to higher energy and
loses Intensity with underdoping, while the B,y peak
shifts to lower frequency w ithout too much change In
Intensity. The Ram an spectrum , specially the intensity
of the B4 peak has been one of the experim ental re—
suls m ore di cul to understand. A modi ed BCS gap
w ith higherham onics?, and vertex corrections ora very
strongly anisotropic renom alization ofthe quasiparticle®
havebeen invoked to explain the B 14 peak frequency and
Intensity, respectively.

ARPES measurem ents have also uncovered that un-
derdoping leads to an Increase In the gap in the antinodal
region p ax and a decrease In the slope ofthe gap at the
nodes, v , resulting :n a U -shape dependence of the gap>
Instead oftheV -shape expected from d-waveBCS.In the
standard dwavemodel, g givesbothv and ax.A
sihgle-energy scale and a linear (V -shape) dependence on
cos@2 ) ofthe gap are observed in the ARPES and Ra—
m an spectrum of overdoped cuprates .
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FIG .1l: (Coloronline) Com parison of pseudogap r and su-—
perconducting s scaleswih ARPESnodalv andantinodal

m ax ones and w ith the frequency at which B 14 (!qu) and
Bog (!z,,) Ram an responses peak. T he param eters used de—

pend on doping as, r ®X)=2 = 031 x=02), s X)=2 =
0:07 (1 826 (x 02)%), tx) = g x) + 0:169=@1 + x)?,
P®)I= ge@jwith § = 03, %% = g &) with

t80 = 02. Allenergies are In units of the bare hopping to .

In this letter, we show that the appearance of nodal
and antinodal energy scales and the suppression of in-—
tensity of g, with underdoping are a consequence of
the non-conventionalnature ofthe superconducting (SC)
state n which superconductivity and pseudogap ®G)
correlations are both present and com pete for the phase
space and not justamodi ed BCS gap. W e assum e that
the PG strength, given by r vanishes at a topological
quantum criticalpoint (Q CP ), and that the SC orderpa—
ram eter s Pollow s the critical tem perature. Fig. 1 and
the evolution of the Ram an intensity w ith doping x are
our m ain results. Only the nodal energy scales follow
the non-m onotonic dependence of the SC order param e~
ter, being the slope of the gap at the nodes v a good
measure of g . The antinodalenergy scale, ie. the lo—
cation of the B1y Raman peak !p,, and the m axinum
gap max In ARPES, is Intin ately connected w ith the
PG .TheRam an spectra is calculated at the bubble level.
T he decrease of intensity in the B 14 channelw ith under—
doping is not due to vertex corrections, but to the com —
petition of PG and superconductivity in the antinodal
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region. T he renom alization of the quasiparticle weight
g Just enhances this e ect.

W e use the ansatz proposed by Yang, R ice and Zhang®
(YRZ) orthePG .TheYRZ m odelassum es that theP G
can be described as a doped soin liquid and proposes a
phenom enological G reen’s finction to characterize i.
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YRZ .1y — .

G &;!) ! - R(k;!)+Gmc- @)
Here = ox 4t%()cosky cosky, 2tP(x) (cos2k, +
cos2ky ) pr 0k = 2t (x) (cosky + cosky) and , is

determ ined from the Luttinger sum rule. R k;!) =

r k)?=(" + o) diverges at zero frequency at the um k-
lapp surface ¢x,and g k)= g X)=2(cosky cosky).
T he ocoherent part is sin ilarto the BC S diagonalG reen’s
function w ith the non-trivialdi erence that In BC S, the
selfenergy diverges at the Ferm isurface FS) and not at
the um klapp one. Besides there is no o -diagonal com —
ponent of the G reen’s function in our case and r does
not break any symmetry. For nie g the quasipar-
ticle peak is split Into two and the F'S consists of hole
pocketscloseto (  =2; =2).Atx., r (X)vanishesat
a topological transition and a com plete FS is recovered.
Follow ing predictions ofm ean eld theory?? the coherent
spectral weight factor, g. = 2x=(1 + x), decreases w ith
underdoping and vanishesathalf Iling. W eusethesame
param eters proposed in the original paper’, see Fig. 1.

Superconductivity is Introduced in the standard way2t
as in Ref?. The diagonalG reen’s fiilnction becom es
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Gse? k;!)= : Q@)
s¢ o rki!) s ki)

skil)=FJ2KF(+ &)+ & &k; !)) isthesC

selffenergy with 5 k) = s X)=2(cosky cosky) wih

doping dependence given In Fig. 1. Each quasiparticle
peak splits nto four w ith energies E
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FIG.2: Insets in (a) and (b): Ram an vertices ( , *?)? and
( fzq )? in the rst quadrant of the B rillouin zone B7), w ith
the Fem ipocket for x = 0:14 drawn. Inset In (c): bands
for x = 0:14 In the SC state. The arrow s signal the possi-
ble optical transitions. M ain gures (@) and () subtracted
Ram an response in B 14 and B 24 polarizations divided by the
coherent weight factor g7, r x = 0:4 and x = 0:8 i the
underdoped regin e and to x. = 020. (c) and d) fullRa—
m an response in the Bi1y and Bay channels respectively for
the sam e dopings. Ram an units are the sam e for all dopings.
T he arrow s Indicate the position, ! 1, and 'y 2g r @nd inten—
sity of the pairbreaking peaks. The fiinctions in Eq[3 have
been replaced by Lorenzians with a width of 0:05t(x) with
t(x) given iIn Fig. 2a.

Hereny (!) isthe Ferm ifunction, = Bi4;B2y and ,,
the B14 and B,y Raman vertices, are proportional to
cosky cosk, and sinky sink, respectively.

T he dependence on x of the nodaland antinodal sub-
tracted Ram an spectra can be seen In Fig. 2a and
2b. Two di erent energy scales !,, and !p,, appear
for nite . These scals, signalled by an arrow In
Fig.2, arepbtted n Fig. 1. At x. = 02 the PG van-—
ishes and B,, and B,, Peaks appear at an energy
close to 2 5. This is the expected behavior fora BCS
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The spectral functions A k;!) = 2ImG k;!) and

B k;!) = 2ImnF (;!) wih F (k;!) the anom alous
G reen’s function are
Aki!) = g £6,)° ((+E )+ @) (¢ E)
+ @) (C+ED+ @)t (¢ E g
Bki!) = q fuv, ( (+E )+ ( E))
+u vy (((C+ED+ (0 E )g; 3)
with coherence factorsv;, = 1 a, b =E, andu; =
%ak+bk:Ek)’WheIeak:%(l (§ %ot 27ELS)
andb, = ya, 2, (% k0) -
In the bubble approxin ation'? the Ram an response is
X z 4!
B !
mmf ()g= () 4—(HF () np (t+ )
X
fAak;!+ )Ak;!) B&;!+ )Bk;l)g: @)

superconductort3. On the contrary, as x is reduced the

B,, peak shifts to larger frequency and its intensity
decreases, w hile the B,, Peak shiftsto lower frequency
w ith a weakly x-dependent intensity. T his behavior re—
sem bles very much the experin ental one®. In Fi. 2a
and 2b the spectra have been divided by gﬁ to em phasize
that the suppression of the intensity in the B4 chan-
nel with underdoping is not only due to the reduction
of the ooherent part, as proposed in?. W ith g7 included
the weakening of the B 14 transition w ith underdoping is
enhanced and the B »4 signaldecreases.

T he appearance of two di erent energy scales or B 14
and B,y response is associated to the two pairbreaking
transitions in the inset of Fig. 2c w th energies 2E (k).
T he distinction between nodal and antinodal signal has
its orighh in the coherence factors u? (k)v? (k) which
weight each transition. Shown In Fig. 3a Fig. 3b) or
x = 0:14,u® k)v? k) @2 k)v? (k)), weightsm ore heav-
ily the nodal (antinodal) region. The B 4 and B 14 spec-
tra are respectively dom inated by the transitions w ith
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FIG.3: (@) to (c) coherence factors, In the rst quadrant of
the BZ, corresponding to the pair breaking transitions w ith
energies 2E (see text) . The weighted densities of transitions
N "9 E ) are plotted n d) to (.2 s ismarked with a
dotted line. The added coherence factors and total weighted
density of transitions for x. = 02 (criticaldoping) are shown
in (c) and (e) recovering the d-wave BC S resul.

energy 2E  and 2E. . Them axin a In the Ram an spec—
tra in Fig.2a and 2b arise from the peaks in the densities
of transitions N 559" = © u? @)v? k) (! 2E ()).

In Fi. 3d N;’Eeight peaks at a frequency am aller than
2 g. !p,, depends not only on g but also on the
length ofthe Ferm ipocketsalong ( ;0)-(0; ) asitsvalue
com es from the edges of the Fermm i pockets. Due to
the shrinking of the pockets with increasing r, !s,,
is shifted to lower frequencies w ith underdoping, even if
a doping Independent s is used. In Fig. 3e, the en-
ergy at which N J;"9"% peaks is detemm ined by a saddle-
point close to ( ;0), along ( ;0) (;
than 2 5. In the UD region, this energy ism ainly con—
trolled by . Ifx X, only one of the pairbreaking
transitions gives a nite contrbution for a given k. A
com plete d-w ave superconducting gap is recovered and,
as shown in Fig. 3c it is tracked by the added coher-

ence factors u? k)v? k) + u? k)v? (k). The maxinum

) and is bigger

n N ];" S9ht s not anym ore a m axinum of the totalden—
sty N 5970 = N 7S94 N V9, plotted in Fig. 35 but

both densities of transitions m atch perfectly. N ..o9"*
is now the m eaningfiil quantiy. It peaks close to 2 g
recovering the BC S single-energy behaviors.

A third crossing transition, with energy E (k) +
E, k), and larmger intensity In the B4 channel is also
allowed if x is nite, as shown In the inset ofFig. 2c.
Ttse ect isanallin , as i is expected in both the PG

and the SC state. The total responses 3 and ;¢

Including the contrbution of this crossing transition in
the SC state are plotted in Figs. 3c and 3d. It isnot easy
to distinguish thistransition from the pairbreaking ones.
To the best of our know ledge this transition hasnot been
found yet In the PG state but it could be hidden in the
broad background due to strong inelastic scattering.

A s expected for a gap wih nodes, the B,y response
In Fig. 3d is linear at low frequencies. The slope is
doping independent. This iIndependence, observed also
experin entally®, com es from a cancellation between the
dependencies of the quasiparticle weight squared g2, the
SC order param eter, s, and the density of states, via
the renom alization of the band param eters.

The nodal and antinodal scales can be also seen In
ARPES.Asdiscussed in ref? rx < x. in the PG state,
the F'S consists of closed hole pockets. However, due to
the weak spectralweight of the quasiparticle pole In the
outer edge of the pocket, the ARPE S spectra resem bles
the Fem 1 arcs observed experin entally. The length of
these arcs increases w th doping, as seen in Fig. 4a and
Fig.4b. A complte FS is recovered when g = 0 in
Fig. 4c. In the absence of a complete FS, to analyze
the k-dependence of the gap we take the surface wih
maximal ntensity ! = 0 and s = 0. This surface,
signalled in blue in the pictures, resem bles the one inter—
preted experim entally as the underlying FS. To com pare
w ith experin ents® we de ne v as the derivatie of the
energy w ith respect to cosk, cosk, at the nodes and

max as the maxinum gap along this surface. Shown
n Fig.4d orx = 005, when ¢ is zero but g -
nie, the energy vanishes along the arc and a gap opens
linearly with cosky cosk, from the arc edge. nax
Increases w ith underdoping. A nite s opens a gap
along the arc In Fig. 4e. This gap depends linearly on
cosky cosky,wih slopev very closeto s.Outside
the arct®, the gap dependson both g and 5. In this
UD SC region v increases wih doping and j ax de—
creases (see Fig. 1). Corresoondingly, the spectra does
not depend Inearly on cosk, cosk, but hasa U-shape
dependence on cosky  cosky with a kink around the
arc edge. D eviations from linearity increase w ith under—
doping. In Fig. 4f, at x = x., the linear V -shape BCS
dependence reappearsand v and p 5x converge.

The evolution of ARPES scales v and ax, Wih
doping is plotted in Fig. 1, and com pared w ith the ones
found in Ram an and the nput 5 and g .The sin ilar-
ity with experin entaldata is strdkking® . W ith the g ()
used, !p,, and v arenon-m onotonic on doping. On the
other hand, the frequency at which B4 peaks !z, OF
Iowsvery closely 2  .x and both decrease as g does.
Twice the gap value at ( ;0), som etim es com pared In
the literature with !p, , is expected to be a bit larger
than 2  ax plotted here. Thenodaland antinodalscales
m erge w hen the pseudogap correlations disappear.

In conclusion, we have reproduced the deviations from
BCS In Ram an and ARPES experin ents in underdoped
superconducting cuprates. Nodal and antinodal energy
scales w ith opposite doping dependence appear in both
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FIG.4: (@) to (c) M ap of ARPES Intensity in the rst quad-
rant ofthe B Z, at zero frequency and zero s for @) x = 005,
) x= 014 and () xc = 020. In blue, them axin um inten-
sity surface. (d) to (f) Energy spectrum corresponding to (d)

x=0.05, (e) x=0.14 and (f) x= 020, along the surface m arked
in @) to (). s iIs nite in () and (f). The flinctions
in A k;!), have been replaced by lorenzians of w idth 0:001t,

and the spectral fuinction convoluted w ith a gaussian ofw idth
002ty ( 6 10meV) and a tem perature T = 0:001ty .

spectra. The nodalB,4 response, peaks at a frequency
!'p,, which qualitatively follow s the doping dependence
ofthe superconducting orderparam eter s . On the con—
trary, the energy of the pair breaking transitions in the
antinodalregion, !y a7 decreases m onotonically w ith in—
creasing doping and its intensity decreases w ith under—
doping due to the com petition between pseudogap and
superconducting correlations. T w ice them axin um value
ofthe ARPES gap n ax along the m aximum intensity
surface ©llows very closely !, . W ithin this model

the slope of the gap at the nodes, v , as m easured by
ARPES, is a good measure of s whilke the m axin um
valie ofthe gap  ax arises from an interplay between
the pseudogap r and s .W e am phasize that we have
not tried to t the experin ents but just taken the values
proposed in the YR Z paper® . For the valuesused, x. and
optin aldoping coincide. Ifthis is not the casel®, it is x.
w hich controls the em ergence of anom alous behavior.

Sin ilar tw o-scale behavior could appear in otherm od-
elswith a QCPL’. Possblk di erences could be the de-
creasing spectralw eight w ith underdoping, In portant for
the constancy ofthe slope in B ;4 channel. which a priori
isnot expected In otherQ CP m odels. In the YRZ ansatz
the F'S is truncated w ithout breaking of sym m etry and a
topological transition happens at x., In agreem ent w ith
experin entst® and D ynam icalM ean F ield T heory*®. O ur
results suggest that the pseudogap is not a precursor to
the superconductivity but has a di erent origin and per—
sists In the superconducting state and that the antinodal
scale depends on both the pseudogap and the supercon-—
ducting order param eter. T he sm ooth convergence ofthe
antinodal scale w ith the superconducting order param e~
terandapeak In g,  arehard tounderstand in m odels
w ith separation in k-space in which antinodal quasipar-
ticles, responsible ofthe pseudogap, do not participate in
superconductivityt? . W hilke not inclided here, we believe
that the appearance of tw o energy scales in the SC state
is robust enough to survive inelastic scattering.
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