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Ram an and ARPES experim entshavedem onstrated thatin superconductingunderdoped cuprates

nodaland antinodalregions are characterized by two energy scales instead ofthe one expected in

BCS.The nodalscale decreases with underdoping while the antinodalone increases. Contrary to

thebehaviorexpected foran increasing energy scale,theantinodalRam an intensity decreaseswith

decreasing doping.Using theYang,Riceand Zhang (YRZ)m odel,weshow thatthesefeaturesarea

consequenceofthenon-conventionalnatureofthesuperconductingstatein which superconductivity

and pseudogap correlationsare both presentand com pete forthe phase space.

Thepseudogap stateofunderdoped cupratesischarac-

terized by a nodal-antinodaldichotom y with Ferm iarcs

atthediagonalsoftheBrillouin zone(nodalregion)and

a gapped antinodalregion1,2. Ram an3,4 and angle re-

solved photoem ission (ARPES) experim ents5 have con-

�rm ed thata nodal-antinodaldichotom y isalso present

in thesuperconductingstate6.Theseresultssuggestthat

thesuperconductingstatecannotbesim ply described by

BCS theory,contrary to generalbelieve7.

InelasticRam an scatteringprobesthezero-m om entum

charge excitations. The response ofnodal(�B 2g
) and

antinodalregions(�B 1g
)can beseparated.In thesuper-

conducting statepair-breakingpeaksappearin thespec-

tra. Asthe norm alstate ofcupratesischaracterized by

a notyetunderstood broad continuum ,these peaksare

betteridenti�ed in the subtracted responsein supercon-

ducting and norm alstates�� B 1g;2g
= �SCB 1g;2g

� �NB 1g;2g
.

W ith a standard d-wave BCS gap � S cos(2�),as gen-

erally used for cuprates,the frequency and intensity of

thesepeaksin both B 2g and B 1g channelswould beonly

controlled by � S.

The experim ents3 revealthatin underdoped cuprates

�� B 1g
and �� B 2g

show pair breaking peaks with op-

posite evolution with doping,instead ofthe single en-

ergy scale. The B 1g peak shifts to higher energy and

loses intensity with underdoping, while the B 2g peak

shifts to lower frequency without too m uch change in

intensity. The Ram an spectrum ,specially the intensity

ofthe B 1g peak has been one ofthe experim entalre-

sultsm ore di�cultto understand. A m odi�ed BCS gap

with higherharm onics3,and vertexcorrections8 oravery

stronglyanisotropicrenorm alizationofthequasiparticle3

havebeen invoked toexplain theB 1g peak frequency and

intensity,respectively.

ARPES m easurem ents5 have also uncovered thatun-

derdopingleadstoan increasein thegap in theantinodal

region � m ax and adecreasein theslopeofthegap atthe

nodes,v� ,resultingin a U-shapedependenceofthegap
5

instead oftheV-shapeexpected from d-waveBCS.In the

standard d-wavem odel,� S givesboth v� and � m ax.A

single-energy scaleand alinear(V-shape)dependenceon

cos(2�)ofthe gap are observed in the ARPES and Ra-

m an spectrum ofoverdoped cuprates2,4.
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FIG .1:(Coloronline)Com parison ofpseudogap � R and su-

perconducting� S scaleswith ARPES nodalv� and antinodal

� m ax onesand with the frequency atwhich B 1g (!B 1g
)and

B 2g (!B 2g
)Ram an responsespeak.The param etersused de-

pend on doping as,� R (x)=2 = 0:3(1 � x=0:2),� S (x)=2 =

0:07(1 � 82:6(x � 0:2)
2
), t(x) = gt(x) + 0:169=(1 + x)

2
,

jt
0(x)j = gt(x)jt

0

0j with t
0

0 = � 0:3, t00(x) = gt(x)t
00

0 with

t
00

0 = 0:2.Allenergiesare in unitsofthe bare hopping t0.

In this letter,we show that the appearance ofnodal

and antinodalenergy scales and the suppression ofin-

tensity of�� B 1g
with underdoping area consequenceof

thenon-conventionalnatureofthesuperconducting(SC)

state in which superconductivity and pseudogap (PG )

correlationsareboth presentand com pete forthe phase

spaceand notjusta m odi�ed BCS gap.W eassum ethat

the PG strength,given by � R vanishesata topological

quantum criticalpoint(Q CP),and thattheSC orderpa-

ram eter� S followsthe criticaltem perature. Fig.1 and

the evolution ofthe Ram an intensity with doping x are

our m ain results. O nly the nodalenergy scales follow

the non-m onotonicdependence ofthe SC orderparam e-

ter,being the slope ofthe gap at the nodes v� a good

m easure of� S. The antinodalenergy scale,i.e. the lo-

cation ofthe B 1g Ram an peak !B 1g
and the m axim um

gap � m ax in ARPES,is intim ately connected with the

PG .TheRam an spectraiscalculated atthebubblelevel.

Thedecreaseofintensity in theB 1g channelwith under-

doping isnotdue to vertex corrections,butto the com -

petition ofPG and superconductivity in the antinodal
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region. The renorm alization ofthe quasiparticle weight

gt justenhancesthise�ect.

W eusetheansatzproposed by Yang,Riceand Zhang9

(YRZ)forthePG .TheYRZ m odelassum esthatthePG

can be described asa doped spin liquid and proposesa

phenom enologicalG reen’sfunction to characterizeit.

G
Y R Z

(k;!)=
gt

! � �k � �R (k;!)
+ G inc: (1)

Here �k = �0k � 4t0(x)coskx cosky � 2t00(x)(cos2kx +

cos2ky)� �p, �0k = � 2t(x)(coskx + cosky) and �p is

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

� R (k)
2=(! + �0k)divergesatzero frequency attheum k-

lapp surface�0k,and � R (k)= � R (x)=2(coskx � cosky).

Thecoherentpartissim ilarto theBCS diagonalG reen’s

function with thenon-trivialdi�erence thatin BCS,the

self-energy divergesattheFerm isurface(FS)and notat

the um klapp one. Besidesthere isno o�-diagonalcom -

ponentofthe G reen’sfunction in ourcaseand � R does

not break any sym m etry. For �nite � R the quasipar-

ticle peak is split into two and the FS consists ofhole

pocketscloseto (� �=2;� �=2).Atxc,� R (x)vanishesat

a topologicaltransition and a com plete FS isrecovered.

Followingpredictionsofm ean �eld theory10 thecoherent

spectralweight factor,gt = 2x=(1+ x),decreases with

underdopingand vanishesathalf�lling.W eusethesam e

param etersproposed in the originalpaper9,seeFig.1.

Superconductivity isintroduced in thestandard way11

asin Ref.9.The diagonalG reen’sfunction becom es

G
R V B
SC (k;!)=

gt

! � �k � �R (k;!)� �S(k;!)
: (2)

�S(k;!) = j� 2
S(k)j=(! + �(k)+ �R (k;� !)) is the SC

selfenergy with � S(k)= � S(x)=2(coskx � cosky)with

doping dependence given in Fig.1. Each quasiparticle

peak splitsinto fourwith energies� E � .
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+ � 2

Sk

2
� (E

SC
k

)
2

(E
SC
k

)
2
=

q

(�2
k
� �2

0k
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The spectral functions A(k;!) = � 2Im G (k;!) and

B (k;!) = � 2Im F (k;!) with F (k;!) the anom alous

G reen’sfunction are

A(k;!) = gt�f(v
�

k
)
2
�(! + E

�

k
)+ (u

�

k
)
2
�(! � E

�

k
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+

k
)
2
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+

k
)+ (u

+

k
)
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+

k
)g;
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k
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k
)+ �(! � E

+

k
))g; (3)

with coherencefactorsv
2�

k
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)

and b
�

k
= �ka

�

k
� � 2

R k(�k � �k0).

In thebubble approxim ation12 theRam an responseis

Im f�
� (
)g =
X

k

(

�
k
)
2

Z
d!

4�
(nF (!)� nF (! + 
))

fA(k;! + 
)A(k;!)� B (k;! + 
)B (k;!)g: (4)
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FIG .2: Insets in (a) and (b): Ram an vertices (

B 1g

k
)2 and

(

B 2g

k
)2 in the�rstquadrantoftheBrillouin zone(BZ),with

the Ferm ipocket for x = 0:14 drawn. Inset in (c): bands

for x = 0:14 in the SC state. The arrows signalthe possi-

ble opticaltransitions. M ain �gures (a) and (b) subtracted

Ram an response in B 1g and B 2g polarizationsdivided by the

coherent weight factor g2t,for x = 0:14 and x = 0:18 in the

underdoped regim e and to xc = 0:20. (c) and (d) fullRa-

m an response in the B 1g and B 2g channels respectively for

thesam e dopings.Ram an unitsare thesam e foralldopings.

The arrows indicate the position,!B 1g
and !B 2g

,and inten-

sity ofthepairbreaking peaks.The� functionsin Eq.3 have

been replaced by Lorenzians with a width of0:05t(x) with

t(x)given in Fig.2a.

Here nF (!)isthe Ferm ifunction,� = B1g;B 2g and 
�
k
,

the B 1g and B 2g Ram an vertices, are proportionalto

coskx � cosky and sinkx sinky respectively.

The dependence on x ofthe nodaland antinodalsub-

tracted Ram an spectra �� can be seen in Fig.2a and

2b. Two di�erent energy scales !B 1g
and !B 2g

appear

for �nite � R . These scales, signalled by an arrow in

Fig.2,are plotted in Fig.1. At xc = 0:2 the PG van-

ishesand �� B 1g
and �� B 2g

peaksappearatan energy

close to 2� S. This is the expected behavior for a BCS

superconductor13. O n the contrary,asx is reduced the

�� B 1g
peak shifts to larger frequency and its intensity

decreases,whilethe�� B 2g
peakshiftstolowerfrequency

with a weakly x-dependent intensity. This behaviorre-

sem bles very m uch the experim entalone3. In Fig.2a

and 2b thespectra havebeen divided by g2t to em phasize

that the suppression ofthe intensity in the B 1g chan-

nelwith underdoping is not only due to the reduction

ofthe coherentpart,asproposed in3. W ith g2t included

theweakening ofthe B 1g transition with underdoping is

enhanced and the B 2g signaldecreases.

The appearance oftwo di�erentenergy scalesforB 1g

and B 2g response isassociated to the two pair-breaking

transitionsin the insetofFig.2c with energies2E � (k).

The distinction between nodaland antinodalsignalhas

its origin in the coherence factors u2
�
(k)v2

�
(k) which

weight each transition. Shown in Fig.3a (Fig.3b) for

x = 0:14,u2
�
(k)v2

�
(k)(u2+ (k)v

2
+ (k)),weightsm oreheav-

ily the nodal(antinodal)region.The B 2g and B 1g spec-

tra are respectively dom inated by the transitions with
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FIG .3: (a)to (c)coherence factors,in the �rstquadrantof

the BZ,corresponding to the pair breaking transitions with

energies2E � (seetext).Theweighted densitiesoftransitions

N
w eight(E � )are plotted in (d)to (f).2� S ism arked with a

dotted line. The added coherence factors and totalweighted

density oftransitionsforxc = 0:2 (criticaldoping)are shown

in (c)and (e)recovering the d-wave BCS result.

energy 2E � and 2E + .The m axim a in the Ram an spec-

train Fig.2aand 2b arisefrom thepeaksin thedensities

oftransitionsN
w eight

2E �
=
P

k
u2
�
(k)v2

�
(k)�(! � 2E� (k)).

In Fig.3d N
w eight

2E �
peaks at a frequency sm aller than

2� S. !B 2g
depends not only on � S but also on the

length oftheFerm ipocketsalong(�;0)-(0;�)asitsvalue

com es from the edges of the Ferm i pockets. Due to

the shrinking ofthe pockets with increasing � R ,!B 2g

isshifted to lowerfrequencieswith underdoping,even if

a doping independent � S is used. In Fig.3e,the en-

ergy atwhich N
w eight

2E +

peaksisdeterm ined by a saddle-

point close to (�;0),along (�;0)� (�;�) and is bigger

than 2� S. In the UD region,thisenergy ism ainly con-

trolled by � R . Ifx � xc,only one ofthe pair-breaking

transitions gives a �nite contribution for a given k. A

com plete d-wave superconducting gap is recovered and,

as shown in Fig.3c it is tracked by the added coher-

ence factorsu2+ (k)v
2
+ (k)+ u2

�
(k)v2

�
(k). The m axim um

in N
w eight

E �
isnotanym orea m axim um ofthe totalden-

sity N
w eight

tot = N
w eight

E �
+ N

w eight

E +

,plotted in Fig.3f,but

both densities of transitions m atch perfectly. N
w eight

tot

is now the m eaningfulquantity. It peaks close to 2� S

recovering the BCS single-energy behavior13.

A third crossing transition, with energy E � (k) +

E + (k), and larger intensity in the B 1g channelis also

allowed if� R is�nite,asshown in the insetofFig.2c.

Itse�ectissm allin ��,asitisexpected in both thePG

and the SC state. The totalresponses �SCB 1g
and �SCB 2g

including the contribution ofthis crossing transition in

theSC stateareplotted in Figs.3cand 3d.Itisnoteasy

todistinguish thistransition from thepair-breakingones.

Tothebestofourknowledgethistransition hasnotbeen

found yetin the PG state butitcould be hidden in the

broad background due to strong inelasticscattering.

As expected for a gap with nodes,the B 2g response

in Fig. 3d is linear at low frequencies. The slope is

doping independent. This independence,observed also

experim entally3,com esfrom a cancellation between the

dependenciesofthe quasiparticleweightsquared g2t,the

SC orderparam eter,� S,and the density ofstates,via

the renorm alization ofthe band param eters.

The nodaland antinodalscales can be also seen in

ARPES.Asdiscussed in ref.9 forx < xc in thePG state,

the FS consistsofclosed hole pockets. However,due to

the weak spectralweightofthe quasiparticlepole in the

outeredge ofthe pocket,the ARPES spectra resem bles

the Ferm iarcs observed experim entally. The length of

these arcsincreaseswith doping,asseen in Fig.4a and

Fig.4b. A com plete FS is recovered when � R = 0 in

Fig.4c. In the absence ofa com plete FS,to analyze

the k-dependence ofthe gap we take the surface with

m axim alintensity ! = 0 and � S = 0. This surface,

signalled in bluein thepictures,resem blestheoneinter-

preted experim entally astheunderlying FS.To com pare

with experim ents5 we de�ne v� asthe derivative ofthe

energy with respectto coskx � cosky atthenodes
14 and

� m ax as the m axim um gap along this surface. Shown

in Fig.4d for x = 0:05,when � S is zero but � R �-

nite,the energy vanishesalong the arc and a gap opens

linearly with coskx � cosky from the arc edge. � m ax

increases with underdoping. A �nite � S opens a gap

along the arc in Fig.4e. This gap depends linearly on

coskx � cosky,with slopev� very closeto � S.O utside

the arc15,the gap dependson both � R and � S.In this

UD SC region v� increases with doping and � m ax de-

creases (see Fig.1). Correspondingly,the spectra does

notdepend linearly on coskx � cosky buthasa U-shape

dependence on coskx � cosky with a kink around the

arcedge.Deviationsfrom linearity increasewith under-

doping. In Fig.4f,at x = xc,the linear V-shape BCS

dependence re-appearsand v� and � m ax converge.

The evolution ofARPES scales v� and � m ax,with

doping isplotted in Fig.1,and com pared with the ones

found in Ram an and theinput� S and � R .Thesim ilar-

ity with experim entaldata isstriking3.W ith the � S(x)

used,!B 2g
and v� arenon-m onotonicon doping.O n the

otherhand,the frequency atwhich B 1g peaks!B 1g
fol-

lowsvery closely 2� m ax and both decrease as� R does.

Twice the gap value at (�;0), som etim es com pared in

the literature with !B 1g
,is expected to be a bit larger

than 2� m ax plotted here.Thenodaland antinodalscales

m ergewhen the pseudogap correlationsdisappear.

In conclusion,wehavereproduced thedeviationsfrom

BCS in Ram an and ARPES experim entsin underdoped

superconducting cuprates. Nodaland antinodalenergy

scaleswith opposite doping dependence appear in both
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FIG .4:(a)to (c)M ap ofARPES intensity in the �rstquad-

rantoftheBZ,atzerofrequency and zero� S for(a)x = 0:05,

(b)x = 0:14 and (c)xc = 0:20.In blue,the m axim um inten-

sity surface.(d)to (f)Energy spectrum corresponding to (d)

x= 0.05,(e)x= 0.14 and (f)x= 0.20,along thesurface m arked

in (a) to (c). � S is �nite in (e) and (f). The � functions

in A(k;!),havebeen replaced by lorenziansofwidth 0:001t0
and thespectralfunction convoluted with a gaussian ofwidth

0:02t0 (� 6� 10m eV )and a tem perature T = 0:001t0.

spectra. The nodalB 2g response,peaks at a frequency

!B 2g
which qualitatively followsthe doping dependence

ofthesuperconductingorderparam eter� S.O n thecon-

trary,the energy ofthe pairbreaking transitionsin the

antinodalregion,!B 1g
,decreasesm onotonically with in-

creasing doping and its intensity decreases with under-

doping due to the com petition between pseudogap and

superconductingcorrelations.Twicethem axim um value

ofthe ARPES gap � m ax along the m axim um intensity

surface follows very closely !B 1g
. W ithin this m odel

the slope ofthe gap at the nodes,v� ,as m easured by

ARPES,is a good m easure of� S while the m axim um

value ofthe gap � m ax arisesfrom an interplay between

thepseudogap � R and � S.W eem phasizethatwehave

nottried to �ttheexperim entsbutjusttaken thevalues

proposed in theYRZ paper9.Forthevaluesused,xc and

optim aldoping coincide.Ifthisisnotthecase16,itisxc
which controlsthe em ergenceofanom alousbehavior.

Sim ilartwo-scalebehaviorcould appearin otherm od-

elswith a Q CP17. Possible di�erencescould be the de-

creasingspectralweightwith underdoping,im portantfor

theconstancy oftheslopein B 2g channel.which a priori

isnotexpected in otherQ CP m odels.In theYRZ ansatz

theFS istruncated withoutbreaking ofsym m etry and a

topologicaltransition happensatxc,in agreem entwith

experim ents16 and Dynam icalM ean Field Theory18.O ur

resultssuggestthatthe pseudogap isnota precursorto

thesuperconductivity buthasa di�erentorigin and per-

sistsin thesuperconducting stateand thattheantinodal

scale dependson both the pseudogap and the supercon-

ductingorderparam eter.Thesm ooth convergenceofthe

antinodalscale with the superconducting orderparam e-

terand apeakin �� B 1g
arehardtounderstandin m odels

with separation in k-space in which antinodalquasipar-

ticles,responsibleofthepseudogap,donotparticipatein

superconductivity19.W hilenotincluded here,webelieve

thattheappearanceoftwo energy scalesin theSC state

isrobustenough to surviveinelasticscattering.
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