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We use electronic Raman scattering to study the model single-layer cuprate superconductor
HgBasCuOy45. In an overdoped sample, we observe a pronounced amplitude enhancement of a
high-energy peak related to two-magnon excitations in insulating cuprates upon cooling below the
critical temperature T.. This effect is accompanied by the appearance of the superconducting gap
and a pairing peak above the gap in the Raman spectrum, and it can be understood as a conse-
quence of feedback of the Cooper pairing interaction on the high-energy magnetic fluctuations. All
of these effects occur already above T. in two underdoped samples, demonstrating a related feedback

mechanism associated with the pseudogap.

PACS numbers: 74.25.nd, 74.40.-n, 74.72.Gh, 74.72.Kf

High-temperature superconductivity in the cuprates
arises from doping antiferromagnetic (AF) insulators.
This has motivated intense research on the role of AF
fluctuations in the mechanism of superconductivity ﬂ]
Near the AF ordering wave vector and below the critical
temperature Tg, inelastic neutron scattering (INS) ex-
periments have uncovered a pronounced spectral-weight
redistribution of low-energy magnetic excitations into a
“resonance” peak with energy 40-60 meV E] The mag-
netic resonance appears generic to superconductors near
an AF instability, including the cuprates E], the heavy-
fermion compounds E], and the iron-based superconduc-
tors [4], and its energy scales with the superconducting
gap |5]. Based on these observations, and on related
anomalies in fermionic spectral functions, the resonance
has been attributed to a feedback effect of the Cooper
pairing interaction on low-energy spin fluctuations that
mediate pairing ﬂa] However, the spectral weight of
these low-energy fluctuations appears insufficient to ex-
plain the large T, in the cuprates ﬂa] Meanwhile, evi-
dence from tunneling ﬂ], photoemission B], and optical
HQ] spectroscopies has indicated contributions from high-
energy excitations to the pairing interaction.

Recent research has begun to explore the origin of this
high-energy contribution by extending the experimen-
tal study of magnetic excitations to higher energies. A
strong magnetic response well above 100 meV has been
found by INS in overdoped Laj 7851g.20CuQy HE] and
by resonant inelastic a-ray scattering (RIXS) in various
cuprates up to optimal doping ﬂﬂ] These results demon-
strate that high-energy fluctuations akin to magnons in
the AF parent compounds are available as a possible re-
source for Cooper pairing deep in the superconducting
regime of the phase diagram. However, it remains largely

unknown whether this resource is actually utilized. In
order to address this question, we have performed an ac-
curate electronic Raman scattering (ERS) study of the
model single-layer system HgBasCuOyqs (Hgl1201) ﬂﬂ]
Our results provide detailed information about the tem-
perature evolution of the magnetic fluctuations that is
difficult to obtain by INS and RIXS due to limited beam-
time resources. With decreasing temperature, we ob-
serve an amplitude enhancement and an energy shift of
a “two-magnon” peak attributable to high-energy mag-
netic fluctuations, which is accompanied by the opening
of a gap and the appearance of a pairing peak above the
gap. This effect occurs at T, in an overdoped sample,
and can hence be understood as a high-energy feedback
effect analogous to the resonant mode observed by INS.
In underdoped samples, we observe the same phenomena
at temperatures well above T.. This suggests that a re-
lated feedback mechanism is operative in the pseudogap

regime [13).

We studied three Hgl201 single crystals: strongly
underdoped (T, = 77 K, UD77), slightly underdoped
(T. = 94 K, UD94), and overdoped (T. = 90 K, OV90),
which have hole concentrations p = 0.11, 0.14, and
0.19, respectively, according to the empirical equation
%] T./TM® = 1 — 82.6(p — 0.16)? with Tma* = 97 K

]. The crystals were grown by a self-flux method [L5].
Sharp transitions at T¢, a large diamagnetic signal below
T, in field-cooled measurements ﬂﬂ], and the observation
of a long-range ordered magnetic vortex lattice in one of
the samples (UD94) [16] demonstrate the high quality
of our samples. Hgl1201 is nearly ideal for ERS experi-
ments, because its simple tetragonal structure with only
one CuO; plane per unit cell minimizes the number of
Raman-active phonons and facilitates measurements in
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FIG. 1. (a) Raman spectra for sample UD77. (b) Differential
spectra relative to 330 K.

pure symmetry channels.

Our ERS measurements were performed in backscat-
tering geometry using a JobinYvon LabRam 1800 single-
grating spectrometer, equipped with two razor-edge fil-
ters to suppress the elastic line. Optically flat sample
surfaces parallel to the CuO; planes were freshly pol-
ished and maintained in < 107° mbar vacuum for the
measurements. The data presented here were obtained
in the By, geometry, which is sensitive to electronic ex-
citations from the antinodal regions of reciprocal space

]. To utilize resonant enhancement of electronic sig-
nals in this geometry [18], we used the A = 632.8 nm line
of a He-Ne laser for excitation. The 1.1 mW laser beam
was focused onto a ~ 5 um-diameter spot on the sample,
limiting laser-heating to approximately 10 K. We present
our data as the Raman susceptibility x”, which was de-
rived by correcting the raw spectra for the spectrometer’s
efficiency, and dividing the intensities above a constant
level Iy by the Bose factor. Iy was chosen such that x”
extrapolates to zero in the w — 0 limit.

Figure [Th displays our results for UD77 over a wide
energy (w) range from 120 to 4000 cm~! and for tem-
peratures (T') between 10 and 330 K. The spectra show
three key features, which we refer to using nomenclature
consistent with the literature [17, [19]: (1) the “pseudo-
gap”, which manifests itself as a depletion of spectral
weight below 570 cm™!, (2) the “pairing peak” centered
at 725 cm™!, and (3) the “two-magnon peak” at approxi-
mately 1700 cm~!. The energy of feature (1) is consistent
with the pseudogap observed by angle-resolved photoe-
mission near the antinodes of the superconducting gap
function at comparable doping levels [20]. Feature (2)
had long been associated with Cooper pair breaking ﬁﬂ],
but recent results have cast doubt on this interpretation
ﬂ2_1|] Nonetheless, its temperature dependence (see be-
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FIG. 2. Main panels: Color plots of Ax” relative to the
highest temperatures. Dashed lines indicate T¢. Insets: Ax"”
at energies indicated by the color-coded arrows, normalized
to the lowest temperature. Solid curves are guides to the
eye. Dashed lines (identical in all insets) describe the high-
temperature behavior of the two-magnon amplitude in OV90.

low) indicates that it is directly related to superconduc-
tivity. The peak energy is consistent with the extrapola-
tion of previous results for Hg1201 at higher doping lev-
els m and results for other cuprates at similar doping
levels [21], 23, [24] (Fig. @k). To the best of our knowl-
edge, however, Fig. [l contains the clearest observation
of the pairing peak for a doping level as low as UD77
(p = 0.11). Feature (3) arises from high-energy elec-
tronic fluctuations that smoothly evolve with doping out
of the two-magnon excitations in AF parent compounds
m, @] Although additional quantum phases and corre-
lations may play some role ﬂﬁ, ], the dominant charac-
ter of these fluctuations thus appears to be closely related
to high-energy magnons in the AF insulators.

We now discuss the evolution of the ERS spectra with
temperature, which is best seen in the differential spec-
tra Ax” after subtracting the 330 K data (Fig.[Ib). Fig-
ure[2 displays Ax” for all samples. The three key features
are indicated by arrows color-coded with constant-energy
plots in the insets. Our main finding pertains to the
temperature dependence of the two-magnon peak (red
arrow) and its correlation with the other features. We
begin our discussion with the slightly overdoped sample,



OV90. Upon cooling from 300 K, the two-magnon sig-
nal amplitude first increases linearly with decreasing T'
(dashed line in Fig. Bk inset), indicating a slight reduc-
tion in thermal broadening. Then, near T, the signal
amplitude increases rapidly, in concert with the develop-
ment of the gap (blue arrow) HE] and the pairing peak
(green arrow). The T-dependence of the two-magnon
peak amplitude is in fact strikingly similar to that of the
low-energy resonant mode observed by INS E], suggest-
ing a related interpretation as a feedback effect of Cooper
pairing on the magnetic fluctuation spectrum. The ob-
servation of such a feedback for energies far above the
superconducting gap (which is directly visible in the ERS
spectra, Fig. @) is new and surprising [29)].

We now turn to the underdoped samples UD77 and
UD9%4 (Fig. Bh-b), where the pseudogap opens up at a
characteristic temperature Ty, well above T¢. and evolves
smoothly through T,. The same trend is observed for the
anomaly in the T-dependent intensity of the two-magnon
peak, which shifts to progressively higher temperatures
with decreasing doping level. The highly accurate data
on the two-magnon peaks in UD94 and UD77 also re-
veal a slight increase of its energy below Ty, (“banana
shape” in the color plots). This further confirms the cor-
relation between these features and demonstrates that a
feedback mechanism akin to the one observed in OD90 is
also present in the pseudogap regime.

The pairing peak continues to exhibit a strong anomaly
at T in the underdoped samples (Fig. Zh-b). However,
close inspection of our data (Fig. B)) reveals remnant sig-
nals at the pairing peak energy up to 130 K in UD77 and
110 K in UD94. This has not been observed in previ-
ous ERS studies on underdoped cuprates @], probably
due to the peak’s weak intensity in underdoped systems
, , ] and/or the presence of impurities and strains
21]. These difficulties have been overcome in our study
(Fig. ). The onset temperatures of the pairing peaks
in UD77 and UD94 are well above T, and not far from
Tyap, as can be seen from the tails of the green curves
in the insets of Fig. Zh-b. In contrast, no extra intensity
can be detected already at T, = 90 K in OV90 (Fig. Bk).
Despite some quantitative differences in the onset tem-
peratures of the three ERS features in UD77 and UD94
that presumably reflect their different energy scales, the
correlation among their doping dependences is a very ro-
bust result.

In order to put the analysis of the doping depen-
dence of the three spectral features on a quantitative
footing, we have performed model calculations based
on the t-t’-J Hamiltonian, H = H,y + H;. We cal-
culate the spectral response including both the pairing
peak (following [31] using an ab initio tight-binding en-
ergy dispersion given in E]) and the two-magnon peak.
The intensity of the latter @—@] is proportional to
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FIG. 3. Differential spectra relative to 300 K near the pairing
peak. Phonon peaks in UD94 and OV90 were removed prior
to the subtraction. Data are offset for clarity. Dashed lines
indicate the peak positions determined at 10 K.

Im |R(w)[1+ (1/Sza) R(w)]_l} with

W) = — 2 wk—i—E(k,w)
Rlw) 4zsz’“w2_4[wk+z(k,w)]2' ®

Here, fy is the By, symmetry factor, ¥(k,w) = £° — i’
is the self-energy of the one-magnon Green’s function
(treated as a phenomenological parameter), and wyp =
L5z /T =77 with vx = [cos(kya) + cos(kya)] /2 is the
magnon dispersion. a = 1.158 is a numerical constant
[34], and S = 1/2, z = 4(1 — p), and a are the quan-
tum number of spin, average number of nearest neigh-
bors, and the in-plane lattice spacing, respectively. In
general, our analysis of H; is valid up to the energy of
undamped magnon excitations w ~ 4.J* where J* is an
effective doping-dependent exchange parameter. Inter-
ference effects between H; , and H; are neglected. Ad-
ditional phonon peaks in UD94 and OV90 (but not in
UDT7), possibly due to oxygen superstructures @], are
not considered. Using AF interaction and gap parame-
ters J* = 548, 516, and 460 cm ™! and A = 379, 347, and
234 cm~! for UD77, UD94, and OV90, respectively, we
find reasonable agreement between the calculation and
the experiment (Fig. [h).

Figuredk-d presents the outcome of this analysis, along
with empirical estimates of other characteristic energies
as a function of doping. Based on Ax” between 10 K
and 300 K (Fig. @b), we identify four energies, from low
to high, as summarized in Fig. @c: (1) the onset of the
low-energy depletion (where Ax” crosses zero), wgap; (2)

the center of the pairing peak, wpair; (3) the center of the

two-magnon peak, w};;aakg; and (4) the high-energy leading
edge of the two-magnon peak (half-maximum position),
wgig:g. We make the following observations:

First, while all energies decrease with doping (Fig. k),
Wi

bound for w

varies only slightly and appears to set an upper-
peak

omag 111 the extrapolation to zero doping. In
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FIG. 4. (a) Solid curves, raw ERS spectra at 10 K. Cross
symbols, model calculations for w up to 4J*. (b) Ax”
between 10 K and 300 K. Phonon peaks in UD94 and
OV90 are removed prior to the subtraction. Inset shows
an enlarged view of the two-magnon peak. (c) Character-
istic energies in Hgl201 (see text). Dome-shaped curve,
428k Te. (d) Values of J* = wgslaakg/iﬁ (except for cross sym-
bols which are from the calculations in (a)), and (e) wpair,
in Las—»SrzCuOy4 (upward triangles), YBasCusOgts (right-
ward triangles), Bi2.1Sr1.9Ca1—5Y>CusOs45 (leftward trian-
gles) [24], and Hg1201 (filled symbols, this work). Dashed
line in (e) summarizes wpair for Hgl201 reported in Ref. [22.

previous studies m, @] the two-magnon peak has been
found to soften and broaden with doping, consistent with
our result. However, in the undoped limit (which is not
accessible in Hg1201 because the AF parent compound
is not available) wg’;‘;kg and wgrdng:g are typically found in
the 2800-4000 cm ™! range, larger than our extrapolated
values (Fig. k). (For convenience, in Fig. @k we use the
definition of J* = wggfzi; /3, same as in [24], which gives
J* slightly larger than in our model calculation.) We
speculate that wgrdng:g is related to the bare AF exchange
interaction J which shows only weak doping dependence

in other cuprates [11).

Second, with increasing doping, both the pairing peak
and the pseudogap increase in signal amplitude (Fig. @b),
and the values of wgap and wpair track each other. This
implies that the ERS pseudogap is connected to the pair-
ing peak, even though our data do not allow us to con-

clusively determine whether they share the same onset
temperature. Since the onset temperature of the pairing
peak is highest in the most underdoped sample UD77
(Fig. B)), this temperature (possibly identical to Tyap)
might indicate the mean-field T, [37] and be related to
the increase in wgap and wpair with decreasing doping.
The characteristic temperatures Tya, as defined by the
10% depletion are considerably lower than the pseudogap
temperature T determined from, e.g., the in-plane resis-
tivity: for doping levels similar to UD94 and UD77, T*
is approximately 185 K @] and 250 K ﬂﬂ], respectively.
The difference may be related to the presence of multi-
ple characteristic temperatures above T, @, ], which
might further depend on the time scale of the probe.

Finally, we find no clear correlation between J* and
T. near optimal doping in a comparison with other com-
pounds (Fig. @) including Las_,Sr, CuOy4, which has a
relatively low T:"** < 40 K. All of them have nearly the
same J* for p ~ 0.16. This implies that other factors af-
fect the attainable T"**, as has been suggested by other
authors [27, l40].

To conclude, we have observed a correlation among the
temperature dependences of the two-magnon peak, the
pseudogap, and the pairing peak in a model cuprate high-
T. superconductor. In the overdoped regime, this correla-
tion can be attributed to a feedback effect of Cooper pair-
ing on high-energy magnetic excitations, analogous to the
low-energy resonant mode observed by INS [2]. This is
consistent with anomalies observed in various fermionic
spectral functions B, @] and directly supports prior indi-
cations of a substantial contribution of high-energy mag-
netic fluctuations to the pairing interaction , 41]. The
observation of a closely similar feedback effect in the
pseudogap regime is consistent with prior reports of su-
perconducting correlations above T, @, @, @], although
other ordering phenomena HE] and excitations HE] may
also contribute to this effect in the underdoped samples.

We wish to thank P. Bourges, D.J. Scalapino and C.M.
Varma for valuable discussions, and A. Schulz for tech-
nical assistance. Y.L. acknowledges support from the
Alexander von Humboldt foundation.

yuan.li@fkf.mpg.de

m.letacon@fkf.mpg.de

Present address: Zentrum fiir Synchrotronstrahlung, TU
Dortmund, D-44221 Dortmund, Germany

[1] D. J. Scalapino, Phys. Rep. 250, 329 (1995);
A. Abanov, A. V. Chubukov, and J. Schmalian,
Adv. Phys. 52, 119 (2003); T. Moriya and K. Ueda,
Rep. Prog. Phys. 66, 1299 (2003).

[2] Y. Sidis, S. Pailhes, B. Keimer, P. Bourges,
C. Ulrich, and L. P. Regnault,
Phys. Status Solidi (b) 241, 1204 (2004); G. Yu,

Y. Li, E. M. Motoyama, X. Zhao, N. Barisi¢, Y. Cho,
P. Bourges, K. Hradil, R. A. Mole, and M. Greven,


mailto:yuan.li@fkf.mpg.de
mailto:m.letacon@fkf.mpg.de
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-1573(94)00086-I
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0001873021000057123
http://stacks.iop.org/0034-4885/66/i=8/a=202
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1002/pssb.200304498

Phys. Rev. B 81, 064518 (2010).

[3] N. K. Sato, N. Aso, K. Miyake, R. Shiina, P. Thalmeier,
G. Varelogiannis, C. Geibel, F. Steglich, P. Fulde, and
T. Komatsubara, Nature 410, 340 (2001); C. Stock,
C. Broholm, J. Hudis, H. J. Kang, and C. Petrovic,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 087001 (2008).

[4] A. D. Christianson, E. A. Goremychkin, R. Osborn,
S. Rosenkranz, M. D. Lumsden, C. D. Malliakas, I. S.
Todorov, H. Claus, D. Y. Chung, M. G. Kanatzidis, R. 1.
Bewley, and T. Guidi, Nature 456, 930 (2008); M. D.
Lumsden, A. D. Christianson, D. Parshall, M. B. Stone,
S. E. Nagler, G. J. MacDougall, H. A. Mook, K. Lokshin,
T. Egami, D. L. Abernathy, E. A. Goremychkin, R. Os-
born, M. A. McGuire, A. S. Sefat, R. Jin, B. C. Sales,
and D. Mandrus, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 107005 (2009);
D. S. Inosov, J. T. Park, P. Bourges, D. L. Sun,
Y. Sidis, A. Schneidewind, K. Hradil, D. Haug, C. T. Lin,
B. Keimer, and V. Hinkov, Nature Phys. 6, 178 (2010).

5] G. Yu, Y. Li, E. M. Motoyama, and M. Greven, Nat.
Phys. 5, 873 (2009); D. S. Inosov, J. T. Park, A. Char-
nukha, Y. Li, A. V. Boris, B. Keimer, and V. Hinkov,
Phys. Rev. B 83, 214520 (2011),

[6] M. Eschrig, Adv. Phys. 55, 47 (2006).

[7] A. N. Pasupathy, A. Pushp, K. K. Gomes, C. V. Parker,
J. Wen, Z. Xu, G. Gu, S. Ono, Y. Ando, and A. Yazdani,
Science 320, 196 (2008).

[8] A. A. Kordyuk, S. V. Borisenko, V. B. Zabolotnyy,
J. Geck, M. Knupfer, J. Fink, B. Biichner, C. T. Lin,
B. Keimer, H. Berger, A. V. Pan, S. Komiya, and
Y. Ando, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 017002 (2006).

[9] J. Hwang, E. J. Nicol, T. Timusk, A. Knigavko,
and J. P. Carbotte, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 207002 (2007);
E. van Heumen, E. Muhlethaler, A. B. Kuzmenko,
H. Eisaki, W. Meevasana, M. Greven, and D. van der
Marel, Phys. Rev. B 79, 184512 (2009).

[10] O. J. Lipscombe, S. M. Hayden, B. Vig-
nolle, D. F. McMorrow, and T. G. Perring,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 067002 (2007).

[11] M. Le Tacon, G. Ghiringhelliy J. Chaloupka,
M. Moretti Sala, V. Hinkov, M. W. Haverkort,
M. Minola, M. Bakr, K. J. Zhou, S. Blanco-Canosa,
C. Monney, Y. T. Song, G. L. Sun, C. T. Lin, G. M.
De Luca, M. Salluzzo, G. Khaliullin, T. Schmitt,
L. Braicovich, and B. Keimer, Nat. Phys. 7, 725 (2011).

[12] N. Barisi¢, Y. Li, X. Zhao, Y.-C. Cho, G. Chabot-
Couture, G. Yu, and M. Greven, Phys. Rev. B 78,
054518 (2008).

[13] M. R. Norman, D. Pines,
Advances in Physics 54, 715 (2005).

[14] J. L. Tallon, C. Bernhard, H. Shaked, R. L. Hitterman,
and J. D. Jorgensen, Phys. Rev. B 51, 12911 (1995).

[15] X. Zhao, G. Yu, Y.-C. Cho, G. Chabot-Couture,
N. Barisi¢, P. Bourges, N. Kaneko, Y. Li, L. Lu, E. M.
Motoyama, O. P. Vajk, and M. Greven, Adv. Mater. 18,
3243 (2006).

[16] Y. Li, N. Egetenmeyer, J. L. Gavilano, N. Barisi¢, and
M. Greven, Phys. Rev. B 83, 054507 (2011).

[17] T. P. Devereaux and R.
Rev. Mod. Phys. 79, 175 (2007).

[18] M. Le Tacon, A. Sacuto, and D. Colson, Physical Review
B 71, 100504(R) (2005).

[19] W. Guyard, M. Le Tacon, M. Cazayous, A. Sa-
cuto, A. Georges, D. Colson, and A. Forget,
Phys. Rev. B 77, 024524 (2008).

and C. Kallin,

Hackl,

[20] W. S. Lee, I. M. Vishik, K. Tanaka, D. H. Lu,
T. Sasagawa, N. Nagaosa, T. P. Devereaux, Z. Hussain,
and Z.-X. Shen, Nature 450, 81 (2007).

[21] N. Munnikes, B. Muschler, F. Venturini, L. Tassini,
W. Prestel, S. Ono, Y. Ando, D. C. Peets, W. N.
Hardy, R. Liang, D. A. Bonn, A. Damascelli,
H. Eisaki, M. Greven, A. Erb, and R. Hackl,
Phys. Rev. B 84, 144523 (2011).

[22] M. Le Tacon, A. Sacuto, A. Georges, G. Kotliar, Y. Gal-
lais, D. Colson, and A. Forget, Nat. Phys. 2, 537 (2006);
S. Blanc, Y. Gallais, M. Cazayous, M. A. Méasson, A. Sa-
cuto, A. Georges, J. S. Wen, Z. J. Xu, G. D. Gu, and
D. Colson, Phys. Rev. B 82, 144516 (2010).

[23] C. Kendziora and A.
Phys. Rev. B 52, R9867 (1995).

[24] S. Sugai, H. Suzuki, Y. Takayanagi, T. Hosokawa, and
N. Hayamizu, [Phys. Rev. B 68, 184504 (2003).

[25] L. Tassini, W. Prestel, A. Erb, M. Lambacher, and
R. Hackl, Phys. Rev. B 78, 020511 (2008)!

[26] V. Aji and C. M.
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 067003 (2007).

[27] S. Caprara, C. Di Castro, B. Muschler, W. Prestel,
R. Hackl, M. Lambacher, A. Erb, S. Komiya, Y. Ando,
and M. Grilli, Phys. Rev. B 84, 054508 (2011).

[28] A maximum of x” in the energy range of the gap is found
at intermediate temperature in OV90, consistent with
previous results [19,45]. No w/T-scaling [46] is found.

[29] An increase of the two-magnon intensity with cooling has
been reported @, ], but the limited information on the
low-energy features and on the temperature dependence
makes it difficult to identify any correlation.

[30] A doping-independent peak at 600 cm™' has been ob-
served above T in Bi2212 @]7 but subsequent studies
suggested that the peak is phonon-related @]

Rosenberg,

Varma,

[31] T. P. Devereaux and D. Einzel,
Phys. Rev. B 51, 16336 (1995);
Phys. Rev. B 54, 15547 (1996).

[32] O. K. Andersen, A L. Liechten-
stein, 0. Jepsen, and F. Paulsen,

Journal of Physics and Chemistry of Solids 56, 1573 (1995),

proceedings of the Conference on Spectroscopies in Novel
Superconductors.
[33] P. A. Fleury and R. Loudon, Phys. Rev. 166, 514 (1968).
[34] C. M. Canali and S. M. Girvin,
Phys. Rev. B 45, 7127 (1992).
[35] M. Riibhausen, C. T. Rieck, N. Dieckmann, K.-O. Subke,
A. Bock, and U. Merkt, [Phys. Rev. B 56, 14797 (1997).
[36] M. Izquierdo, S. Megtert, D. Colson, V. Honkimaki,
A. Forget, H. Rafly, and R. Comes,

Journal of Physics and Chemistry of Solids 72, 545 (2011)!

[37] S. Doniach and M. Inui, Phys. Rev. B 41, 6668 (1990);
V. J. Emery and S. A. Kivelson, Nature 374, 434 (1995).

[38] M. S. Grbié, N. Barisi¢, A. Dulcié¢, 1. Kupéié, Y. Li,
X. Zhao, G. Yu, M. Dressel, M. Greven, and M. Pozek,
Phys. Rev. B 80, 094511 (2009).

[39] A. Dubroka, M. Rossle, K. W. Kim, V. K. Malik,
D. Munzar, D. N. Basov, A. A. Schafgans, S. J.
Moon, C. T. Lin, D. Haug, V. Hinkov, B. Keimer,
T. Wolf, J. G. Storey, J. L. Tallon, and C. Bernhard,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 047006 (2011).

[40] M. Hucker, M. v. Zimmermann, G. D. Gu, Z. J. Xu,
J. S. Wen, G. Xu, H. J. Kang, A. Zheludev, and J. M.
Tranquada, Phys. Rev. B 83, 104506 (2011).

[41] T. Dahm, V. Hinkov, S. V. Borisenko, A. A. Kordyuk,


http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.100.087001
http://dx.doi.org/DOI: 10.1038/nature07625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.107005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1483
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.83.214520
http://www.informaworld.com/10.1080/00018730600645636
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.1154700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.97.017002
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.207002
http://link.aps.org/abstract/PRB/v79/e184512
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.067002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00018730500459906
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.51.12911
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.83.054507
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.79.175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.024524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.144523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.82.144516
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.52.R9867
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.68.184504
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.78.020511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.99.067003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.84.054508
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.51.16336
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.54.15547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-3697(95)00269-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.166.514
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.45.7127
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.56.14797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpcs.2010.10.055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.6668
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.80.094511
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.106.047006
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.83.104506

(43]

V. B. Zabolotnyy, J. Fink, B. Buchner, D. J. Scalapino,
W. Hanke, and B. Keimer, Nat. Phys. 5, 217 (2009).

J. Corson, R. Mallozzi, J. Orenstein, J. N. Eckstein,
and I. Bozovic, Nature 398, 221 (1999); N. Bergeal,
J. Lesueur, M. Aprili, G. Faini, J. P. Contour, and
B. Leridon, Nat. Phys. 4, 608 (2008); H.-B. Yang, J. D.
Rameau, P. D. Johnson, T. Valla, A. Tsvelik, and G. D.
Gu, Nature 456, 77 (2008); J. Lee, K. Fujita, A. R.
Schmidt, C. K. Kim, H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, and J. C.
Davis, Science 325, 1099 (2009); H.-H. Wen, G. Mu,
H. Luo, H. Yang, L. Shan, C. Ren, P. Cheng, J. Yan,
and L. Fang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 067002 (2009); L. Li,
Y. Wang, S. Komiya, S. Ono, Y. Ando, G. D. Gu, and
N. P. Ong, [Phys. Rev. B 81, 054510 (2010)!

P. Bourges and Y. Sidis, C. R. Physique 12, 461
(2011); R. Daou, J. Chang, D. LeBoeuf, O. Cyr-
Choiniere, F. Laliberté, N. Doiron-Leyraud, B. J.
Ramshaw, R. Liang, D. A. Bonn, W. N. Hardy, and
L. Taillefer, Nature 463, 519 (2010); D. S. Caplan,
V. Orlyanchik, M. B. Weissman, D. J. Van Harlingen,

E. H. Fradkin, M. J. Hinton, and T. R. Lemberger,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 177001 (2010)

[44] Y. Li, V. Balédent, G. Yu, N. Barisi¢, K. Hradil, R. A.
Mole, Y. Sidis, P. Steffens, X. Zhao, P. Bourges, and
M. Greven, Nature 468, 283 (2010).

[45] F. Venturini, M. Opel, T. P. Devereaux, J. K. Freericks,
I. Tutt6, B. Revaz, E. Walker, H. Berger, L. Forré, and
R. Hackl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 107003 (2002).

[46] C. M. Varma, P. B. Littlewood, S. Schmitt-
Rink, E. Abrahams, and A. E. Ruckenstein,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 1996 (1989).

[47] M. Riibhausen, O. A. Hammerstein, A. Bock, U. Merkt,
C. T. Rieck, P. Guptasarma, D. G. Hinks, and M. V.
Klein, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 5349 (1999).

[48] G. Blumberg, M. Kang, M. V. Klein, K. Kadowaki, and
C. Kendziora, |Science 278, 1427 (1997).

[49] J. W. Quilty, H. J. Trodahl, and D. M. Pooke,
Phys. Rev. B 57, R11097 (1998); K. C. Hewitt, N. L.
Wang, J. C. Irwin, D. M. Pooke, A. E. Pantoja, and
H. J. Trodahl, Phys. Rev. B 60, R9943 (1999).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nphys1180
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1176369
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.067002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.81.054510
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.177001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.107003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.63.1996
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.5349
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1126/science.278.5342.1427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.57.R11097
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevB.60.R9943

