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Manifestation of nematic degrees of freedom in the Raman response function of iron pnictides
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We establish a relation between the Raman response furintibie B1, channel and the electronic contri-
bution to the nematic susceptibility within the spin-drivapproach to electron nematicity of the iron based
superconductors. The spin-driven nematic phase, chaizddy the brokeitys symmetry, but unbroke®(3)
spin-rotational symmetry, is generated by the presenceagnetic fluctuations associated with the striped
phase. It occurs as a separate phase bet@geand T in systems where the structural and magnetic phase
transitions are separated. Detecting the presence of edegjrees of freedom in iron-based superconduc-
tors is a difficult task, since it involves measuring highedes spin correlation functions. We show that the
nematic degrees of freedom manifest themselves in the iexpetally measurable Raman response function.
We calculate the Raman response function in the tetragdvaaepin the largéV limit by considering higher-
order Aslamazov-Larkin type of diagrams. They are chareeé by a series of inserted quartic paramagnon
couplings mediated by electronic excitations that reserttig nematic coupling constant of the theory. These
diagrams effectively account for collisions between spietfiations. By summing an infinite number of such
higher order diagrams, we demonstrate that the electramicaR response function shows a clear maximum at
the structural phase transition in ti#a, channel. Hence, the Raman response function can be usedh® pr
nematic degrees of freedom.

PACS numbers: 74.25.nd, 74.70.Xa, 74.20.Mn, 74.25.Ha

I. INTRODUCTION in iron-chalcagonide#

A relation between nematicity and the Raman response of
. , jron based superconductors was already studied in Ref. 25

Iron-based superconductors show rich phase diagrams, witfjere the Kramers-Kronig transform of the Raman response
the high-temperature superconducting dome being in treeClo o5 compared with the shear modulus, as well as in Ref.
proximity to an antlferromagrjetlc striped phigkeat sets in  [2@[27. Here, we demonstrate, based on an explicit micro-
a.lt a temperaturé,. I_n addition, a structural phase tran_s,l— scopic theory that i) there is no enhancement of the eleictron
tion at T, from the high-temperature tetragonal phase int aman response function in thi#, channel upon lowering

an orthorhombic phase, has been shown to closely follow th, g temperature, i) that the Raman response function devel

X e e
magnetic transﬂp@T—, €. T.S = TT” - was proposed ops a pronounced peak at the structural phase transititwe in t
that spin-fluctuations, associated with the striped phase, B1, symmetry, and iii) that there is some response inhg

to emergent electronic nematic degrees of freedom at highes,3nne| which weakens as the temperature is lowered teward
temperature$®= These electronic nematic degrees of free-y o structural transition temperature

dom then couple to the lattice and induce the structuralgphas We start from the spin-driven scenario for the nematic

i i 12
transition to the ortorhombic phadt: phase, in which magnetic fluctuations stabilize a nematic
There is a mounting evidence for an electronic ne-phase, characterized by the brokenggmmetry. The Raman
matic state: resistivity-anisotropy measurem&nts and  response function measures the electronic density-gerusit
the measurement of the elastoresistaficéhe observed relator weighted by appropriate form factors. Since etewr
anisotropies in thermopowét, optical conductivit:’18 interact with spin fluctuations, the latter will manifeseth-
torque magnetomet®and in STM measurementd.Mea-  selves in the Raman response function in the form of correc-
surements of the elastic constants showed that the shetons to the electron self energy and the Raman vertex, for-
modulus strongly softens in the high temperature tetragomally expressed in terms of Aslamazov-Larkin diagr&fs.
nal phasé?29=23A theoretical analysi$ based upon nematic We show that the leading order Aslamazov-Larkin (AL) di-
fluctuations due to a strong magneto-elastic coupling sdoweagram supports only thd,, and theB;, symmetry, but not
that the inverse shear modulus is proportional to the suscephe By, symmetry, which explains the lack of enhancement
tibility of the nematic order parametgr...,, which diverges of the Raman response signal as one approaches the struc-
at the structural phase transition, explaining its softgnThe tural transition in theB,,, channel, as seen in experime#tg?
most direct evidence for the magnetic origin of nematicity s However, this leading order approach cannot account for the
far is the scaling of the shear modulus and the NMR spin+apid increase in the amplitude of the Raman response func-
lattice relaxation rate, seen in iron-pnictidd@#n interesting  tion in the By, channel, as one approaches the structural tran-
open issue in this context is the lack of such scaling belaviosition, as seen in the experiments of Réfsl[ 25,29. Instead it
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would predict a similar increase only at the magnetic phasend show that there is no response in fhg channel, and
transition. Therefore, we go beyond the leading order apa finite response in th&,, and theA,, channels. We then
proximation, and take into account collisions between spircalculate higher order diagrams that take into account-coll
fluctuations that become more and more important as one agions between spin-fluctuations. Finally, after summing an
proaches the nematic / structural transition. Our apprdé&ch infinite number of these higher-order diagrams within a con-
based on the exact same collisions between spin-fluctsatiornrolled 1/N expansion, we show i) that the maximum of the
that led to the emergence of spin-induced nematicity in thékaman response function in tiig, channel occurs when the
first place. Formally this is accomplished by inserting a senematic susceptibility diverges, i.e. at the structurahggh
ries of quartic paramagnon couplings, mediated by elewtron transition, and ii) that the amplitude of the Raman response
excitations, into the Raman response function. Such guartifunction in theA,, response gets suppressed. We present our
couplings contain a product of four fermionic Green'’s func-conclusions in Se¢.1V.

tions and give rise to a peak of the electronic Raman response

function at the structural phase transition in #g, channel.

On the other hand, if we re-sum such higher order AL dia-

grams in thed;, channel, this will lead to the suppression of II. MICROSCOPIC MODEL: SPIN DRIVEN NEMATICITY

the Raman response in the aforementioned channel.

Here _vvehdemoRstratel _tha_t theblow frequency Raman re- g4 gifferent approaches have been proposed in order to
sponse in thas,, channel is given by explain the origin of nematic phase in pnictides and its re-

Ro(w) lation to the magnetic phase — the orbital scerar# and
Rg,, (w) = ?727 (1)  the spin-driven nematic scenaf®. For a discussion of these
1= gfq Xaq approaches see for example Ref. 6. Here we follow the ap-

proach of a spin-driven nematic state. In this scenario, the
{00 hot i lti-index f ; q nematic phase is stabilized by magnetic fluctuations that ar
outgoing photons ang the multi-in extor momentum and - o ¢4 ciated with the stripe density wave (SDW) phase. The or-
freql_Jen(;y. Ro(w) s.tands for the .Ieadmg or.d\_"-;.r Asla~mazov- der parameter of the SDW stdtecan be characterized by an
Larkln.dlagram,xq is the magnetic susceptibility, aridthe (3) x Z» manifold®3® — O(3) is the spin-rotational sym-
nematic cogp_h_ng constant of_the theory. On the other har'Cﬁetry andZ; a discrete symmetry associated with the choice
the susceptibility of the nematic order parameter of ourehod of the ordering wave-vectof)x — (r,0) or Qy = (0, 7)

in the largeN' limit is given by Let the two order parameters associated with these two or-

wherew is the frequency difference between incoming and

[ X2 dering wave vectors bA x and Ay respectively. The SDW
Xnem = q7q27 (2) stateis characterized by brokéxi3) andZ, symmetries. On
L = Gstat fq Xq the mean-field level the breaking @ and O(3) symmetry

) , - occurs simultaneously. However, when one includes fluctua-
where in a purely electronic theoly = gsiae. In @ purely  iong these transitions can be split. In case of joint itéoms,
electronic theory, this would then lead to the divergence ofey are usually both first order transitich§he criterion for
the Raman response function at the structural phase tran%‘reaking the discret&, symmetry via a second order tran-

tion. H.ovvle.ver, one needs to include the effect of the lattiction, is a threshold value of the magnetic correlation tang
dynamicé! in order to analyze this problem. We do so by in- ¢. Decreasing the temperature leads to an increage Be-

troducing nemato-elastic coupling and find that, in thicas e the correlation length diverges at the magnetic phrase t
Jstat = f] +

12 is shifted3® Here ., is the elasto-nematic sition temperature, the threshold value will be reached and

coupling constant, ane the bare value of the orthorhombic Spin-driven nematicity sets in. This naturally explainsywh
elastic constant. We show that when magnetic and structurdl€ magnetic and structural phase boundaries are couelate
phase transitions are sgit® this leads to a maximum of the and leads to an intermediate phase withsymmetry break-
amplitude of the electronic Raman response function in théng withoutO(3) symmetry breaking. This intermediate state
By, channel at the structural phase transition, in agreemen$ the nematic phase in the pnictides. It is characterized by
with the recent experimeng'The Raman response function unequal Strength of the magnetic fluctuations associatéd wi
could then be used to probe the dynamic excitation spectrure ordering wave vectoQx andQy : (A% — AY) # 0,
of the nematic degrees of freedom, similar to inelasticmeut but no long range magnetic ordeA x,y) = 0.
scattering that probes the dynamic spin excitation spectru In what follows we will summarize the steps of Ref. 7 and
The paper is organized as follows. In Set. Il we present theutline the mathematical model the for spin-driven nematic
microscopic model for the spin-driven nematic phase. We calphase. We start from a simplified itinerant model where we in-
culate the effective action and analyze it in the lafgdimit, clude the bands near tiie-point and theX — andY — points
whereN? — 1 is the number of components of the collective in the Brillouin zone. For our main result no explicit knowl-
paramagnon field. Following Ref.] 7, we derive the condi-edge of the detailed parametrization of the band structure i
tion for the susceptibility of the nematic order parameter t necessary, except for the fact that the band-structuretis no
diverge. In Sec[1ll we then show how to calculate the Ra-perfectly nested. However, in order to obtain explicit nuime
man response function using a diagrammatic approach. Weal results we use the simplified model of Réf. 7. We consider
first calculate the leading order Aslamazov Larkin diagram parabolic dispersions with




The partition function is given by

mY
7 = /dC,L'_’deZkeiﬁH,

5: (0, ) wheres = T~ is the inverse temperature. Since, the in-
X X teraction Hamiltonian is quadratic in the fermionic spin,,

r -\ /‘ we can decouple it using a Hubbard-Stratonovich decoupling

> in the spin-channel. This way, we eliminate the quartic in-

b, = (x 0)\ teraction between fermions at the expense of a functional in
N ’ tegral over two additional bosonic fields x and Ay, with

N? —1 components. The bosonic fields couple linearly to the
corresponding fermionic spin densities. After introducihe

mY spinor

(6)

-

T _ i
vy = ( Cr ka C;(.,koc Ci’,ka ) ) (7)

FIG. 1: Band structure: the model consists of the centrattie I  Wherea denotes every possible value of tHe/ (V) spin in-
band, and the electron-lik& andY” bands, shifted bR x = (7,0)  dex, we can write the partition function as:
andQy = (0, ), respectively.

Z = / dA;dTeSTA ®)
with the action:
k2 2
frk = €= 5~/ S, A = —/@Lg;}kwk +— / (A% +AY). (9)
k2 k2 k s Jx

EXkiQx = —€0F 5o+ 5 — [, Here, the matrix of the inverse Green’s functign' is given

2my,  2my g 0

5 2 by:
- _ x y 3

VtQv = Ot 5t o, ) Gk = 9ok = Vas (10)

wherem; are the band masses, is the offset energy, and with the bare term:
1 denotes the chemical potential. The corresponding Fermi

surfaces are shown in Hig.1. Grk 0 0
In order to study the established stripe magnetic phase, we Go.k = 0 Gxuk 0 J (11)
consider the Hamiltonian that contains the interactiorthién 0 0 Gy

spin channel with momenta ne@y andQy: ) .
and the interacting term:

H :HO‘f'Hi:ta 0 “Ax-A —Ay A
Ho = Z€i7kci,kaci)ka’ Va=| -Ax-A 0 0 . (12)
i,k —Ay - A 0 0
1
Hing = —Us Z Si,q * Si,—q - (4) Gir = Gyl with Gy} = iw, — €, andN x N unit matrix
i,q ’

1. We invert the matrix equatiof (IL0) by expanding the geo-
Hefe,cj_ka is the creation operator of an electron with mo- metrlp series and optam the following expressiondarthat
mentumk, spina and in the band. The spin operator is W& Will use later-on:

given by oo
Ga =Y (GoVa)" Go. (13)
Si,q = Z C;,kﬂ—qa)‘aﬁcivkﬁ? 5) n=0
k
where, s denotes theV? — 1 component vector of the gen- A. Effectiveaction in thelarge-V expansion
erators of theSU(N) algebra. In the cas®& = 2 it holds
Ao = %O'QB with vector of the Pauli matrixes. ug is the In this section, we first show how to obtain the Ginzburg-

coupling in the spin channel, which can be expressed in termisandau expansion of the effective action in powers of tha spi
of density-density and pair-hopping interactions betwieale  fluctuation fieldsA x y in the limit of large N, in the spirit
and electron pocket¥. similar to that of Ref[[7 where only = 2 was considered.



Next, we re-formulate this effective action in terms of tiik- ¢~ with coefficients

lective nematic Ising variable, and analyze the equation of

state for¢. We deduce the condition for the onset of the ne- ro = 2 + E/GX ey
matic phase by examining the susceptibility of the nematic ’

order parameter. We begin by integrating out the fermionic 1 2 (G G )2
degrees of freedom from Ed.1(8). It follows: w= 16N J, fe(Gxr +Gye)”s

7 = /dAie_Scff[AX7AY] (14) g = 16N/Gr‘k GXk —GYk) . (21)
with action: ro, u andg have been calculated as a function of temperature

and band parameters in Refl 7. It was found that- 0
andu > ¢ in general. The coupling vanishes for circular

Serr [Ax, Ay] = —Trln (1 —GoVa) electron pockets, but is positive for a non-zero ellipyicit

+u3/(AX+A2Y). (15)

. B. Nematic susceptibility in thelarge-N expansion
Here,Tr (- - - ) refers to sum over momentum, frequency, spin, ® y g P

and band indices. We further expand in powersdot y to ] ) o ]
obtain: In order to investigate the possibility of the nematic tran-

sition occuring bDefore the magnetic transition, we follow
1 o 1 4 the steps of Refl|7, and introduce two auxiliarly Hubbard-
Sert [Ax; Ay] = _Tf(go Va)" i (Go.xVa) Stratonovich scalar fields and ¢ to decouple the quartic
2) termsin the actiod(20)) — A% — A% andy — A% +AZ.
o / A +Ay (16)  The resulting effective action is given by

After using a series of identities for the generators of the _ —1 (A2 2 9
SU(N) algebra, needed to evaluate the above traces (for de- a 2g  2u
tails seé AP), we arrive at the following effective actiorttie

large NV limit: +/¢(A§<+A%)+/(qﬁ—i—hn)(A%(—A%/),

Set [Ax,Ay] = ZTOZA + ZUUAM? (17) (22)
and we have added a field, conjugate to the nematic or-
der parameten\3, — A%. This term is needed in order to
calculate the susceptibility of the nematic order paramete

A finite value of ¢ implies non-zero expectation value of
/ Gr kG,

with the coefficients:

roi = % = (A% — A%) # 0 and the system develops nematic
1 order. The largeV mean field value of) is always non-zero
Uij = 8_N/,€G%vai’ij’k' (18)  and describes the strength of magnetic fluctuations. In case

of split magnetic and structural phase transitions, theoi
_ . ) magnetic order right below the structural transition tempe

We used the notatiorf, = 73" [ %- The indexk = ature, i.e(Axy) = 0. Next we integrate out th&/? — 1
(k,w,) combines the momen{luﬂm and the Matsubara fre- component fleldsﬁxg If we further resgale the coupling

quencyw, = (2n + 1) 7T. constants tgj = g(N* — 1) anda = w(N* — 1), required
Using the identities to reach a sensible larg€-limit, the effective action can be

written as
/GFkGXk = /GrkGyk, 2/ ¢*
’ ’ ’ ’ off [P, = N = 0=
k k S, HWJ (b] . 29 2
GhaGhs = [ GRuGh (19) N7 :
J ot = [t e R (RO GRS
q
valid because the underlying Hamiltonian obeys the full C (23)
symmetry, we can write the action in the more convenient
form: We note that the effective actidn {23) has an overall présfac
) ) w, 5 N2, For N > 1 the integral over the field$ and can be
Set[Ax, Ay] = ro(Ak + Ay) + 5 (A% + Ay) performed via the saddle-point method, i.e. by analyzireg th

(
g extremum of the action. After solving fétSes [¢, ¢ /00 =
—5(Ak - A, (20)  9S.4 (6, ] /Oy = 0, we obtain the equations of state for



andq: where
71"”!/) i 9
i = / 1 Xq2 50 gstat:9+l(3- (32)
u g (xg'+¢)" —(¢+hn) %
¢ _ / ¢+ ho . (24)
g a (xa + 1) = (6 + hn)? 1. RAMAN RESPONSE FUNCTION

By differentiating the second equation [n24) with resgect
the conjugate field, we find that, for small

99
O

Raman scattering is a valuable tool to study strongly cor-

related electronic systed?s since it probes lattice, spin and
7. x3 electronic degrees of freedom. It has been used to extract in
= Wa (25) formatl_on a_bout the momentum structure and symmetry of the
kK excitations in the cuprat&&**=4>and pnictides. The differen-

where, from now on, we have shiftad* — y;* + %, which tial photon scattering cross section in Raman spectrosisopy
simply corresponds to the re-normalisation of the mass terrflirectly proportional to the structure factsr
due to fluctuations. Similarly to the result of Ref.| 41, we

hn=0

find that the electronic contribution to the susceptibitifithe Sy = —l 1+ n(w)ImR,, (32)
nematic order parametex3. — A?. is given by 7T
IR%: which is related to the imaginary part to the Raman response
XL = 1379%2’ (26)  function R through the fluctuation-dissipation theoréfn.
1-3 [, xi Here, n(w) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function, and

q = (q,w). Since the momentum of lightis much smaller than
the typical lattice momentum, one normally replages 0 in

~ N 2 2 Eq' m)'

9="1 /k Gri(Gx — Gyx) (27) The Raman response functions measures correlations be-

tween “effective charge density” fluctuatiops
is the nematic coupling constant of the theory. In Ref. 7 it

was found that for the classical phase transitionlin= 2 1T I

andu/g > 2 the nematic transition pre-empts the magnetic R(w) = / dr e (p(7)p(0)). (33)
transition, i.e. the transition lines are split. Also, the-n 0

matic transition was found to be of second order. This is therhe effective density, weighted by the form factors that can
regime we are interested in. What we have calculated so far ise changed via the geometry of the photon polarization, is
the purely electronic contribution to the nematic susd@#pti  defined as

ity. One, however needs to include the effect of the lattise,

wherexq—1 is the inverse magnetic susceptibility, and

was pointed out in Ref. #1,80. The nemato-elastic coupéing i P =) NC i oCikt o (34)
given by the following Hamiltonian ik o
Hnem = 7e|/dr¢(r) (Opug — Oyuy) , (28) o is the spin index; the band index, and the operanﬁ_rk_g

creates an electron with spinand momentunk in bandj,
where~e is the nemato-elastic coupling constant and= ~ Wherei = X,Y,I". The functionyy is related to the inci-
(us,u,) the phonon displacement field. The phonons renordent and scattered photon polarization vectors and depends
malize the nematic coupling constant to a frequency and man the curvature of the ban@&Here, we will consider the

mentum dependent coupling intra-orbital contributions tey;, only, as this is the dominant
process. The multi-orbital nature of different bands hanbe
2 . .
i(gw) = +12—2 (20) Pointed outin Ref. 47.
’ g2 — w?’ In order to determine the Raman response function, we cou-

ple an external source field to the weighted densities and in-

wherec! is the elastic constant andthe momentum along  oquce the generating functionil, according to:

the soft directions. In particular, if one wants to detererine

location of the nematic phase transition, which is dictdtgd 1 _Siw At
the condition of divergent nematic susceptibility, onedse® Wh = 7 /dﬁidqfe (L A=V
look at the static limit of the coupling constant, i.e. thaiti N
. . 2 _ —S[¥,A;
wherew is set to zero. This leads @i = § + 2. The full Z = /dﬁidq’e (A, (35)
nematic susceptibility, including the effect of the couglito
the lattice, in the largév expansion is therefore given by whereS [¥, A;] is given in Eq. [®). The elements of the ma-

trix V3, in momentum/frequency, spin and band space are

2
X
Xnem:1 fk b (30)

— gstatJ, X3 Vhkikooo'ij = Py —ks Vi 0o 0ij, (36)



with h being the field conjugate to the effective density. The
Raman response function {33) is obtained by differentitin
the generating functiondl’,, (35) with respect to the conju-
gate fieldh:

5°Wh,

ok 37
Sheoh_q 37)

R, =

h=0

Due to the single particle character of the source term, the|g, 2: Left: Contribution to the Raman response functicat tron-
generating functional Eql_(85) can be written in the form  tains the self-energy correction to the fermionic propagaRight:

1 A diagram that contains a vertex renormalization correctio
W, = = /dAid\pef VgL Y- [ (A% +AY)
A

g;lh — gal — VA = V. (38) In order to get the vertex correction, we replace b@thin
’ (@3) byGa — GoVaGo, which comes from the perturbative
SincelV}, contains the action that is quadratic in fermions, weexpansion of Eq[{13):
integrate out the fermions and obtain:

RV _ %/dAie—So[Ax,AY]’I‘I-{(QOVAQOF)Q} . (45)

Wy = %/dAie_Sh[Ai’], !
9 In order to get the self-energy correction, we replace one
Suld] = = [ (A% +4}) - Trin (g;}h). (39)  of Ga in @3) byGa — Go, and the other one bys —
e (GoVa)~ Go to get

We further expand: 5
N RS = 2 / A= 51BxST [GoT (GoVa ) Gol |
1 1 Tr (GaVh)" Z
Trln (03)) = Trin (G51) = Y ——=2. (40) (46)
n=1
: Due to the integral over the square of thefactor, the self-
Then, usingl(39) and(37). energy and vertex corrections occur in all symmetry channel
1 Sue[Ax.Av] If one evaluates the suR® + RV explicitly, in the hot-spot
R, = 7 /dAie ey approximation, one finds that there are partial canceflidtio
the A;, and in theB;, channels, and no cancellations in the

2
57 exp |=Tr (GaVy) — lTr (gAVh)Q Bs, channel. One can easily show thatfia= 2
dhqg0h_g 2 heo ‘
(41) RS+ RV / s o logg, (47)
T q
Here Seg[Ax,Ay] = Si[Ai]ln=0o is the effective action a’?
given by [16). We define the matrix where we have uset = £~2, where¢ is the magnetic corre-
5V lation length.
rvo = = 42
e (42)

B. Leadingorder Adamazov-Larkin diagrams

A Self-energy and vertex correction diagrams The Aslamazov-Larkin contribution to the Raman response

_ o function, analyzed in Ref._28 arises from differentiatihg t
Next, we analyse the leading order contributions to the Rasj st term inside the exponential i {41) twice, and from re-

man response function. These arise from the self-energy a : 2 hich f th turba-
vertex correction diagrams depicted in Fig. 2. Both of thes acingga — (GoVa) Go, which comes from the perturba

diagrams arise from differentiating the second term in the e ive expansion of Eq[(13):

ponential[[4]l) twice with respect to R, = %/dAie_Scff[AvaY] {Tr ((gOVA)Q gor)r
RS = g fasesebin iG] @) (48)

and we replacé.s — So, wheresS, is the quadratic action Here Sea[Ax, Ay] = Si[Ai]|n=o is the effective action

given by given by [16).

As we will see below, the key assumption of a description
based on the Aslamasov-Larkin diagrams is that one neglects
the interactions between spin fluctuations. In other wards,

SolA = 2 / (A% +A3) + S Tr (Gova)® . (44)

S



7

by Eq. [49) and(50), only supports tiig, and theA;, sym-
metry channels. Let us consider the structure of the terms in
(@9) which arise from

RO = 7Y [ A0

i=X,Y,;n’4

2

Ro(w) XX(qa Qn)X(qa Qn - W)- (51)

The term[(5ll) can be re-written in the following form

R@ww-gglﬁéwm@mmam—w

X (EAlg (wa Qna k7 q)EA1g (Wa Qna P, q)
+Ep,, (w, 2,k q)Ep,, (w, U, p,q)),
(52)

FIG. 3: Leading order ASIamaZOV-Lf'irkin diagram. Ramanivest Where we have Class|f|ed the approprlate Comb|nat|0ns Of
are denoted by black squares. Imaginary part of the Rampones  reen’s functions according to their symmetry into
function as a function of frequendyn Ry (w), in d = 2.

Ea,,(w,Q,k,q) = TZGp(k, Um — w)Gr(k, vp)

approximates the effective action [n{48) by quadraticaacti
Eq. [@3). While this assumption is frequently justified,sit i xGH (k- q,vm — ),
not allowed in the theory of spin-driven nematicity, aswéwi g, (4. Q, .k, q)= T Z Gr(k, vm — w)Gr(k, vm)
show later. ! —

The leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram, depicted in

() (k — _
Fig.[d can be calculated as xG'(k —q, vy — Q)

(53)
Ro(w) = T Y /A?(Qa Qn, w)x(a 2n)x(a: 20 — @) and we have define@™®) = Gx + Gy. From Eq. [GB), we
=X,Y;n "4 see that the response will be non-zero onlyfdactors in the

(49) Ay, or the B;, symmetry. Similarly, using the same line of
arguments, one can show that all other term§im (49) support

with the 4, or theB;, symmetry only. We have thus ruled out the
Ai(q,Quw) = Al(»l)(%ﬂ,w) +A§2)(—q,—ﬂ,—w), response in thé;, channel.
1) _ _
A (@, 2 w) = TZ/I{VkGP(k’ vn — w)Gr(k,vn) 2. Explicit calculation of the leading order Aslamazov-kiar
XGz(k —qQ,Vn — Q)v agram
Az(?) (4, w) = TZ/ 1 Gi(k, vp — w)Gi(k, vy) The leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram has been
— Jk evaluated in Ref.[ 28, assuming that the main contribution
xGr(k —q,vn — ), (50)  comes from the hot-spot regions and that the momenta of the
fluctuations are peaked arouqde Q x,y . After the analytic
similar to what was found in Ref. 48. continuation to the real frequencies, we found that the imag

nary part of the Raman response function, which is a quantity
of experimental interest, is given by
1. Raman response in different symmetry channels

ImRy(w +i0T) = /OO de [n(e) — n(e+ w)]

In the concept of the pairing symmetry in high-temperature —o T
superconductors successful theoretical models suppbyted R R
experiments have been developed in order to explain the sym- X o Tm [x*(e, @) Tm [x**(e +w,q)]

metry sensitivity of the Raman response functdrsimi-
larly, here, before we explicitly evaluate the leading orde
Aslamazov-Larkin diagram, we analyze the contributiortto i \yitn the spin propagator in the tetragonal phase given by:
in the various symmetry channels. Higher order corrections

that will be discussed later do not alter this symmetry-tase R 1

analysis. We show that the Aslamazov-Larkin diagram, given XM, Q) = o+ q2 —iQ’ (55)

(54)



whererg tunes the distance from the magnetic transition, see g B._
Eq. (23). Ind = 2 the q integral in Eq. [B4) in can be _
performed exactly, which leads to the following expression Bas
.- o €4€_ -5 B
Im [Ro(w + 20 )] d=2 = / de [TL(6+) — TL(E_)] ﬁ
0 oS 4 B « B « (S B
X [F(es) = F(eo)], (56) ]
B = B
with g Pt *
o B « B « 8.8 B
F(z) = 1 (arctan o _ zsgn(:zc)) . (57)
T T 2

FIG. 4. Re-summed Raman response function. The resummed box
We definede. = ¢ + w/2. The plot of the function[(36) is Bas is shaded grey. The first index of the matiix denotes the
shown in Fig.[B. In particular one can deduce that, in thelyPea = X, Y of entering spin fluctuations, and the second index

regime where temperatufg is the biggest scalel’ > g, the type of exiting spin fluctuations. We insert the grey stuhldox

Ro(w)ds ~ «T for small frequencies, while the amplitude into the Raman reponse, and mak(_e some further _slmphflcsamnn
Lo - evaluate the Raman response function (see the main text).

of the Raman response function scalegd@$(w)a=2 ~ -
in this regime.
In summary, we have shown that the leading ordetto obtain

Aslamazov-Larkin diagram gives a non-zero response in the >
By, and Ay, symmetries only. It predicts the divergence of .= Z _Rl(]m)’ (62)
the Raman response at the magnetic transition, and does not m—0 m!

carry any signatures of the structural transition. We tfueee
need to go beyond the leading order Aslamazov-Larkin dia
gram.

where we averaged the following terms with respect to the
Gaussian collective spin action:

RU™ — <[_71T“" (gow‘*} [ ((Govs Gor)] 2>

In order to evaluate the expectation values one performs con
Next, we go beyond the quadratic action approximation fortractions of theA fields. We obtain a series of diagrams that
Serr in (@8), and include the full quartic action to evaluate thelook like the leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram with
Raman response function. As we will show, diagrammati-an arbitrary number of inserted fermionic boxes, depicted i
cally this corresponds to inserting a series of fermionixdso  Fig.[4.
that resemble the structure of the nematic coupling cohgtan  The higher order diagrams effectively take collisions be-
into the leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram in tig,  tween spin fluctuations into account, which have been ne-
symmetry. These diagrams take into account the collisionglected in the leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram. As
between spin fluctuations which were not accounted for in th@ne approaches the transition line, collisions between spi
leading order Aslamazov-Larkin diagram. fluctuations become more and more important and one would
First we show how these terms arise from the diagrammatianticipate significant changes in the Raman response &mcti
expansion. We start from Eq[_{48), but this time we go be-due to these processes. As we will show, the re-summation of
yond the quadratic approximation for the effective acteomd ~ boxed Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams will lead to the maximum
include quartic terms of the Raman response function at the structural phasd-trans
. ) tion in the By, channel, and the suppression of the response
R, = - /dAie—scff[Ai] [rﬁ ((QOVA)2 QOF)] (58) intheA;, channel. o _
Z The next task is to re-sum an infinite number of such di-
agrams. Every box can be characterized by two indices:
. the first one denotes the type of incoming spin fluctuations,
4 this can be eitheX or Y and the second one denotes the
Seit [Ai] = So[Adl + ZTr (GoVa)™ (59) type of exiting spin fluctuation. Let us denote this bBxs.
Summing all boxed diagrams can be most efficiently ex-
pressed as:

C. Higher order Aslamazov-L arkin-like diagrams So

where

with the bare action

2 1 2
Silal = = [ (A% +AF)+5Tr(GVa). (60 R) = Ro@)+ T2y [ Aol 0a)
Q7 a.q’

We further expand the exponential

x x(q,2)x(q, 2 —w)
T 4 b 1 —1 m Ba I} /1979/7 /79/
e imGova) o S L {TTY(QOVA)‘l] 61) % Baplaa w)x(/q / )
m=0 m: X X(q aQ - CU)AB(W, Q ,q ) (63)



For our analysis it is sufficient to calculate the b8xs at mo-  wheregy = gxx £ gxy. From this analysis follows that
mentaq, ' = Qx_ vy and zero frequencies, which is justified - . .
for small incoming Raman frequency, and in the classical 5 _ —Ng- 2

regime relevant near a finite temperature phase transitien. Rp,, (W) = Ro(w) Z qX (a,0)
write the Raman reponse function in the tetragonal phase:

m=0

I
=
=
£
_|_
=
=N
£

R(w) ~ Ro(w)+ / A, 0,q) B
q,q’

sz (q7 0)X2 (qla O)AB (w’ 0, ql)7 (64) RAlg (w)

Il
=
=
£
[]¢
N
|
x| =
NS
+
~_
3
N
a\
=
)
=2
~
3

whereR(w) is the leading order diagram. uf (q,0)
The symmetry of the fermionic triangle is such that = Ro(w) + Ro(w 4 , (71)
1+ [, x*(q,0)
Blg . Blg
AX - _AY ’
A AL where
AV = AV (65) N
~_ v 2 _ 2
This relation can be obtained by simply performing a coordi- 9= 716 / Grp(Gxn — Gy (72)

nate system rotation by/2 inside the momenta integrals in

(50). This allows us to explicitly perform the matrix muliip 1S Precisely the nematic coupling constant of Eql (21) fer th
cation, which yields: effective action, and; is the other quartic term in Eq[C(R1),

with @ > 0, as found in Refl7. Froni(71), we see that the
Raman response in thé;, channel gets suppressed, due to

5, B, . 2
Rp,,(w) = Ro(w) + Ro(w)(Bxx — Bxv) /q X*(a,0), the term in the denominator, which grows as one approaches
~ _ ~ the transition. On the other hand, in tlig, channel, after
Ry,,(w) = Ro(w)+ Ro(w)(Bxx + Bxy) / x%(q,0). performing the analytic continuation to real frequencied a

a (66) taking the imaginary part, we get that

ImRp, (w) = Im[Ro(w)] (1+gx,.),  (73)
Next we need to determine an expression for the full box 51, () Fo(w) ( )

B,p, i.e. perform a sum over the leading box-diagrams withinwhere

the 1/N expansion. This is illustrated in Figl] 4 and can be [ x2(q, 0)

written as: el q
Xoem = 75— (74)
] 1-gJ,x*(a,0)
Bag = Bap+ BasB / 2(q/,0) + ... . . i .
A A 8208 o X(d,0) is the electronic contribution to the nematic susceptibdal-

TA] As was pointed out in Ref._30, the enhancement of the
static nematic coupling constaht {31) does not enter the Ra-
man response, due to the fact that the Raman response oper-
ates in the dynamical limilg = 0 and finitew), and the static

and dynamic limits do not commu#e At the nematic / struc-

tural phase transition the nematic susceptibility (30gdies,

> (B™)agp
m=1

The matrixB was deduced from Eq_(63) and Ef._{B4). For
details about explicit evaluation of ti#§/ (V') trace pre-factor
(which arises from contractions of products)ofmatrices in
(I12)) for boxed diagram containing arbitrary number of lmxe
m, please see AppendiX B. The matixof irreducible boxes

is then given as
g (g—i-%l) /Xg: 1. (75)
q
B :_% (gXX gXY) (68)

m—1 culated in the largeéV limit? for the model described in Sec.
([a@o) . e

IXy 9xx Consequently the Raman response function inBhg chan-
nel, given by[(7B), has a maximum rather than a divergence at

where we used the abbreviation the structural phase transition.

gxx = /G%,ng(,kv
K IV. CONCLUSION

Ixy = / Gt xGx kGyi, (69)
k In summary, we have shown that the Raman scattering can
and used that by symmetry; G2 ,G% ;. = [, G2 ,G% . be used as a tool to probg the nematic phase in pnic_tides. We
Themth power of the matrix3 is given by ' ’ have presented a calculation that demonstrates that, iohe

frequency limit, and largéV limit, the Raman response func-

B 1 /=N " (g7 +9™) (g7 —g™) (70) tion shows a clear maximum at the structural transition tem-
28 (97 —yg 9T +gm) perature in theéB;, channel.
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In our model, the electronic nematic phase in pnictidessummed over.
is stabilized by spin-fluctuations associated with thepsti

phase, and occurs as a thin sliver above the magnetic transi- N, A} = !

Ojk + djuANi djp =dij, (Al)

tion temperature. In order to calculate the Raman response N

function, we have gone beyond the leading order Aslamazov- (A k] = i £ = —fiji, (A2)
Larkin diagram, and included higher order diagrams that con ‘ 1 1o

tain a series of quartic paramagnon couplings, mediated by XAk = 50+ S RomA (A3)
electronic excitations. Such quartic couplings contaimaalp R = dju +ifj. (A4)

uct of four fermionic Green'’s functions and include the ef-

fect of collisions between spin fluctuations. When re-sumime Here dy.j; is symmetric under the exchange of its indices,
these diagrams lead to the maximum of the electronic Ramawhile f;;; is antisymmetric under the exchange of neighbour-
response function at the structural transition in g chan- ing indices. Further, some useful relations for the sumonati

nel, and the suppression of the response inhgchannel. of structure constants can be derivéd?which read

The method that we developed analysed the Raman re- 9
sponse function only in the regime of small frequencies. It Ao dp = u(gab, (A5)
would be desirable to extend it to the entire frequency range N
such that one can analyse the entire shape of the Raman re- farfors = Noap, (AB)
sponse function as a function of temperature, and possély b Z dij = 0. (A7)

able to extract some information about the dynamical nemati
susceptibility.
Further, one might expect a charge driven nematic phase Useful identities that involve the traces of tHé/(N) ma-
to have similar signatures in the Raman response functionirices are
This could be relevant to the peculiar case of FeSe, where the

nematic phase has been detected, but no magnetic phase has Tr (X)) = 0, (A8)

been seef>0In order to do so, we would need to develop a Tr(1) = N, (A9)
theoretical method that goes beyond the lakgexpansion. 1

Tr (AiAj) = 551‘3‘- (A10)
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Rzprklpa (All)

First we calculate the quadratic terms in the free energy ex-

Appendix A: Effective action of the SU(N) fermionic model pansion. This is given by
1. Some useful SU(N) identities 1 ) N1
§TI‘ (QOVA) = Z/Ga kGI‘ k Z Tr )\ )\ Az A7
Here, we present some useful identities for the structure b=l
constants ofSU(N). They have been used to determine the _ /G Gr | A2 A12
scaling of the boxed Aslamazov-Larkin diagrams withand 2%: b relAal’ (A12)

to develop the Ginzburg-Landau expansion of the effective a

tion in powers of spin fluctuation fieldA (see Sec[l). We wherea = X, Y and we used the identity (AILO).

begin by listing some standa&l/ (V) identities for the ma- Next we calculate the quartic term in the free energy expan-
trices \;, wherei = 1,..N2 — 1. All repeated indices are sion


http://arxiv.org/abs/1504.05054

1 1
T (GoVa)' = 5T (i AN

X > gaaALALARAL

a=X,Y

1

+§Tr()\i)\j)\k)\l)
XY GaaALALALAL,

a=X,Y
(A13)
with
gxx = gYY—/GXkGF ks
9xXy = gvx Z/GX,kGY,kG%,ka (A14)
k

and we used the notatiam for 'not o/, i.e. if « = X then
a = Y and vice versa. We further substitute the idenfity (A11)

in (AT13), to write

1

ST (GVa)! = Ky + Ko, (A15)

where

1
W Z gaa|Aa|4
a=X,Y

1
oONT a&AazA&Q
o O gaalBalflAsl

a=X,Y

Joo Ry Ruap AL ALAE AL
a=X,Y

16
+ 3 ngm,RklpAgAgAgAg. (A16)
a=X,Y

Ky

Since Ky ~ N2, while K; ~ N~1, the termK, can be
omitted in the largéV limit.

Combining [AI®) and[(AIR), the effective action in the
large NV limit can be written as

Sett [Ax, Ay] = ZrolA +Z%A2A§, (AL7)
with the coefficients:
Toi = z‘i‘%/kGF,kGi,ka
i = SLN /k Gt 1 Gi kG- (A18)

11

We note that in the larg®& approximation there are nA x -

Ay terms in the action; however if one considers corrections

to largeN these terms might appear in the effective action.

Appendix B: ldentities containing products of traces of SU(N)
generators

In this appendix we derive further identities for the traces
of the SU(N) generators, which have been used to deduce the
dependence of the Aslamazov-Larkin boxed diagram#/on
In particular, we would like to calculate

T Tr ()‘11 )‘12) Tr ()‘12 Ail Aia A1'4)
STE (At Aiy Ais Aig) - -

XTr (Ady Aig 1 A

12m, 12m41

xTr ()\-

12m+-2

12m—1 Ai27fa+2 )

A (B1)

i2m+1) .

We begin by considering: = 1. Written out explicitly, it
follows:
Ty Tr(A ) Tr (A ) Tr(A ;A N Ay)

1 1
—5ij5kl + _Rjirler)

S

1g5kl + Z 32RurRkkr

ikr

(B2)

where we have used (AlL0) aid (A11) to get to the second line,
and the fact thaR ;- = 0 in the penultimate line, which is a
consequence of (A7) and the antisymmetryfofUsing the
same set of identities, we find that

TQ TI‘(Ai)\j)TI‘(Ak)\l)TI‘(AJ')\Z'AS)\T)TI‘(ATASAZ)\]C)

1 1
) (Eéijésr + gRjitRsrt>

1
657“ 5kl + g Rrslekz)

2
> biiOkibar

ijklsr
S (83)
4 \4N '
Similarly, one can deduce that
1/ 1\ N2 (N\™
T =~ | — NZ—_1mHla__(—) . (B4
4 <4N> ( ) 4 < 4 > (B84)
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