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In recent years a uni ed phenom enological picture for the hole doped high-T.
cuprates has em erged for a spin and charge spectroscopy. Spectral anom alies have
been interpreted as evidence of charge carrier coupling to a collective spin excitation
present in the optical conductivity, in ARPES (angular resolved photoem ission),
and in tunneling data. These anom alies can be used to derive an approxin ate
picture of a charge carrierexchange boson interaction spectraldensity I? (! ) which
is then be used wihin an extended E liashberg form alisn to analyze nom al and
superconducting properties of optin ally doped and overdoped cuprates. T his paper
review s recent developm ents and dem onstrates the som etim es astonishing agreem ent
betw een experim ent and theoretical prediction.

PACS numbers: 7420Mn, 7425G z, 7472 -
INTRODUCTION

The standard E liashberg equations fi,, 2]
were derived for superconductors wih an
energy gap of s-wave symmetry and the
electron-phonon interaction asthe pairing in—
teraction. This type of Interaction allows
the application of M igdals theoram which
states that vertex corrections in the electron—
phonon Interaction can be neglected to or—
der !y ="z, wih !, the Debye energy and
" the Fem i energy. On the other hand,
it is now widely acospted that the high T,
cuprates have an energy gap of dyz 2 sym —
metry §,4,'S, %6, 1, 8] and there is still no
consensus as to the m icroscopic m echanian
leading to C ooper pairs in these m aterials.

In E lashberg theory a given superconduc—
tor is characterized by the E liashberg func-
tion “F (!) which describbes the exchange
of a phonon by two electrons at the Fem i
surface and by the Coulomb potential *
These are the kemels in the two non-lnear

coupled E liashberg equations. O ne equation,
whith is referred to as the renom alization
channel, describbes the e ect of the electron—
phonon Interaction on nom alstate proper-
ties m odi ed further by the onset of super—
conductivity. The seocond equation, referred
to as the pairing channel, deals w ith the en-
ergy gap directly and is identically zero in
the nom akstate. W hen reliabl tunneling
data is available for the quasiparticlke density—
ofstates N 4, (! ), for instance, the procedure
can be mverted [, 10] to get from N g (!)
the kemels 2F (!) and °. In principle, it
should also be possbl to get the same in-
form ation from infrared data {1, 12, 13] ak
though in conventional system s this has not
been widely done whike tunneling has. Onoce
the kemels 2F (! ) and ° areknown, the -
nite tem perature E liashberg equations can be
solved num erdcally to obtain superconducting
properties.

In principle, the E liashberg equations can
easily be generalized to include d-wave sym —
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m etry of the energy gap by an approprate
extension (to include a dependence on orien—
tation ofthe electron m om enta) ofthe charge
carrierexchange boson interaction spectral
density ( ?F (!) in case of the electron-—
phonon interaction) which contains all the
relkevant inform ation about the coupling of
the charge carriers to the exchange bosons.
A s them icrosoopic m echanism leading to su—
perconductivity is not yet known, inform a—
tion on the charge carrierexchange boson in—
teraction spectral density (denoted I? (!)
throughout this paper) is to be ocbtained by a

t to appropriate data setsusing phenom eno—
logicalm odels. Such a procedure can yield a

rst approxin ation to a com plete description
even in cases when an equivalent to M igdal's
theorem is not applicable and vertex correc—
tions are not entirely negligble.

Unfortunately, the well established inver-
sion technigues which allowed one to de-
term ne ?F (!) from tunneling experin ents
0] have, so far, not been extended to the
auprates and, therefore, phenom enological
m odels had to be developed r1? (!).One
such phenom enologicalm odelhasbeen intro—
duced by Schachinger et al. {14,185, 1§] and
was reviewed by Schachinger and Schurrer
fl7]. Thism odel is a purely elctronic m odel
and describes the feedback e ect the super-
conducting state has on I? (!). The au-
thors used, or de niteness, the spin  uctua—
tion m odel introduced by P ines and cow ork—
ers I8, 19] in their Nearly Antiferrom ag-
netic Fem i Liguid (NAFFL) model. The
feedback e ect caused by superconductiv—
ity is described by introducing a low en-—
ergy gap in I? (!) (low frequency cuto )
w hich opensup asthe tem perature is low ered
through the critical tem perature T.. This
gap show s the sam e tem perature dependence
and size as the superconducting energy gap.
W ithin this model i was possble to de-
scribbe oconsistently the tem perature depen-
dence of the m icrowave conductiviy with
its pronounced peak around 40K cbsarved

In optin ally doped YBa,Cuz04.95 (YBCO)
20, 211, the sim ilar peak observed In the
electronic them al conductivity 2], and the
tam perature dependence of the penetration
depth In nom inally pure YBCO sam ples and
In YBCO samples with Zn or N i in purities
[14]. N everthelkss, sin ilar results would have
been achieved using the M arginal Fem iLig-
uid M FL) m odel R3] assum ing a d-wave gap
together with a low frequency cuto to de-
scribe the charge carrierexchange boson in-—
teraction spectral density.

A rem arkabl step forward in the devel-
opm ent ofphenom enologicalm odels was pro—
vided by the work ofM arsiglio et al. R4]who
were ablk to show analytically that there ex-—
ists a sin ple, approxin ate form ula which re—
lates °F (!) to the nom alstate optical con—
ductivity (! ) via the second derivative ofthe
realpartof! ! (!). Thisestablished theba-
sis for a spectroscopy which allow s the m ea—
surem ent of the spectral density °F (!) di-
rectly from opticaldata. This resul wasthen
extended to the superconducting state of d-
wave superconductors by C arbotte et al. R5]
who explore the relationship between spec-
tral density and W (!) at low tem peratures
In the superconducting state. They conclude
that the rlationship is not at all as direct,
but, even though more com plicated, i re-
m ains sinple enough to be very useful al-
though m ore approxin ate. @ sin ilar pro-—
cedure was also suggested by M unzar et al.
241,

Tt w ill be the purpose of this paper to re—
view the application of this technigue to var-
Jous cuprates in som e detail. Thus, the pa—
per establishes in section two the form alisn ,
section three discusses its application to opti-
m ally doped YBCO . O ther cuprates are also
Investigated w ithin the sam e context, and -
nally, in section foura summ ary is presented.



FORM A LISM
The N orm al State O ptical C onductivity

T he optical conductivity is related to the
aurrent-current correlation function. The
param agnetic part of the response function
on the in agihary frequency axis is given by
P77, 28, 29, 3, 51
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where @G(;i!m) is a matrix G reen’s finc-
tion in the Nambu formalism [2], i!, =
iT@Em+1);m = 0; 1; 2;:::istheferm jon
andi,=2in T;n=0; 1; 2;:::isthebo-
son M atsubara frequency; T is the tem pera-
ture and v, the com ponent of the electron
velocity in x-direction. The factors preced-
Ing the sum m ations include the totalnum ber
of atom s In the crystal, N, and the inverse
tem perature, 1=kg T .

T he optical conductivity is related to the
response function through
(+i07):
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A fter analytical continuation to the real fre—
quency axis and using the usual procedure
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we arrive at a general expression for the op—
tical conductiviry °(!):
< Z0
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which hasbeen given by Lee et al. P8] wih

the factor ne’=m suppressed). Here, N (")

N ("z) N ©0),N Qv = 2=4 n&=m;
p is the plasm a frequency, e the charge on

the electron, m itsm ass, and n the electron

density per unit voume. In Eq. @)
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with the s=lf energy (T;!) rlated to the
electron-phonon spectral density by
Z

T;!) = dz °F (z)

where isthe digamm a fiunction. In Eq. )
t  1=Q2 mp) gives the in purity contrdou-
tion to the electronic scattering. ( i, is the
In puriy scattering tin e.)
At zero tem perature these expressions for
the conductivity reduce to a simple form P4,
331

2-Z! l
|=_Pi‘
=T 97 () )’
0
©)
and the s=lf energy
Zl |
(1) = d °“F()h -
+ !
0
-
i d °%F ()

for the electron-phonon interaction. In this
form M arsiglio et al. P4] were able to show
analytically that a rem arkably sin pl form ula
could be used to establish an approxin ate
butvery ussfulrelationship between (! ) and

°F (!). The cbservation was also backed
up by detailed num ericalwork. W e begin by
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Pb. The other curves are the function W (!)
according to Eq. (:_s’.) obtained from the nom at
state conductivity optical scattering rate or} M)

at various tem peratures. See M arsiglio et al

p4.
de ning an optical scattering rate O; (') as
P34, 23
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which is routinely obtained in optical experi-
ments. W e then de ne an auxiliary function
P4, 23]
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M arsiglio et al. P4] have shown that in cer-
tain circum stances

F) W (); ©)
which serves as a basis for a spectroscopy
w hich a]Jowsthem easurem ent ofthe spectral
density 2F (!) directly from opticaldata. In
Fig.1 we show theoretical resuts orw (!)
at two tem peratures based on the case of
Pb. The solid curve is the Pb “F (!) cb-
tained from tunneling data. The other two
curves were cbtained by calculating (!)

from Eq. §) and computing W (!) de ned
by Eq. ). Such caloulations were perform ed
at two tem peratures, namely T = 1K (dot-
ted) and T = 14K (dash-dotted). W ithin
the energy range corresponding to the range
of “F (!) the dotted curve or W (!) is re—
m arkably close to the solid curve for 2F (!)
and therefore W (! ) gives an accurate m ea—
suram ent of the absolute value aswell as the
frequency dependence ofthe spectral density.
A s the tem perature is Increased this is no
longer the case although som e rough corre—
soondence ram ains which provides a quali-
tative sin ilarity between the two quantities
which could still be exploited to get a rough

rst m easure of the spectral density In cases
where low tem perature data arenot avaibble.
W e point out that even at T = 1K there
are negative tails n W (!') above the m axi-
mum phonon cuto which arenotin 2F (!).
This is expected sinceW (!) and 2F (!) are
not the sam e quantities. In fact, i is indeed
ram arkable that they should correspond so
clos=ly below the phonon cuto energy. This
close correspondence can be exploited to get
a good rst measure of the spectral density

2F (') from infrared data. T principle, one
should use a rst iteration or 2F () ob-
tained from the second derivative of the con—
ductivity de ningW (!) Eq. ®)], to calculate
from i (!)bassdonEgs. 3) to (%) and keep
frerating until an exact correspondence be-
tween calculated and measured (!) resuls
hasbeen achieved. In any ofthe applications
so far thishasnot been attem pted because of
the m any uncertainties that rem ain.

T he Superconducting State

In asmuch asBC S theory applies, any ef-
fective interaction between two electrons at
the Fem i surface, which is attractive, will
lead to superconductivity. This can arse
from the electron-phonon interaction through
the polarization ofthe system ofions. In this



case we can describe the polarization process
as due to the exchange of a phonon between
a pair of charge carriers. An obvious ex—
tension is to ask: ocould we exchange som e
other excitation? In the Nearly A ntiferro-
m agnetic Fem 1 Liquid NAFFL) model of
P ines and coworkers [18, 9] i is envisaged
that spin uctuations replace the phonons.
T he basic form alisn ordealing w ith thisnew
situation are the E liashberg equations but
now the k, k% anisotropy in m om entum of
the kemel £ F (!) needs to be taken into
acoount so that the resulting superconduct—
Ing state exhibis dwave symmetry to ac—
cord with the experin ental cbservation. In
the renom alization channelwe take for sim -
plicity only the isotropic contrlbution from
the ekctron-spin uctuation exchange w rit—
ten as I? (! ) where I? is to denote a spin—
charge exchange coupling constant and  (!)
is the spin susceptidbility. To get a d-wave
gap we use a ssparable interaction ofthe form
s )gF (!)cosR %) with and °the di-
rection of the initial (k) and nal k% mo-
mentum which, for sin plicity, we pin on the
Fem isurface although In the NAFFL theen-
tire Brillouin zone is averaged over ie.: is
not pinned on the Fem i surface. W hik, for
sim plicity, we have assum ed the sam e fom
I (!) to hod in the pairing as in the renor-
m alization channelwe have Introduced a nu—
m erical factor g to acoount for the fact that
the progction of the general spectral density
will in general be di erent in the two chan-
nels. The repulsive e ective Coulomb inter-
action 7, is isotropic in an isotropic s-wave
form alisn . The same holds for the Hub-
bard’ U which is also assum ed to be large
and isotropic. Thus, the e ective Coulomb
potential is not expected to have a num eri-
cally Jarge d-wave sym m etric part and there—
fore does not contribute to the pairing chan-
neln a generalized d-wave form ulation ofthe
E liashberg equations.

W ithin these sin plifying assum ptions the
E liashberg equations need rst to be w ritten

on the in aghhary M atsubara frequency axis.
They take on the ollow ing form  (341:
X
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for the renom alized pairing potential
@ 5 )sand
X
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* m +O
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LAy,

for the renom alized frequencies
Here, h

.Thequantity m n) hastheusual fom
12
2+ (l

!n)z: (10c)
0

Aswritten, Egs. (L0) do not depend on in —

purity scattering. To Include this possibility,

we need to add into the right hand side ofEqg.

@0h) a term of the form

" @)
G+ 2@, +D2dl,)

where * is proportional to the inpurity
concentration and ¢ is related to the elec—
tron phase shift for scattering o the inpu-
rity. Forunitary scattering, ¢ isequalto zero
whiec! 1 givesthe Bom approxin ation,
ie.: the weak scattering lin . In this case
the entire in purity temm reduces to the fom
£ @' ,) wih cabsorbed nto £ . To com —
plte the speci cation of Eq. @1), we have
* +
~r .
D= g SRl ;
L@+ T2aa ;)

11)

(12a)

i denotes the angular average over



and rectly from the num erical solution on the
* + In aghary frequency axis, ie.: from ~@! ,; )
Qo= g YEy) ] and * (i!,), real frequency axis solutions are
o T s " needed to calculate the optical conductivity.
Mg+ T ) . ~ ; .
Thessequationsfor “( +1 ; )and *( +1)
) . o (12b) o ith In nitesim alarem ore com plicated and
W hﬂe certain quantities, su.dl as th.e pen.— can be w ri in the om (12,18, 14]:
etration depth, can be cbtained quite di- TR

X
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for the pairing channel and
®
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G+ D2( )+ ( ):

for the renom alization channel. Them al Bose and Fem i distrdbution n (z) and £ (z),
factors appear in these equations through the respectively. Furthem ore, the abbreviations:
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M2 +41) "E(+i;)
* (L4b)
Mo+ i
()= = S
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(14c)
have been used. Egs. 13) are a set of non—
linear coupled equations for the renom alized
pairing potential “( + i ; ) and the renor-

m alized frequencies » ( + i ) wih the super-

conducting gap given by

; 15)

or, if the renom alization fiinction Z ( ) is in—

troduced In the usualway as +#( + 1)
Z ( ),one nds for the superconducting gap

“(+i )

(+i,; )= (1e)

These equations are a m nmum sst and go
beyond a BCS approach and inclide the in-
elastic scattering known to be strong in the
cuprate superconductors.

From solutions of the generalized E liash—
berg equations we can construct the G reen’s
function n Eq. (1) analytically continued to
the real frequency axis . In this form ulation
the expression for the in-plane conductivity

ab (T; ) Involves further averaging over an—
gles which needs to be done num erically. W e

nd the ollow ing result after furtherm anip—
ulations and rearrangem ents:

)__ieZN(O)v§
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d tanh — ! d d ’
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0
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+ d tanh ! d ’ :
2T E?(; )+E( + ;)
0
7
_I_
+ d tanh tanh —
2T 2T
0
1+N7(; IN(+ ;)+F(; )P(+ ;)
E(+ ;) E?(;)
Z0 2 ? ? ?
+dtanh+ 1 N°(C,; N (+ ;) P°(; )P+ ;)
2T E?(; )+ E(+ ;)
1+N?(; )N ; PP(; )P ;
++ ( N ( + )+ P ( P+ ),_ 172)




w ith
q
E(; )= A1) ~2(); (17b)
and
Mo (D)
! . - k .
N (!; ) E(; ) 170
T (D)
I . - k .
P(; ) £, % @7d)

In the above, the star refers to the com plex
conjigate. This set of equations is valid for
the real and im aginary part of the conduc-
tivity as a function of frequency . &t con-—
tains only the param agnetic contribution to
the conductivity but this is ne sinhce we have
found that the diam agnetic contrloution is
an all In the case considered here.

T he outofplane conductivity .(T; ) at
team perature T and frequency  is related
to the acurrent-current correlation fiinction

<(T;1i,) attheboson M atsubara frequency
i, analtically continued to real frequency
, and to the caxis kinetic energy HH i
B3, 341 via

T )= — +i07)

c(Ti;in !

EdH i ; (18)

with d the distance between planes in <
direction. In tem s of the In-plane them o—
dynam ic G reen’s function ) k;i!',) and for
coherent hopping t, (k) pepgoendicular to the
CuO , planes

X X n ©
c(Tiin) = 2@ed)’T £ k) tr 06 kiiln )G kjdly + in) (19a)
[ k
and X X n N A ©
M i= 2T g k)tr 56 kiiln )56 kidly) (19)
lm k

InEgs. (19) the2 2Nambu G reen’s function
¢ (k;1i!', ) describes the inplane dynam ics of
the charge carrers w ith m om entum k In the
two din ensional CuO, plane Brillbuin zone
and is given by
@A)+ kB T @)
L2(dly) ZoTEdy)
0)

where the *’'s are Pauli 2 2 matroes, i
is the band energy of the charge carriers as a
function oftheirm om entum k, 7y @!,) isthe
renom alized pairing potential and i* ({i!,)
the renom alized M atsubara frequency. In
ourm odel these quantities are determm ined as
solutions of E liashbery equations (L0) .

In Egs. (9) the outofplane m atrix el

S k;ily) =

ment t;, (k) can depend on the in-plane m o—
mentum k. M odels have been summ arized

recently by Sandem an and Scho eld B7]who

referto previous literature 3§,:39,140]. A pos-
sble choie ist; k) = t,, a constant. But,
consideration of the chem istry of the Cu0O,

plane and of the overlbp of one plane wih

the next, suggests a form t, k) = cos 2 )
where is the angk ofk in the two din en-
sionalCuO , Brillbuin zone for the plane m o-
tion. Thism atrix elem ent elim inates entirely

contrbutions from nodalquasiparticlesto the
caxism otion.

For nnooherent impurity nduced caxis
charge transfer Egs. (19) are to bem odi ed.
A fter an In purty con guration average one
obtains
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with V2., the average of the square of the
In purty potential. If the In purity potential
was taken to conserve m om entum , which it
does not, we would recover Egs. {9). Var-
ious m odels could be taken for V2, ,. Here
we use a form Introduced by Kin [5] and
Hirschfeld et al. @1]

Vo= VoF+ 31fcos@ Yoos%; 2

wih and °the directions of k and k° re—
Soectively.

A fter analytic continuation to the real -
axisthe realpart ofthe lncoherent conductiv—
ity along the caxis isgiven by (nom alized to
its nomm al state value 1.,) B1I:

Z
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APPLICATION TO HIGH -T.
CUPRATES

The Com pound Y B ayC us0 ¢+
The Nom al State Infrared C onductivity

W e begin w ith a discussion ofthe nom al-
state scattering ofthe charge carrierso  spin
uctuations. Forthe spin uctuation spectral
density I? (! ) we take a very sin ple m odel
motivated In the work of M illis et al. 18]

MM P).W ede nea single characteristic spin
uctuation frequency ! sy and take
'=lsr

12 12
e

o()=1 ; (24)

where I? is a coupling constant which can

be t to nom alstate Infrared data based

on Eq. @) wih I (!) plyig the rok of
’F (1) in Eq. @) for the self energy.

In Fig. 2 we show our resuk for O; ()
related to the conductivity by Eq. (]) for
an optin ally doped, twinned YBa,Cuz0 .05
(YBCO) singk crystalwih T, = 924K at
tamperature T = 95K . The solid curve is
the data of Basov et al. {2]. The dashed
and dotted curves are ourbest tsfor!gp =
10m &V and 30m &V, respectively, w ith I ad—
Justed to get the correct absolute value ofthe
scattering rate at T = 95K and low ener-
gies ! . W e see that both values of !¢ do
not give equally satisfactory tsto the data.
T he dash-dotted curve, however, tsthedata
well and corresponds to !gr = 20m eV . This
t provides us with a model I? (!) valid
for the nom akstate of YBCO . A plt of
this finction is shown in Fig. 3 as the gray
solid squares. Also shown in this gure are
two sets of theoretical results based on the
I2 (!) with !gr = 20meV which serve to
Mustrate the inversion technique. The ex—
perin ental data on  (!) gives the m odel
I2 (') spectrum . Next this model spec—
trum is used in the nom alstate conductiv—
iy Eq. @) and two tem peratures are consid—
ered, namely T = 95K (dotted curve) and
T = 10K (solid curve). Exospt for some
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FIG .2: Thenom alstate opticalscattering rate
opl (!')Yvs! forYBCO wih a To = 924K ob-
tained from the work of Basov et al. ffl-Z] (solid
Iline) at a tem perature of 95K . T he dash-dotted
curve from theory based on Eq. (:_3) withanMMP
m odel spectral density using a soin  uctuation
frequency !sr = 20m eV gives good agreem ent
while the other choices of 30m &V (dotted line)
or10m eV (dashed line) do not.

num erical noise it is clear that when W (!)
(solid curve) is com puted from Eq. {8) which
Involves a second derivative of our calculated
data for > (!) computed from the conduc-
tivity according to Eq. (1), that the Iow tem —
perature data (T = 10K ) gives a rem arkable
accurate picture of the input I? (!) fiinction
and that to a very good approxin ation W (!)
isthesameasI? (!) in thiscase. Ifthe tem -
perature is ncreased to 95K the m atch be-
tween W (!) (dotted curve) and I? (!) isnot
quite as good. T his show s that our Inversion
technique summ arized in Egs. {}) and @) is
best when applied at low tem peratures. The

10

0.5

I"X(w)
— W

,T=10K

~

W(w), IPX(w)

0.0 —_——
100

w (meV)

150

FIG. 3: Comparison of the spectral density
2 (1) (ray solid squares) in the MM P m odel
[;I.-S] (!sg = 20m eV wih the function W (!') de-
ned in Eq. @‘,) from the nom alstate conduc—
tivity scattering rate Eq. Gj). T he solid curve is
at T = 10K whilk the dotted curve is at 95K .

resultant inverted I? (! ) gets am eared som e-
what ifhigh tem peratures are used nstead.

T he Superconducting State, I2 (!) and the
Infrared C onductivity

Going to the superconducting state re-
quires the solution of the E liashberg equa-—
tions {13) and evaluation of omula (1) for
the optical conductivity. This ismuch m ore
com plicated than the corresoonding nom al-
state analysis. A lso, i is crtical to under-
stand that since we are dealing w ith a highly
correlated system and the excitations we are
exchanging In our spectraldensiy are w ithin
the electronic system itself, they could be pro—
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FIG. 4: Experim ental results of the m ag-

netic susogptbility at Q =
pl of YBayCusz0g.02-

is measured as a function of energy. O pen
squaresare resultsat T = 100K and solid circles
are at T = 5K (In the superconducting state,
T. = 91K for this samplk). The energy of the
$oin resonanceE, = 41 m eV .Adapted from [3].
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foundly m odi ed by the onset of the tran—
sition. T Fig. 4 we reproduce spin polar-
ized inelastic neutron scattering results of
the spin uctuations measured In a sample
of YBa,Cu3049, by Bourges et al. B3] at
two tampermtures namely T = 100K (open
squares) and T = 5K (solid circles) which
show the fom ation ofthe 41m &V spoin reso—
nance in the superconducting state. At 100K

the m easured spectrum looks very much lke
the sin ple soectrum used in our analysis of
the optical data in YBCO (Fig.'3) but this
sin ple form is profoundly m odi ed in the su—
perconducting state w ith the im agihary part
of the m agnetic susceptibility depressed at
anall ! and the fom ation of a sharp peak
around E, = 41me&V. The possbility of a
change in I? (!) brought about by the on-
set of superconductivity m ust be included in
our analysis of the optical data in the super-
conducting state. A question we can inm edi-
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ately ask is: isthe 41m €V peak seen in opti-
m ally doped YBCO in neutron scattering also
seen In the superconducting state optical con—
ductivity? To perform the necessary analysis
severalm odi cations of what has been done
50 far need to be considered. The cbserva-
tion that, In the nom alstate thewellde ned
function W (!) given n Eq. @) which is eas-
iy accessble when the conductivity (!) is
known, can be denti ed to a good approxi-
m ation with I2 (!) may not hold in the su-
perconducting state ofa d-w ave superconduc—
tor.

Tt tums out from extensive calculations of
the superconducting state conductivity bassd
on Egs. {I7) by Schachinger and Carbotte
[44,45] that a sinplem odi cation ofthe nule

> ()" W ()
can be found which applies approxin ately in
the superconducting state in the resonance
region, nam ely
W (!2)

(f) ' > ;

wih !, shifted by (T ), the energy gap
at tem perature T, when compared wih !;.
T hisrule, whilke not exact, isnevertheless suf-

ciently accurate to m ake it usefil in obtain—
Ing rst qualitative infom ation on the m ag-
nitude and frequency dependence of the un-—
derlying charge carrierexchange boson inter-
action spectraldensity from opticaldata. W e
expect the changes n going to the supercon—
ducting state to be the growth of the reso—
nance, whilke at higher energies there should
be no change in I? (!) from itsnom alstate
valie. A detailed com parison of I¢ (! ) and
W (!) In the superconducting state will be
given later when we relate additional struc—
turesin W (!) not in I? (!) to structures in
the superconducting quasiparticle density of
states which introduce distortions in W (!)
as com pared to the underlying soectral den—
sity. In Fig.§ we show results for the case
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FIG. 5: The model charge carrier spin ex—

citation spectral density I? (') or T = 10K
(gray solid squares) constructed from conductiv—
ity data for optim ally doped YBCO . T he dashed
line which llow s the gray solid squares faih-—
fully, except for negative oscillations jist beyond
the soin resonance around 68meV, is W (!)=2
obtained from ourmodel I? (!) (displaced by
thegap energy o= 27m &V In the gure). The
solid line is the coupling to the resonance found
directly from experin ent.

of YBCO [R5, 44] at T = 10K . The sold
line was obtaihed directly from di erentia—
tion ofexperim entaldata on the optical scat-
tering rate using the superconducting state
conductivity (!) in Eq. {]) and the de ni
tion @) ofW (!). It is linited to the reso-
nance region. It shows that W (! )=2 clearly
has a peak corresponding to the peak seen
in the spin susoceptibility of Fig. 4 m easured
in neutron scattering. O f course, I? (!) In—
cludes the coupling constant I? between elec—
tronsand spin uctuations and is not strictly
the In aghary part of the spin susosptibil
ity. These two functions are not the same
but we do know that an optical resonance
peak does appear when the neutron peak is
cbserved. They fall at the sam e frequency
E, and ook sim ilar in other aspects. I is
In portant to em phasize that this solid curve
com es directly from thedataon (!) and can
be Interpreted as evidence for coupling of the
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charge carriers to the soIn one resonance at
41m eV . The other curves In the gure are
equally inportant. The gray squares repre—
sent the I? (! ) used in calculations displaced
In energy by thegap (= 27mé&V . It is con—
structed com plktely from experiment. The
tting procedure nvolves two critical inde—
pendent steps. First the data on Opl (') In
the nom alstate is usad to get a badkground
spectrum ofthe form given in Eq. €4) which
applies to the nom alstate. Thisde nes ! g¢
and the corresponding I?. This spectrum
is also valid at the crtical tem perature T..
W e use this to detem ine the last param eter,
the anisotropy param eter g in Egs. (10d) and
(33), In solving the linearized Egs. {10) for
g to give the required T.. In the second step
the nom alstate result for the soectral den-
sity ism odi ed only in the region of the res—
onance peak lkaving it unchanged at higher
energies. The resonance is positioned and
its m agnitude given by the data for the ex—
perimental W (! )=2 (solid curve). There is
no ambiguiy and the procedure is de nite.
A check on the consistency of this procedure
is then perform ed in calculating the theoreti-
calWw (!)=2 (dashed line) from the theoretical
optical scattering rate calculated num erically
from the solutions of the E liashberg equa-
tions. W e see that the theoretical data agree
ram arkably well with experin ent In the re—
gion of the resonance. M ore explanations of
the di erences between W (! )=2 and I? (!)
beyond the resonance region w illbe provided
lateron.

A fter this In portant low tem perature con-
sistency check we can now study in m ore de-
tail the tem perature dependence of the spec—
tral density I? (!) in the superconducting
state of an optin ally doped, twinned YBCO
single crystal using experin ental data. The
frequency dependence of the optical scatter-
Ing rate has been studied at wve tem pera-
tures by Basov et al. [42]. W e reproduce
their experin ental results In the top fram e of
Fig.d. Thedata are or T = 10K sold line,
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FIG. 6: Top fram e: optical scattering rate
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op (T;!) nmev J‘brolz_)tjmally doped, tw nned

YBCO singl crystals Egg!] Bottom fram e: func-

tion W (!') vs ! in the region of the optical res—
onance.
T = 40K dotted Ilne, T = 60K dashed lne,

T = 80K dashdotted line, and T = 95K

(In the nom alstate) gray solid line. W e see
that in the nom alstate o}} ('Yvs! chowsa
quasi-linear dependence on ! but in allother
curves a depression below the nom alcurve is
seen at anall | below roughly 75m eV . The
depression is the m ore pronounced the lower
the tem perature. At higher frequencies all
curves roughly coincide. At low tem pera—
tures, o; (! ) asa function of ! showsa sn all
valie up to 50m eV or so, with a sharp rse
around 75m €V characteristic ofthe existence
ofa sharp peak in I? (!). It isclearthat this
peak Increases In strength asT is lowered into
the superconducting state. M ore quantitative
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Inform ation on the tem perature variation of
the optical resonance, its strength in I (!),
and itsposition is shown In the bottom fram e
ofFig.§ where we show the second derivative
W (!) function derived directly from the data
given In the top fram e by perfom ing the dif-
ferentiation indicated n Eq. @). The solid
curve is or T = 10K, the dotted curve for
T = 40K ,thedashed forT = 60K ,and dash-
dotted for T = 80K . The height of the peak
of the resonance clearly increases with low-—
ering of the tem perature. In the curves for
W (!) vs ! the position of the peak is seen
to be reduced as T is increased towards T..
If it is rem embered that the peak m W (!)
is located at the gap value o (T) plus the
position of the resonance E, and the tem -
perature dependence of the gap is acoounted
for (it decreases w ith increasing tem perature
and rapidly goes to zero as T, is approached)

then we conclude that the position ofthe res-
onance is tem perature Independent although
its strength decreases as T increases. This is
also In agreem ent w ith the observation m ade
by Daiet al. [7] that the energy at which
the soin one resonance is cbserved n YBCO

(41lm eV) is tem perature Independent.

In Fig.:] we show results for the spectral
density I* (!)vs! obtained from thedata of
Fig.§at vetem peratures,namely T = 95K
(s0olid gray curve), T = 80K (dash-dotted
curve), T = 60K (dashed curve), T = 40K
(dotted curve), and T = 10K (solid black
curve) . The proocedure follow s in allcases the
procedure already described in detail for the
T = 10K data. Now, the resonance is posi-
tioned and itsm agnitude given by the W (!)
data shown in thebottom fram e ofF ig.'§ and
W (!)=2 is used to m odify the nom alstate
MM P background spectrum only in the re—
gion ofthe resonance. A consistency chedk is
then perform ed for all tam peratures and we
presenttheT = 40K resul in Fig.§. Thetop
frame gives W (! )=2 cbtamhed directly from
experin ent in the resonance region (solid line,
corresoonds to the dotted line in the bottom
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FIG .7: The charge carriersoin excitation spec—
traldensity I? (! ) determ ined from opticalscat—
tering data at various tem peratures. Solid gray
curve T = 95K, dash-dotted T = 80K, dashed
T = 60K, dotted T = 40K, and black solid
T = 10K .Note the growth in strength of the
41m eV optical resonance as the tem perature is
lowered.

frame of Fig.4). ThemodelI? (!) for this
tam perature isgiven by the gray solid squares
displaced In energy by the superconducting
gap o= 21lmeV.Thisspectrum agreesw ith
the experim entalW (! )=2 in the resonance re—
gion. The dashed curve, nally, represents
the theoretical W (! )=2 and we recognize,
again, a ram arkable agreem ent between the-
ory and experin ent In the approprate energy
range. The t to the optical scattering rate
which in the end is the quantiy that m atters
is shown in the bottom fram e of Fi.§. The
theoretical curve (dashed line) follows well
the experin ental data (solid line). In this
sense we have found a spectral density which
can reproduce the m easured optical scatter—
hg rateat T = 40K and it does not m atter
much how we arrived at our nalm odel for
I? (!) which fnvolved, as a step, consider—
ation of the function W (! ) which served to
guide our choice.

W e retum now to a m ore detailed discus-
sion of the optical conductivity. In Fig. g we
show the realpart of the optical conductivity
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FIG. 8: The top frame gives the resonance

peak obtained directly from the optical data for
YBCO in the superconducting state (solid curve)
at T = 40K, the model 12 (') (gray squares)
displaced by the gap, and the theoretical results
for W (!)=2 obtained from the m odel spectral
density (dashed line). The bottom fram e gives
the optical scattering rate O}} (!')vs!.Theex—
perim ental results give the solid curve and our
theoretical t to it is the dashed curve.

1 (!') foruntw inned, optin ally doped YBCO
single crystals (solid line) reported by Hom es
et al. @8] and com pare w ith results of vari-
ous calculations. Thism eansthat we are now
com paring theoretical predictionsw ith exper—
Inental YBCO data which have not been
used to derive the I? (!) spectra. The gray
solid curve is the BCS result for a gap of
24m &V and im puriy scattering in Bom ap-—
proxin ation correspondingtot” = 0:32m eV .
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FIG.9: Comparison of the real part of the n—

plne conductivity i (!) vs! forvariousm odels
(T = 10K).The grayed solid line with a peak
before 50m &V is BCS. T he dash-dotted line is
an E liashberg calculation wih an M M P spectral
density peaked at !srp = 20m eV . The dashed
line is the sam e but w ith our tem perature and
frequency dependent I? (1) (seeFig."}) used in—
stead of the MM P model. As descrbed in the
text this charge carrierexchange boson interac—
tion spectraldensity I? (! ) hasbeen detem ned
through a consideration of in-plane opticaldata.
The dotted Bom) and dash-doubledotted (uni-
tary scattering) curves inclide im purities in ad—
dition to the T2 (' ) m odel for nelastic scatter-
Ing. The solid line is the data of Hom es et al
g1

Tt isvery clearthat no agreem ent w ith experi-
m ent ispossiblew ith BC S d-wave. O neneaeds
to go to an E liashberg form ulation if one is
to even get close to the data. In som e sense
this is very positive sihce a good t wih a
BCS formulation would m ean that details of
the pairing potential do not play an in por-
tant role In the conductiviy and, thus, our
procedure would not be a good way to pin
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down som e of the details of the pairing In—
teraction. The dash-dotted curve represents
results of E liashberg calculations but w ith an
MM P model or the I? (!) kemel. This ig-
nores the grow th of the 41m &V optical reso—
nance that enters when the superconducting
state develops. W hik the agreem ent w ith the
data isgood at high energiesbeyond 100m eV

say, i fails com plktely in the low energy re-
gion. In particular, the D rude lke peak at
very low energies ism uch toonarrow . Tt isin -
portant, how ever, to em phasize the di erence
between E liashberg and BCS at high ener-
gieswhere BC S gives a conductivity which is
much too am allwhile, In com parison, E liash—
bergwih an MM P kemel gives lJarger values
re ecting the long tails extending to 400m &V

intheMMP I? (!) spectrum . This is taken
as strong evidence for the existence of long
tails in the pairing spectral density and ar-
gues against a pure phonon m echanisn which
would be Iot m ore con ned in energy.

The dashed curve In Fig. 9 gives our re-
suls for the real part of the conductivity
1 (') when our I? (!) at T = 10K (solid
line n Fig. ) is used In the calkulations
rather than the M M P kemel. The existence
of the 41m &V resonance shifts the large rise
in the conductivity w hich now beginsatm uch
higher energies 50m &V than in the MM P
case. Ik also lads to a maxinum around
100m eV in good agreem ent w ith experin ent.
Even better agreem ent can be obtained if a
an all am ount of impuriy scattering is in-—
clided within the unitary or resonant scat—
tering Iimit ¢! 0 in Eq. ¢3). Resuls with
* = 0:63m eV are shown asthe dash-double-
dotted curve which displays all the in por-
tant characteristics observed In the experi-
mental data. The agreem ent is truly very
good. A nalcurve ncluiding only Bom im —
puriy scattering (dotted curve) show s that
this lin it cannot explain the data. It should
be clear from this com parison that BC S the-
ory is quite nadequate In describing the cb-
served features ofthe realpart ofthe nfrared
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FIG.10: The Inaghary part of the conduc-
tivity ! 2 (') vs ! for the various m odels de-

scribed n Fig. @ (T = 10K ). The sold curve is
the data Kg]. The dash-dotted curve is the re-
sul of an E liashberg calculation wih an MM P
m odel while the other curves are based on the
model I? (!) which includes the 4lmeV res-
onance. These three curves are for the pure
case (only inelastic scattering, dashed line), the
others are w ith som e additional elastic In puriy
scattering in Bom (dotted) and uniary (dash-
doubledotted) lm it with t7 = 0:32mev and

* = 0:63m eV respectively. T he gray solid line
isthe BCS resut.

conductivity as a function of frequency while
E llashberg theory can give a good t. It
is also clar that som e inpurity scattering
In the unitary lim it is needed and that the
electron-boson exchange soectral density has
Iong tails extending to at least 400m &V, and
at T = 10K hasa large contribution from the
41m eV resonance peak.

InFig.1(Jwe show ourresuls forthe in ag—
hary part of the optical conductivity ,(!).
W hat isplotted is! ,(!)vs! at T = 10K.
T he s0lid curve gives data from Homesetal
48]. The dash-dotted curve are E liashberg
results based on an MM P kemel which does
not acoount for charge carrier coupling to the
41m eV resonance. It fails to reproduce the
data. O n the otherhand, when the resonance
is lncluded In our I? (! ) we get the dashed
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curve w hich agreesw ith the datam uch better
and show s a Jarge depression in the curve lo—
cated around 75m &V in agreem ent w ith the
data. This is the signature in , (! ) of the
4lmeV resonance in I? (!). At very low
energies the agreem ent is not as good. As
for the real part of the conductivity this re-
gion is sensitive to Im purity scattering while
at higher energies only inelastic scattering
is really Im portant. T he dash-doubledotted
curve includes In purties in the unitary lin it
with * = 063meV as befre. This pro—
duces excellent agreem ent w ith the data even
In theanall! region which isnot aswellde—
scribed In the case of Bom scattering (dotted
curve with £ = 0:32meV). kt is clear from
this graph that ! ,(!) has an easily identi-

ably signature of the spin resonance. A Iso,
the spectral density extends to high energies
and E liashberg theory wih som e contribu-—
tion from unitary scattering im purities is in
very good agreem ent w ith the data.

W hile we have seen that an unm istakable
signature ofthe 41m eV optical resonance ex—
ists in the data on both real and in aghary
part ofthe mfrared conductivity asa function
ofenergy ! I the T = 10K data, the reso—
nance is even clearer n the second derivative
de nedby W (!') ofEg. @) . The near equal-
ity between W (!)and 2F (!) established by
M arsiglio et al. 4] for a phonon m echanism
was only ©r the nom akstate, ie.: o; ()
entering the formula is the nom alstate op—
tical scattering rate. But In the high T,
cuprates the only Jow tem perature data availk-
abl is often in the superconducting state.
T hus, we need to discuss In m ore detailw hat
happens in Eq. @) when } (!) is replaced
by its superconducting state valie. As we
have seen in Fig.'3, in the nom alstate and
at low tem peratures W (!) is alm ost exactly
P35, 43, 43, 43, 50] equal to the input I* (!)
form odels based on the NAFFL. O f course,
I2 (') is seen n W (!) through elctronic
processes. But in the nom alstate the elec—
tronicdensity ofstatesN (") isconstant In the



In portant energy region and, thus, does not
Jead to additional structures n W (!) that
are not n I* (!). Such additional struc-
tureswould then corrupt the signal, ifthe aim

isto obtain I? (!) from W (!). This is no
longer the case In the superconducting state
because of the logarithm ic van Hove singu-
larities in N (") and these do indeed strongly
In uence the shape of W (! ) and Introduce
additional structures In W (! ) corresponding
to com binations of the positions of the sihgu-—
larity m N (") and the peak in I? (!) atE,
as described by Abanov et al. [51]The struc—
tures n W (!) corresponding to these singu-
larities contam nate the signal in the sense
that W (!) in the superconducting state isno
longer equal to the nput I? (!) [@4,45]. T
fact, only the resonance peak appears clarly
at o+ E, and is size n W (!) is about
tw ice the value of I? (!) at that frequency.
In some cases the tails n W (!') also match
wellthetailsin I? (!). In the end, of course,
W (!) servesonly asa guideand it isthe qual-
ity of the nal t to the conductivity data
that detemm ines the quality of the derived
% ().

N evertheless, besides giving a m easure of
the coupling of the charge carriers to the op—
tical resonance W (!) can also be used to
see the position of density of states sinhgular-
ities, as shown ;n Fig.0] where I* (!) Qray
squares) and W (!') (solid line) derived from
our theoretical results are com pared. A Iso
shown by vertical arrow s are the positions of

0+ E 2 o+E,, o+2E.,and2 ,+ 2E..
W e note structures at each of these places
and this Infom ation is valiabl. Note that
at 2 ¢ + E, the large negative oscillation
Sen N W (!) ismainly caused by the kink
in I (!) (Qray squares) at about 75m eV .
T he density ofelectronic states e ects clearly
distorted the spectrum above the resonance
peak and W (!) stops agreeing w ith the in—
putI? (!) in this region untilabout 150m &V
where agream ent is recovered. In summ ary,
W (!') contains som e infom ation on singu-
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FIG. 11: Second derivative W (! ) com pared
with the mput spectral density I? (!). The

4lmeV peak in I? (!) (gray squares) is clearly
(')=2 (solid line) as are the tails at
higher energies. In the energy region between 75
and 150m eV the van Hove singularities in the
ekctronic density of states show up added on
to E, and distort the correspondence between

scen N W

W (1)=2 and I? (!). The dashed line shows
the function W (! )=2 derived from experin ental
data.

larities In N (") as well as on the shape and
size of I (!) and, in the superconducting
state, the two e ects cannot be clkarly ssp-
arated. Nevertheless, W (! ) ram ains a valu—
able interm ediate step in the construction of
a dcharge carrerexchange boson interaction
soectral density from opticaldata. To close,
thedashed curve in F ig..l'] isthe direct exper-
In entaldata orw (! )=2which is rem arkably
sin ilar to theory when we consider that a sec—
ond derivative is needed to get this curve.
Next we want to concentrate on the out-
ofplane conductiviy (caxis conductivity) of
YBCO . Before presenting resuls we stress
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FIG. 12: Comparison between in-plane (solid
line) and out of plane (dashed line) realpart of
the caxis conductivity 1.(!) vs! In an E liash—
berg m odel w ith our m odel carrierboson spec—
tral density I? (!) which inclides the 41m &V
soin resonance. The dotted curve is 1. (!) fora
BCS dwave m odelw ith the sam e gap value as
In the E llashberg work and is included for com —
parison.

that the boson exchange kemel I? (!) is
an In-plane quantity and is taken from our
discussion of the inplane conductivity. It
is not tted to any caxis data. It is to
be used unchanged to calculate the out-of-
plane conductivity assum ing rst ooherent
hoppingwiht k)= t, cos ( ) mEgs. 9).
The solid curve in Fig. 12 is the in-plane
E liashberg result which is included for com -
parison with the dashed curve which is for
the caxis. In the boson assisted region,
which would not exist n a BC S theory, both
curves have a ram arkably sin ilar behavior.
Atvery low frequencies, a region which com es
mahly from the coherent delta function part
of the carrer spectral density, and which is
the only part nclided in BCS, we note a
narrow D rude-lke peak In the solid curve.
This part is suppressed In the cdirection
(dashed curve) because the contribution from
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FIG .13: Com parison between in-plane (dotted)
and out of plane (solid) for the real part of the
conductiviy 1 (!)vs!.Thedata isfrom Hom es
et al [fl-g].

the nodal quasiparticles are e ectively left
out by the t, cos? ( ) weighting temm . A Iso,
shown for com parison are BC S resuls for co-
herent hoppihg (dotted curve) along the c-
axis. These results show no resamblance to
our E llashberg results and also do not agree
w ith experiment Fig.13. W hat detem ines
them ain rise in the region beyond the D rude
part ofthe conductivity In 1. (! ) are thebo—
son assisted processes and this rise does not
signal the value of the gap or tw ice the gap
for that m atter, but rather a com bination of
o and the resonance energy E ..

In Fig.13 we com pare the data of Hom es
et al. [8] on the sam e graph for in-plane
(dotted) and out-ofplane (solid) conductiv—
ity 1 (!). It is clear that in the cdirection,
the nodal quasiparticles seen In the dotted
curve are strongly suppressed. This favors
thet, co& 2 ) m atrix elem ent or the caxis
dynam ics as we have just seen. Further, in
the boson assisted region the two curves show
alm ost perfect agreem ent wih each other,
which again favors the t, cos® 2 ) coupling



as was illustrated in the theoretical curves
of Fig. 2. One di erence is that the mamn
rise, indicating the onset oftheboson assisted
Incocherent (nplane) processes, appears to
have shifted slightly toward low er frequencies
In the caxis data as opposed to a shift to
slightly higher frequencies n our theory. &
should be ram em bered, however, that in the
raw caxisdata, large structures appear in the
conductivity due to direct phonon absorption
and these need to be subtracted out, before
data for the electronic background of F ig. 13
can be obtained. In view ofthis, it isnot clear
to us how seriously we should take the el
tively am all disagream ents that we have Jjust
described between theory and experin ent.

W ith the above reservation kept In m ind
we show in Fig. 14, a comparison of vari
ous theoretical results w ith experin ental c-
axis conductivity (olack solid line). T here are

ve additional curves. T he black ones are ob—
tained from an E liashberg calculation based
on the MM P model for I? (!) with inpuri
tiest” = 0:32m eV included to sinulate the
fact that the sam ples used are not perfect,
ie.: are not complktely pure, but this pa—
ram eter does not play a critical role in this
discussion. Incoherent caxis coupling is as—
sumed wih ¥:=Vyoj= 1 (plack dotted). &k is
clear that this curve does not agree wellw ith
the data and that the coupling along the ¢
axis cannot be dom Inated by incoherent hop—
ping between planes. This is also In agree—
ment wih the results of a theoretical study
by D ahm et al. H2]who also cbserved better
agream ent for coherent c-axis conductivity in
the overdoped regin e. O n the otherhand the

t w ith the bladck dashed line is good In com —
parison. Tt uses the ssme MM P m odel but
w ith ooherent coupling of the form t, k) =
t, o 2 ). This tmay already be jidged
satisfactorily but it should be rem embered
that ifwe had used them odelofI? (!) with
the 41m &V peak inclided instead of MM P,
the agreem ent would have deteriorated. This
is troubling since one would expect that cou—
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FIG .14: Com parison w ith the data ofHom es et
al i_4'§3] for the caxis conductivity (lack solid
curve). T he theoretical curves were cbtained In
a BC S theory, solid gray (coherent), dotted gray
(Ihncoherent) and the others in E liashberg theory
withM M P m odeland in puritiest’ = 032m eV .
The black dotted curve is for nooherent caxis
wih /1=Vyj= 1, the dashed for coherent caxis
witht, ( )=t co 2 ) with an angk in the
two dim ensional CuO, Brillouin zone, and the
dash-dotted is a t to the data provided by a
m ixture of coherent and incoherent. W e stress
that this lJast t is for illustrative purposes only,
and is not unique.

plng to the 41me&V spoin resonance would
be stronger In the cdirection data than it
is in the inplane data. This is because the
caxis em phasizes the hot soots around the
antinodal directions which connect best to
( ; ) In the m agnetic susceptioility. This is
the position in m om entum Space where this
SoIn resonance is seen to be located In opti-
m ally doped YBCO .On the other hand, re—
cent ARPES data PR3, 63, 54, 53] which t
well the MFL (marghal Fem 1 liquid) phe-
nom enology show little in-plane anisotropy



for scattering around the Fem i surface and
this is consistent w ith the ndings here.

The dash-dotted curve In Fig. 14 illus-
trates a t to the data that can be achieved
w ith a dom inant coherent piece and subdom -
hant Inoocherent contrbution. Ik is not clear
to us whether such a close t is signi cant
given the uncertainties in the data and the
lack of uniqueness in the tting procedure.
It does, however, illustrate the fact that a
an all am ount of incoherent caxis hopping
cannot be com pltely ruled out from consid—
eration ofthe nfrared data and that thisdata
can be understood quite well w ithin E liash—
berg theory. The last two curves (solid gray
and dotted gray) are based on BCS d-wave
theory and are reproduced here to illustrate
the fact that such a theory is unablk to ex—
plain the caxisdata. The solid gray curve is
wiht, k)=t cos 2 ) and the dotted gray
one for nooherent caxis transport. Com —
pared w ith our E liashberg resuls the agree—
m ent w ith the data is poor.

The M icrowave C onductivity

The m icrowave conductivity as a func-
tion of tem perature In pure single crystals of
YBCO reveald the existence of a very large
peak around 40K PQ] whose size and po-
sition in tem perature depends som ew hat on
them icrow ave frequency used. Thispeak has
been widely interpreted as due to a rapid re—
duction In the inelastic scattering below T,
and is generally referred to as the collapse of
the low -tem perature Inelastic scattering rate.
This has been taken as strong evidence that
them echanian hvolved is electronic in origin
and, this fact translates .n our form alism Into
the fact, that the charge carrierexchange bo-
son interaction spectraldensity I (!) is re—
duced at low frequencies due to the onset of
superconductivity. W e have already seen in
F ig.7] the growth ofthe 41m eV resonance In
I2 (!) asthe tem perature is owered. At the
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sam e tin e the Inplane infrared optical data
show s a gapping orat least a strong reduction
of spectral weight at anall ! . This inplies
that for tam peratures an aller than the char-
acteristic energy associated w ith this reduc—
tion, the nelastic scattering ratesw illbecom e
exponentially an all and therefore the nelas—
tic scattering tin e will becom e very large.
This feature by iself will ncrease the m i+
crow ave conductivity. At the sam e tin e the
nom al uid density is of course decreasing
towards zero. This feature reduces the ab-
sorption which is due only to the nom al ex—
citation. The two e ects combine to give a
maximum In the real part of the m icrowave
conductivity at som e Intermm ediate tem pera—
ture.

A nother possibl way to describe this col-
lapse of the mnelastic scattering tim e is the
Introduction of a tem perature dependent in—
elastic scattering tin e which can be m odeled
from spin  uctuation theory [B6l.

Recently Hosseinietal. 7] provided new
m icrowave data at ve di erent frequencies
between 1 and 75 GH z on ultra pure sam ples
0fY¥YBa,Cuz0¢4.99 grown In BaZrO ;3 crucbles.
In Fig.19 we show results cbtained from our
E liashberg solutions and com pare w ith exper-
iment B§]. The solid squares are the data
of Hosseini et al., the open triangles are our
num erical results in the clkan lim it, and the
solid triangles include a sm all am ount of In —
purities characterized by * = 0:003meV
and ¢ = 02. The gure has ve frames
one for each of the ve m icrowave frequen-—
cies considered, nam ely 114, 225,134,227,
and 753GHz. W e see that even for these
ulrapure crystals, results obtained without
Including in purties do not agree well w ith
the data at the lowest m icrow ave frequencies
considered and at the lowest tem peratures.
For example, n the case of the ! = 114
and 225G H z runs the predicted peak ism uch
to high. The agreem ent, however, In proves
as the frequency of the m icrowave probe is
Increased. M ore im portantly, when a anall
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FIG.15: M icrowave conductivity 1 (!;t) in
10’ 'm ! vs the reduced tem perature t =

T=T. for the ve frequencies measured in ex—
perin ental work of Hosseini et al. [57] nam ely
= 114, 225, 134, 22.7, and 753GHz (ot-
tom fram e). Solid squares are experin ent, open
triangles clean lim it and solid triangles inelastic
scattering plus In purities characterized by a po—
tentialwith * = 0:003meV and c= 02.

am ount of in purity scattering wih c= 02
is included, good agreem ent is cbtained in
all cases. The same data ptted In a dif-
ferent way shows better the dram atic in —
provem ent In the agreem ent with the data
when In purties are Included. T his isdem on-
strated In Fig.1§ where we show the data
for the m icrowave conductivity (') vs !

at three di erent tem peratures. The data
are represented by solid squares, up-triangles
and down-triangles for T = 10K, 15K and
20K respectively. T he open sym bols give the

Bl T = 10K Experiment
N A T - 15K Experiment
V¥ T =20K Experiment
O T = 10K theory, clean limit
6 A T = 15K theory, clean limit
T VY T =20K theory, clean limit
T = 10K theory,
i P . ¢
e . r=0.003meV,c=0.2
‘TG AI T = 15K theory,
N 4 [ =0.003 meV, ¢ = 0.2
o %A T = 20K theory,
- L I =0.003meV,c=0.2
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A
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FIG.16: The m icrowave conductiviy 1 (!;T)

as a function of !
atures.

for three di erent tem per-
The data is the same as shown in
Fi. :_1'5 The open symbols are theory for the
pure lim i, the solid gray symbols theory with
som e In purity scattering additionally included,
and the solid black symbols are experim ents.
10K, the up-triangles
15K, and the down-triangles for T =

The squares are for T =
forT =
20K .

resuls of our E liashberg calculations in the
pure case and the solid gray sym bols include
In purties. T he gray lines through the points
are a guide for the eye. T he agreem ent w ith
the data in this Jast case isw ithin experin en—
talerror and is acceptable. It is clear, that a
an allam ount ofelastic scattering needs to be
included in the calculations to achieve good
agream ent.

W e now tum to the caxis. No new pa—
ram eters relevant to the in-plane dynam ics
need to be Introduced in order to understand
the caxis data. It is necessary, however, to
have som e m odel for the caxis charge trans-
fer. C oherent or lncoherent hopping w ill lead
to quite di erent conclusions as w ill the as-
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FIG. 17: The caxis m icrowave conductiviy
1c(T) at ! = 22GHz as a function of tem -
perature T. The open up-trianglks were cb-—

tained from the em pirically determ ined I? (!)
shown in Flgff. The solid squares are for an
MMP form Eq. {_1-9) with low frequency cuto

applied. T hiscuto J'sﬂlesameasseenjnFjg.fZ:.
T he open dow n-trianglkesem ploy the ssmeM M P
modelwih !sg = 20m &V and w thout the low
frequency cuto . In this case there is no peak
n 1c(T). Allcurves are for coherent tunneling
witht, k)=t o 2 ).

sum ption, In the ocoherent hopping cass, of a
constant ora m om entum dependent hopping
probability. For the constant case the con—
ductivity will m irvor its in-plane value but
its m agniude will of course be greatly re—
duced. Fora -dependentm atrix elem ent, on
the other hand, the nodal quasiparticles are
elim Inated from participation in the caxisre-
Foonse and we can expect a behaviordi erent
from the in-plane resuls.

In Fig.17 we show num erical results for
the tam perature dependence of the real part
of the caxis m icrowave conductivity 1.(T)
at ! = 22GHz as a function of tem pera—
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ture T in arbitrary units. The resuls are
for coherent hopping wih a -dependentm a—
trix elem ent. For the n-plane case the sam e
form applies except that the vertex t, (k)
would be replaced by a Fem i velocity vy .
In asmuch as both these vertices are taken
to be independent of k they can be pulled
out of the Integral over k in Egs. (9) and
In-plane and out-ofplane conductivities dif-
fer only by a num erical constant which sets
the over all scale in each case. Since no peak
is cbserved In the tem perature dependence
of the c-axis conductivity [59] this case does
not agree w ith experim ent and will not be
treated furtherhere. Only results fort, k) =
t, cos (2 ) are considered In Fig.iIV. The
open up-trianglks are the resuls obtained
from the charge carrerexchange boson inter-
action spectral density I? (!) cbtained em -
pidcally from the in-plane infrared conducti—
ity Fig.7). This is the only m aterial param —
eterwhich characterizesYBCO In theE liash—
berg equations (13). Solutions of these equa—
tions determ ine the In-plane G reen’s function
@2) and hence the caxis conductivity Egs.
@1). Arbitrary units are used, so that the
absolute value of t; is not required. W e see
a broad peak n 1 (T) vs T which is cen—
tered around T = 60K rather than around
T = 40K for the h-plane case of Fig. 15.
The caxis peak is also analler. These dif-
ferences are entirely due to the extra factor
of cos’ 2 ) in the caxis conductivity which
elim Inates the nodal direction. This has a
profound e ect on the resulting tem perature
dependence of (. (T) but, as we can see,
doesnot entirely elin inatethepeak in (T ).
T here is considerable disagreem ent w ith ex—
perin ent which is shown as the solid squares
in Fig. 1§. Our theoretical results are ro—
bust in the sense that the peak is due to
the greatly reduced spectralweight in I2 (!)
of Fig."] at small ! when superconductiv—
ity sets in and this is xed from oconsider-
ation of the In-plne conductivity. The ef-
fect of this spectral weight reduction is fur-
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FIG. 18: The caxis m icrowave conductivity

1c(T) at ! = 22GHz as a function of tem pera—
ture T . The solid squares are the experim ental
results by Hosseiniet al. [59] shown for com —
parison. T he others are theory based on various
m odels for the charge carrierexchange boson in—
teraction spectral densiy. A 1l calculations are
for the incoherent case based on Egs. €1) with
V1= Vo in @2) and Vo adjasted tom atch the ex—
perin entalvalieat T = 90K .0 pen up-triangles
are based on our em pirically determ ined charge
carrierexchange boson Interaction spectral den—
sity I (!) ofF ig.i} w ithout additional in purity
scattering foure 1im i) . T he open dow n-triangles
are also In the pure lim it but the MM P m odel
£4) is used without cuto . The stars are the
sam e as the open dow n-triangles but now im pu—
rity scattering is included In the unitary lim it
with * = 05mev.

ther illustrated in F ig.17 by the solid squares
which em ploy instead of our em pirical value
forI? (!)thesimplrMMP om ofEq. @4)
with the same low frequency cuto as indi-
cated in Fig.”] being applied. The cuto is
of course tam perature dependent and goes to
zero at T.. Thepeak In 1. (T) vs T ram ains
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and is close to the resuls obtained when an
optical resonance is nclided in addition to
a low frequency cuto . For com parison, the
dow n-triangles were obtained when no low

frequency cuto was applied. W e now see
that the peak In . (T) vs T is com plktely
elin inated. T his dem onstrates that the peak
is due to the collapse of the nelastic scatter—
Ing rate embodied in the low frequency gap—
ping ofthe charge carrierboson spectralden—
sity. In summ ary, even when a m om entum

dependent coherent hopping m atrix elem ent
ofthe o t, k)= t, cos” 2 ) is considered,
gaping of I? (!') at small ! leads directly
to a peak In the caxis m icrowave conduc-
tivity. However, the spectral density I (!)
which enters the E liashberg equations {1Q) on
the in aghary axis and (13) on the real axis
could depend on position on the Fem i sur-
face. This com plication was not considered
here but i is inportant to point out that
coherent caxis tunneling could lead to rea—
sonable agreem ent w ith the m easured tem -
perature variation of the m icrowave conduc-
tivity, if the spectral density I? (!) is dif-
ferent along the antinodal direction and, in
particular, hasno gapping at low frequencies.
This di erence m ight not have been picked

up In our analysis of the in-plane conducti—
iy which is characteristic of an average over
all points on the Fem i surface and not Jjust
of the antinodal direction.

Fig.18 shows resuls for the tem perature
variation of the caxis m icrowave conductiv—
ity 1(T) at ! = 22GHz in the nooher—
ent coupling case, Egs. @1). As we have
Indicated In Sec. 2 this formula involves a
doubl Integral over m om entum which sspa—
rately weights the two G reen’s functions. For
sim plicity, we show results only for the case
Vi = Vp In the inpuriy m odel potential of
Eqg. £2). Other values have been consid-
ered but this does not change qualitatively
any of the conclusions we will make. The
open up-triangles give results when the em —
pirical I# (!') of Fig.7] isused. W e see that



In this case the theory predicts no peak In

1 (T) vs T In good agreem ent w ith the ex—
perin entalresults ofH osseinietal. (3] (solid
squares). The low frequency cuto built into
our I? (!) (open up-triangls) has little ef-
fect on the resulting (.(T). This is veri-

ed directly when we com pare w ith the open
dow n-triangles w hich were cbtained w ith the
MMP form @4) wihout cuto . These re-
suls di er very little from the previous ones
and show that the application of a low fre—
quency cuto doesnot play a critical role for
the Inooherent case. This is In sharp con-
trast to the coherent case in which the low
frequency cuto Jleads directly to a peak in

1c (T). The curves are also robust to the in—
troduction of som e elastic in purity scatter-
Ing as is dem onstrated wih the nal st of
results in F ig.1§, denoted by stars, which is
based on an MM P m odelw ith elastic im pu-
rity scattering inclided in the uniary lim it
with * = 05meV in Eq. ({1). W e see that
the inclusion of in purities does not appre-
ciably change our results. The calculation
clearly show s that the observed data can be
understood naturally in an incoherent caxis
transport m odel and that the resuls are ro-
bust to changes n cuto at low ! and to the
addition of im purities.

T his contrasts w ith the case of the caxis
Infrared data which we described previously
and found to support coherent rather than
Incoherent caxis charge transfer.

O ther Superconducting State P roperties

T he tam perature dependence of the area
under the spin resonance seen at ( ;)
by spin polarized neutron scattering [@7]
has been m easured and its tem perature de-
pendence denoted by tm 2 (T)i=tm % (T =
10K)i is rproduced In the top frame of
Fig.19 asthe solid circles. A lso shown on the
sam e plot are our results for the area under
the optical resonance in our spectral density
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FIG.19: Top frame: spectral weight under

the optical resonance as a function of tem pera—
ture (solid line) obtained from the opticaldata of
Fjg.:_G (top fram e, ve tem peratures only). The
solid circles are the data of Daiet al. [@1] for
the nom alized area under the spin resonance
ocbtained by neutron scattering. The dashed
curve gives our calculated (T )= ((0). Bot-
tom fram e: the nom alized London penetration
depth squared ( ()= (T))* vs reduced tem per—
ature t = T=T. (solid line) com pared w ih the
experin ental results of Bonn et al [:4:]. The
dotted curve gives them odynam ic critical eld
H.(T)=H.0) vst.

I? (!) at various tem peratures (see Fig.7]).
W e denote thisby A (T ) and plot as the solid
line the ratio A (T)=A (T = 10K) whith P}
low s the sam e tem perature variation as the
neutron resul. T his tem perature variation is
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FIG. 20: The ekctronic part of the them al

conductivity as a function of the reduced tem —
perature t = T=T.. The solid squares are the
experim ental results of M atsukawa et al L6-(_j]
and the solid triangles our theoretical resul w ith
som e In puriy scattering inclided.

also close to that of the gap edge shown as
the dashed curve. This last curve was found
as a byproduct of our E liashberg calculations
based on the num erical solutions ofEgs. (I3).
T he gap am plitude at tem perature T is given
by <ef (! = 0i;T)g= o). The same
solutions give the tem perature dependence of
the penetration depth and of the therm ody-
nam ic critical eld which we present In the
bottom frame of Fig. 19. The solid curve
givesresultsfor [ (0)= (T)Ff vst= T=T. (the
reduced tem perature) which are close to the
experin ental results of Bonn et al. {] given
as solid squares.

Further results are shown in F ig.2( forthe
electronic part of the them al conductivity
as a function of tem perature. It shows, as
does the In-plane m icrowave conductivity, a
large peak around 40K . The solid triangles
are the results of our calculations whik the
s0lid squares are the experin ental results of
M atsukawa et al. pd]. The agreem ent is re-
m arkably good. W e stress that no adjistable
param eters enter our calculations except fora
choice forthe in purity param eter t' which is
also restricted in this particular case because

25

TABLE I: Some superconducting properties of
the twinned YBCO sampl: F (0) is the con—
densation energy at T = 0 In meV /Cu-atom,
ng=n is the super uid to total carrier density ra—

tio, p istheplasma frequency In eV .
T heory E xperin ent Ref.
F (0) 0287 025 [44, 651
ng=n 033 025 641
o 236 2.648 )
2 o=kg Te 51 5.0 3]

t" hasalready been determ ined by a previous

t to the m icrowave data {L8]. The kemel in
the E liashberg equations is com pletely deter-
m ined from opticaldata.

O ther in portant successes of our E liash—
berg calculations are summ arized in Tablk .
W e begh wih a discussion of the plhana
frequency . Referring to Fig. g we point
out the arrow which show s the frequency at
which we m ade our calculated conductivity
agree exactly w ith experin ent. T his sets the
plaam a frequency which isalso the totalspec—
tralweight under the realpart of the conduc-
tivity. The optical spectrum sum rule is

zZ

2
d! l(!)=§p: 25)

0

A valieof = 2366V isfound which agrees
wellw ith the experin entalvalie 2:648 eV (see
Tab.i). A firther com parison of our m odel
with the infrared data is provided by the
analysis of the fraction of the total nom al-
state spectral weight which condenses into
the super uid: ng=n. Indeed, strong electron—
boson ocoupling reduces the spoectral weight
of the quasiparticle com ponent of the elec—
tronic spectral finction A (k;!) com pared to
isnon-interacting value by a factorofZ lead-
ing at the sam e tim e to the appearance of an
Incoherent com ponent. Tt is the latter com —
ponent which is responsible for the H olstein



band in the optical conductivity whereas the
coherent quasiparticle part gives rise to the
Drude tem at T > T. and to the super uid
density at T = 0 in the spectra of 1 (!) [9l.
The values of ng=n and hence (& 1) yvied
an estim ate of the strength of renomm aliza—
tion e ects in the interacting system . Tanner
et al. [p7] obtained ng=n ’ 025 iIn crystals
of YBCO . This com pares wellw ith the value
" 033 whith correspondsto 2 7 3 (at low
tem peratures) generated in our analysis.

W e have also caloulated the condensation
energy H] as a finction of tem perature. Its
valie at T = 0 follows from the nom al-
state electronic density of states which we
take from band structure theory equal to
20 states/eV /Cu-atom (doubl spin) around
the m iddle of the calculated range of val-
ues {/0]. This gives a condensation en-
ergy F (0) = 0287mev=Cu atom which
agreeswellw ith the value quoted by N om an
etal [64]from thework by Loram etal. [3].
(See Tab.{.) This is equivalent to a therm o-
dynam ic critical eld oH.(0)= 141T wih
H.(T) de ned through F (T)= H 2(T)=8
T he nom alized value H . (T )=H . (0) is shown
as the dotted line In the bottom frame of
Fig.19 and is seen to follow reasonably, but
not exactly, the T dependence ofthe nom al-
ized penetration depth. One further quan-—
tity is the ratio of the gap am plitude to the
critical tem perature which in BC S theory is
2 o=kgT. = 42 for dwave. In E liashberg
theory the gap depends on frequency. In this
case an unambiguous de nition of what is
meantby o istousetheposition in energy of
the peak in the quasiparticle density of states
which is how the gap ( is usually de ned
experin entally for a d-wave superconductor.
W e get a theoreticalvalue of2 =kg T’ 5:1
in good agreem ent w ith experin ent, as shown
in Tab. .
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FIG.21l: The tem perature dependent abplane
optical scattering rate for an optim ally doped
Bi2212 single crystal wih E Ja in the nom al
state. The solid lines represent experim ental
data by Tu et al. [i4d]. The dotted lines give
the theoretical result calculated using Eq. {-_3)
and a I (! ) which is just an MM P spectrum
wih !sp = 82meV.AtT = 295K theory repro-
duces experin ent aln ost ideally; this agreem ent

. deteriorates at lower tem peratures. F inally, the

dashed lines present theoretical results found for
thesameM M P spectrum asbeforebutnow w ith
coupling to the 43m €V optical resonance added.

The Com pound B i,Sr,C aC uy0 g+

O ptical data published by Pudchkov et al
[44] for optin ally doped sam ples of the com —
pound B1SnCaCu,0g, ([B12212) have rst
been analyzed by Schachinger and C arbotte
f8]. They reported that the nom alstate
optical scattering rate (T = 300K) can be
tted perfectly by an MM P soectrum w ith
lsg = 100m &V and w ith an high energy cut—
o at400m &V .T he Inversion ofthe supercon—
ducting state optical scattering rate revealed



the coupling of the charge carriers to a res—
onance found at an energy of 43m &V . This
corresoonds to the m agnetic resonant m ode
found by Fong et al. [/1] using inelastic neu—
tron scattering. This m ode appears below
T. and its ntensity increases w ith decreasing
tem perature.

Tu etal. /2] recently studied the abplane
charge dynam ics in optin ally doped B 2212
single crystals (T, = 91K) usihg an exper-
In ental technique with much Inproved sig—
nal to noise ratio. They developed an ex-—
perim entally unam biguousm ethod which ex-—
am Ines the maxina and minina of W (!),
Eqg. {'g) . The authors argued that a com par-
ison of their spectral data w ith data found
for YBCO suggests that a pseudogap exists
In Bi2212 above T, at keast at T = 100K.
Fig. 21 presents their data (solid lines) to—
getherw ith a theoreticalanalysis. ForI? (!)
an MM P spectrum isused and at T = 295K
our best t is found for !qy = 82mevV to-
getherw ith an high energy cuto 400m &V us-
ing theoretical results calculated from Eq. @)
(dotted Iine). If we calculate the optical
scattering rate for the temperatures T =
200 and 100K using the same I? (!) spec—
trum it becom es cbvious that the agreem ent
with experim ent deteriorates with decreas-
Ing tem perature (dotted lines). A com par—
ison of the anom aly in the optical data at
T = 100K around 50m &V wih the optical
data of YBCO (Fig. 8) reveals quite sin &
lar behavior which suggests that in Bi2212
a ocoupling to an optical resonance can actu-—
ally be seen In the nom al state. Tndeed, the
quality of the data is good enough to allow
us to derive W (!) by hnversion. The result
show s a pronounced peak at 43m eV which
can be used to m odify the I? (!) spectrum .
This is shown in Fig.23. Using this m od-
ied spectrum I? (!) to calulate the opti-
cal scattering rate or T = 100K results in
excellent agreem ent betw een experin ent and
theory (dashed Ine, Fig.21l labeled 100K ).

The T = 200K data show a sim ilar, but

----T=100K
------ T=200K
——T=295K

0.6

— 04

02F

0.0 —
0 100 200 300

w (meV)

400

FIG .22: T he charge carrierspin excitation spec—
tral density I? (!) detem ned from nom al
state optical scattering data shown In Fig. :_2-1,'
for optim ally doped B i2212 single crystals. T he
solid curve is for T = 295K, the dotted curve for
200K , and the dashed one for 100K . Note the
grow th In strength of the 43m &V optical reso—
nance as the tem perature is lowered.

less pronounced, anom aly. It is not possbl
toderiveaW (!) directly from thedata sowe
sin ply usetheI? (!) und Hr100K and re—
duce the size of the 43m €V peak until best
agreem ent between experim ent and theory is
reached (dashed line in F ig.2] labeled 200K ).
Thisresultsin an I? (! ) presented in F ig.22
which still contains a pronounced contribu-
tion from the coupling of the charge carriers
to the optical resonance (dotted line). From

this we can oconclude that the optical reso-
nance, and probably connected with i, the
m agnetic resonant m ode exists at least up to
200K . N evertheless, our result for 295K in-—
dicates that at this tem perature the optical
resonance no longer exists.

W e willnow concentrate on the supercon-—
ducting state and study the tem perature de-
pendence of I? (! ) below T.. The top frame
ofF ig.23 presents the infrared scattering rate
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FIG.23: Top frame: optical scattering rate
opl (T;!') In mev for optinally doped, un-
tw inned Bi2212 single crystals [/4]. Bottom
fram e: function W (! )=2 vs ! In the region of

the optical resonance.

asmeasured by Tu et al. [72] for three tem -
peratures, namely 6K (gray solid line), 50K

(dashed line), and 80K (dotted line). Tnh com —
parison wih sin ilar results for YBCO (top
fram e of Fig.'§) we recognize that even at
80K Bi2212 show s a very strong suppression
of o (1) at energies below 50meV which
is an Indication of stronger coupling of the
charge carriers to the optical resonance. The
bottom fram e of this gure shows the func-
tion W (! )=2 derived from experiment with
the high energy negative parts suppressed be-
cause we want to concentrate on the optical
resonance. It ncreases as T is Iowered and
show s only little further variation below 50K .
In W (!)=2 the resonance peak is positioned
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at the resonance energy E . plusthe gap value

o (T') and w ih the tem perature dependence
of the gap accounted for, we can conclide
that the position ofthe resonance is tem pera-—
ture independent and staysatE, = 43mé&v,
the energy at which the m agnetic resonant
m ode is found by inelastic neutron scatter—
ing [73]. The coupling of the charge carriers
to a boson at 43m €V has also been cbserved
in photoem ission [73]and tunneling [/4]work
on B 2212 and the 43m €V m agnetic resonant
m ode seem s to be the cbvious candidate for
the origin of thisboson.

F iy.24 dem onstrates the agreem ent which
can be achieved between theory and experi-
m ent. The top fram e show s the Infrared scat—
tering rate O; (!Yvs! or T = 6K.The
solid line gives the experim ental data whik
the dashed and dotted curves represent theo—
retical results fora clean Iim it system and for
a system w ith im purty scattering in the uni-
tary Iimit ( ¥ = 05meV) respectively. The
di erences in the scattering rate arem argial
for these two m odel systam s, nevertheless,
they becom e i portant when the real part
of the optical conductivity ; (!) is investi-
gated. The bottom frame of Fig. 24 shows
the resuls. The solid line is experin ent, the
dotted line is theory for the clean Iim it sys-
tam . Tt reproduces nicely the maxinum In

1 (1) around 120m &V and the high energy
tail. At energiesbelow 75m €V the clean lim it
results deviates strongly from experin ent to—
wardsnearly zero valies and show a very pro—
nounced, narrow peak around ! = 0. Re-
suls for the system with im purties treated
In the unitary Iimit ( * = 05meV, dashed
line) display all in portant features cbserved
In the experim ental data. W e see, as In the
case ofYBCO, that in puritiesa ect only the
Jow energy region (! < 60me€V), the region
60 ! 100m &V is dom Inated by the cou-
pling to the optical resonance m odeled in the
I? (') while the energy region ! > 120m eV
is determ ned by the nom alstate M M P part
of I? (') as has already been described for



the YBCO ocom pound.

The bottom frame of Fig. 24 contains
an arrow which points out the frequency at
which wem ade our calculated | (!) to agree
exactly wih experiment. (This was only
done for the clean 1im it calculation, the sam e
scaling was used for the system with in-—
purities.) This sets the plasma frequency

p = 23eV which is to be compared wih
the ,= 198eV used by Tuetal [/2]. Fi
nally, we found for the superconducting gap
at T = 6K a value of 25m&V. This is cer-
tainly an aller than the valie of 34m eV re-
ported by Rubhausen et al. /5] from Ram an
Soectroscopy on B 2212 single crystalsw ith a
T. of 95K .

A pplication to O ther C uprates

In contrast to the systam s studied so far
TLBa,CuOg (I12201) isam onolayer com —
pound while YBCO ,Bi2212 and YBa,Cu,Og
(Y 124) are bilayer com pounds. M oreover,
T 12201 is the only system wih tetragonal
symm etry, all the other com pounds are of
orthorhom bic symm etry. Its T, 90K and
this is sin ilarto the T, of YBCO and Bi2212.
Y 124, on the other hand has a slightly lower
T. 0f82K and show s propertieswhich resem —
bk a moderately underdoped YBCO oom —
pound.

In Fig. 23 we show our resuk for the
nom akstate o (!) 6] related to the con—
ductivity by Eq. {]) for T2201 wih T, =
90K at temperature T = 300K . The solid
curve is the data of Puchkov et al. f4§]. The
dotted curve isourbest tor! sy = 30mev
with I? adjusted to get the correct absolute
value ofthe scattering rate at T = 300K and
! = 200m eV .W e see that this value of ! g5
does not give a satisfactory t to the data.
T he dash-dotted curve, however, tsthedata
welland corresoondsto gy = 100m &V .This

tprovidesuswith amodelI? (!) valid or
the nom al state of T12201. This I? (!) is
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then usad to calculate the anisotropy param e~
terg from the solution ofthe linearized im ag-
inary axis E liashbery equations () for the
critical tem perature T. = 90K .Asa resul of
this procedure all necessary param eters are

xed and we can now proceed to study the
superconducting state.

Resuls are shown in Fig.Z26. The solid
line In the top fram e show s the optical res—
onance obtained from mversion of the ex—
perin ental superconducting optical scatter-
Ing rate, presented In the bottom frame of
this gure (solid line). The gray squares are
the I? (!) used in the calculations displaced
In energy by thegap = 26meV . It is con—
structed com pltely from experim ent and we
followed the procedure already described in
detail forthe YBCO com pound. T he dashed
curve, nally, is the result of an inversion of
theoretical data, shown in the bottom frame
ofthis gure (dashed line) and we see that it
agrees reasonably wellw ith experin ent (solid
line). These results allowed Schachinger and
Carbotte [44] to predict for T 2201 a spin res-
onance at 43m eV . They also predicted that
the resonance should be less pronounced and
broader n T 12201 than in YBCO orBi2212.
Recently He et al. [76] sucoeeded in prepar-
Ing a TR201 sampl big enough for inelas—
tic m agnetic neutron scattering. This sam -
ple consists of about 300 coaligned optin ally
doped T 12201 single crystals. This experi-
ment con m ed the existence of a m agnetic
resonantm ode n T 12201 below T, which islo—
cated at about 47m &V and which appears to
be narrower than the resonances cbserved in
YBCO orBi2212. This is in slight disagree-
m ent w ith the results of Schachingerand C ar-
botte §4]and this disagreem ent could proba—
bly be explained by the poorer quality ofthe
sam ples used by Puchkov et al. {6] or the
opticalm easurem entsm any years ago. O ther
optical data are not available. N evertheless,
the basic agreem ent between the cbservation
of Schachinger and Carbotte [4] that the
charge carriers In T 2201 couple to an op-—



tical resonance and the subsequent cbserva—
tion of a m agnetic resonant m ode at about
the sam e energy by He et al.  [/4] using in—
elastic neutron scattering is quite in portant.
Tt proves that m agnetic resonant m odes are
not restricted to bilayer com pounds and that
we sean to be confronted w ith a uni ed phe-
nom enological picture.

T he optical resonance peak isnot ocbserved
in allsystem s as is illustrated in F i9.27 foran
overdoped sam ple of T 2201 with T. = 23K.
In thiscasea ttotheT = 300K nom alt
state data (solid gray curve) wih an MM P
model gives !gr = 1l00meV (Qray dashed
curve). The sam e spectrum also produces a
good t (pladk dashed line) to the data at
T = 10K @lack solid line) in the super-
conducting state. There is no need to In—
troduce a soIn resonance. Indeed the black
solid curve for the m easured optical scatter-
ing rate O; (') is am ooth and increases grad—
ually as ! increases with no clear sharp rise
at any de nie frequency In sharp contrast
with Fig.26. W e conclude from this analysis
that the resonance observed In som e cuprates
w ith high values of T, at optinum doping is
not present in allcasesand in particular there
is no evidence for such a resonance in over—
doped T122201 with T, = 23K . In this case
a standard MM P spectrum of the form  @4)
gives an adequate representation of the su—
perconducting state optical scattering rate as
a function of ! w ith the sam e spectraldensity
aswas detem ined by thedata at T = 300K .
T his is in contrast to the other cases studied
above for which the onset of superconductiv—
ity appearsto produce essentialm odi cations
of the underlying spectraldensity I (!).

W e extend our analysis to the m aterial
Y124 (T, = B82K) where we predict from
Fig.28 (top fram e, solid curve) a resonance at
38m eV . (This isbelow the energy of41m &V
for the resonance in YBCO which is not
surprising as it is a well established prop—
erty of bilayer high-T. cuprates that the en—
ergy of the m agnetic resonant m ode tracks
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T. In underdoped system s 7] and the op-
tical resonance seam s to be closely related
to this m agnetic resonant m ode.) The top
fram e of this gure dem onstrates the agree—
ment with W (!)=2 and I* (!) whih was
shifted by the theoreticalgap = 24me&V
which is a prediction of our calculations as,
to our know ledge, no experin ental data ex—
ist for this m aterdial. The bottom fram e of
F ig.2§ presents our com parison between ex-—
perin ental and theoretical optical scattering
rates. T he nom alstate scattering rate (gray
Iines) at T = 300K gives evidence for the ex—
istence of a high energy background as the
experin ental data (gray solid line) are best

tby an MM P spoin— uctuation spectrum as
described by Eq. @4) with !y = 80meVv
and a high energy cuto of 400meV (gray
dashed line). The black lines com pare the
theoretical results (dashed line) with exper-
iment K6] (s0lid line) n the superconduct-
Ing state at T = 10K . The signature of the
optical resonance, the sharp rise in 5 (!)
starting at around 50m €V is correctly repro-—
duced by theory. For! > 120m &V the exper-
In ental scattering rate show sonly a weak en—
ergy dependence and the theoretical predic—
tion starts to deviate from experim ent. This
is iIn contrast to our results found orallother
com pounds and could be related to the fact
that the Y 124 com pound show s features ofan
underdoped system .

SUMM ARY

An extended E liashberg theory can be ap—
plied to describe the superconducting prop-—
erties of hole doped high-T. cuprates. The
extension goes in two directions: rst, it ises-
sential to allow the pairing potential to have
de 2 symmetry, and, second, the charge
carrierexchange boson interaction leading to
pairing has to be modeled usihg a phe-
nom enological approach because the m icro-
soopic origin of the attractive interaction be-



tween the charge carriers is stillunknown.

An anomalous steep rise In the super-
conducting state optical scattering rate ob—
served In optim ally doped YBCO in the en-
ergy range 50 ! 90m eV was attributed
to the coupling of the charge carriers to an
optical resonance located at about 41mé&V.
T his optical resonance has is counterpart in
a m agnetic resonant m ode which can be cb-
served In YBCO atthe sam e energy by inelas-
tic neutron scattering. This resonance is not
cbsarved above T, In the nomm alstate and the
nom alstate infrared scattering rate too does
not develop any anom aly. Further experi-
m ental data on the tam perature dependence
ofthe Infrared scattering rate and ofthem ag—
netic resonance proved further agreem ent as
the area under the optical resonance is seen
to have the sam e tam perature dependence as
the 41m €V m agnetic resonantm ode. A 11this
resulted in a de nite procedure which allow s
a phenom enological charge carrierexchange
boson interaction spectraldensity I2 (!) to
be derived which re ects the coupling of the
charge carriers to the optical resonance and
also describes properly the alm ost linear fre—
quency dependence of the nom alstate In—
frared scattering rate. U sing thisphenom eno—
logical 12 (!) as the kemel of an extended
E liashberg theory allow susnot only to repro—
duce the experim ental infrared optical data,
it also allow s to reproduce properly the tem —
perature dependence of the m icrowave con—
ductivity, of the London penetration depth,
and ofnum erous other superconducting prop—
erties.

T his success jasti es the extension of this
analysis to other compounds, lke Bi2212,
T 12201, and Y 124 forw hich less extensive ex—
perin entaldata areavailable. T he latest high
quality optical data on Bi2212 proved that,
also In this case, the coupling of the charge
carriers to an optical resonance at 43m €V can
be associated w ith an anom alous stesp rise in
the superconducting state nfrared scattering
rate. In contrast to YBCO the anomaly in
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the infrared optical scattering rate can also
be cbserved in the nom al state. This op—
tical resonance has, in the superconducting
state, its counterpart in a m agnetic resonant
m ode observed by inelastic neutron scatter—
Ing at 43m eV . This m ode has, so far, not
been observed In the nomn al state of opti-
m ally doped Bi2212. The m ethod to derive
a phenom enologicalI? (!) from opticaldata
developed for YBCO can also be applied to
the com pound Bi2212 and leads, again, to
a tem perature dependent kemel I? (!) and
the extended E liashberg theory allow s an ex—
cellent reproduction of som e superconducting
state properties.

A sinilar anom aly can be observed In
the superconducting state low -tem perature
Infrared scattering rate of T 2201 and Y 124.
Tt has, consequently, been interpreted as the
coupling of charge carriers to an optical reso—
nance, not present above T.. Recently, In the
m onolayer com pound T 12201 a m agnetic res—
onant m ode has been observed in the super-
conducting state but at a slightly higher en—
ergy than predicted from opticaldata. N ever—
theless, this fact is quite in portant because
it established that the existence of a m ag—
netic resonant m ode is not restricted to bi-
layer com pounds. The existence of a mag—
netic resonant m ode is still to be proved in
Y124, In which an optical resonance seem s
to exist at an energy of 38m &V . For both
com pounds, an extended E liashberg theory
together w ith a phenom enologically derived
kemelI? (!) resulted in a good reproduction
of the optical data. N ot enough infom ation
about a possble tem perature dependence of
theI? (!) in these com pounds is available to
extend the theoreticalanalysis to other super-
conducting state properties.

A 11 this established a uni ed phenom eno—
logical picture for hole doped high-T.
auprates which interpretes anom alies In the
charge carrier dynam ics observed in opti-
m ally and overdoped sam ples as a signature
of spin degrees of freedom in these com -



pounds.
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FIG.24: The top fram e gives the optical scat—
tering rate O}} (!) vs ! for optimally doped
B 12212 single crystals at a tem perature of 6K .
T he experim ental results give the solid curve and
our clan lim it theoretical t to it is the dot-
ted curve. The dashed curve presents theoreti-
calresuls for a system with im purity scattering
In the unitary lim it described by the param eter

* = 05meV and c= 0. The lower fram e gives
a com parison of the realpart of the inplane op—
tical conductivity 1 (!) vs! for the two m odels
already presented in the top frame. The solid
curve is the experin entaldata, the dotted curve
the clean lim it theoretical resul, and the dashed
curve the theoretical resul for the system with
In puriies.

35



250

200
S
[}
E 150}
3
" s
[
100 - Experiment
s g =30 meV
—-—-w, =100 meV
50 n 1 n 1 n 1 n 1 n
0 50 100 150 200 250
w (meV)

FIG . 25: The nom alstate optical scattering
rate 7 (1) vs! for TR201 with a To = 90K

obtained from the work of Puchkov et al [_4-§]
(solid curve) . T hedash-dotted curve from theory
based on Eq. @) with an MM P m odel spectral
density using a spin uctuation frequency ! s¢r =

100m &V gives good agreem ent while the choice
0of30m &V (dotted curve) does not.
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FIG. 26: The top frame gives our m odel for
the spin— uctuation spectral density (displaced
by the theoreticalgap (¢ = 26meV for T 2201
In the superconducting state at T = 10K (Qray
solid squares). Thedashed line isW (! ) obtained
from the calculated conductivity and the black
solid line is the coupling to the resonance found
directly from experin ent. (The high frequency
part has been om ited.) Ik was used to In con-
structing themodelI? (!). The bottom fram e
show s the optical scattering rate at T = 10K

(solid line) and the theoretical t to experin ent
found from E liashberg theory.
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FIG .27: The optical scattering rates in an over—
doped sample of T 12201 with a T = 23K .The
solid lines represent experin ental data and the
dashed lnes ts. The gray curves apply In the
nom alstate at T = 300K and the black curves
In the superconducting state at T = 10K .No
optical resonance peak is found in this case.
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FIG.28: The same asFig.26 but for them a-
terial Y 124. The soin— uctuation spectral den—
sity I? (! ) was displaced by the theoretical gap

0= 24m &V in the top fram e. In addition, the
grayed lines In the bottom fram e of this gure
show the com parison between experin ental and
theoreticalnom alstate data at T = 300K .Due
to this comparison !gp = 80m &V fortheM M P
spectrum ofEg. {4).



