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W e propose and dem onstrate a m icroscopic way to analyze the frequency-dependent infrared
conductivity : extraction of the electron selfenergy from the inversion of experim entally m easured
Infrared conductivity through the functionalm inin ization and num erical iterations. T he selfenergy
contains the full inform ation on the coherent and incoherent parts of interacting electrons and,
therefore, can describe their charge dynam ics even when the quasiparticle concept is not valid.
From the extracted selfenergy, other physical properties such as the Ram an intensity spectrum
and the e ective interaction between electrons can also be computed. W e will rst dem onstrate
that the selfenergy analysis can be successfully in plem ented by tting the frequency-dependent
condcutivities ofthe sin plem etals such asPb and Nb, and then calculating the e ective interactions
between electrons from the extracted selfenergies and com paring them w ith those obtained from
the tunneling experin ents. W e then present the selfenergy analysis of the M gB, superconductors
In nom al state and clarify som e of the controversies in their optical spectra. In particular, the
gn all electron-phonon coupling constant obtained previously is attributed to an underestin ate of

the plasm a frequency.

INTRODUCTION

T he frequency-dependent conductivity (!) provides
one ofthem ost valuabl and detailed nform ation on the
charge dynam ics In a wide class of m aterials. It is ana-
Iyzed using either the one-com ponent or tw o-com ponent
m odels E}:]. The two-com ponent m odel interprets the

(') as arising from a com bination of two types of car-
riers, free and bound ones. The free carriers are m od—
eled In temm s of the D rude tem and the bound ones in
term s of various Lorentzian oscillators. H ow ever, the in—
terpretation of the individual Lorentzian term s, m ost of
w hich are usually due to interband contributions, isnot
straightforward.

In the one-com ponent picture, referred to as the ex—
tended D rudem odel DM ), on the other hand, the fre—
quency dependence of the conductivity (!) below inter—
band contrbutions is described by extending the phe-
nom enologicalparam eters of the D rude m odel, the e ec—
tive massm and scattering rate 1= , to be frequency
dependent as i}:]
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wherem y, isthe electron bandm ass. TheEDM interprets
the experim entally obtained com plex conductivity (!)
nhtemsofl= (!)andm (!) detem ined by
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where |, = (4 ne?=m)'™ is the plasm a frequency, n
the electron density, and e is the electron charge. The !,
can be found by integrating the realpart ofthem easured
conductivity from the sum rule
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where ! 5x is the cuto frequency above which inter-
band contrbutions begin to contribute. The subscript
1 and 2 refer to, respectively, the real and in aghary
parts. The EDM hasbeen successfully em ployed to ana—
Iyze (!) ofthe conventionalm etalsaswellasthe heavy—
ferm jons and high-T. cuprates 'gl].

For a class of correlated electron system s such as the
ruthunates, Sr/C aRu0 3, however, theEDM breaksdown
and yields unphysical descriptions of the m aterials such
as the negative e ective m ass ['§:, :ff]. Sim ilar behav-
jor is also found for som e m oybdates, Sm ;M 0,0, and
Nd;M 0,0+ [a]. These observations clearly signal the in—
adequacy oftheEDM and callfora new way ofanalyzing

(!) which can be applied to a wide class of m aterials.
W e, therefore, propose to analyze the frequency depen-—
dent nfrared (IR) conductivity in tem s of the electron
selfenergy (! ) instead ofthe phenom enologicalparam —
etersofEqg. ‘_2) . The electron selfenergy contains the ull
Infom ation on the coherent and Incoherent partsofinter—
acting electrons and, therefore, can describe the charge
dynam ics even when the EDM or the Ferm i liquid FL)
picture is no longer valid. In this selfenergy analysis
(SEA ) m ethod, the electron selfenergy is extracted by
nverting the experin entally m easured infrared conduc—
tivity through the finctional m inin ization and num er-
ical iterations as will be discussed in detail in Section
ITT. The SEA m ay be considered as a m icroscopic gener—
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alization of the EDM , which can be applied to analyze
the frequency-dependent conductivity data of the non-—
Fem i liquids as well as the Femn 1 liquids. Even for the
FL where the EDM is expected to work, the SEA can
yield quantitatively m ore reliable results than the EDM ,
especially orthe FL w ith a strong electron-phonon cou—
pling. T he present paper ism ainly devoted to a detailed
description of the SEA m ethod and its applications to
relatively sin ple m etals. For m ore com plicated cases of
strongly correlated electron system s ncluding cuprates,
m olybdates and ruthunates, by which we were originally
m otivated, we plan to report the SEA results separately
elsew here. For these system s, qualitatively di erent re—
sults from the EDM results are expected.

A fter the Introduction, we w ill discuss the frequency-—
dependent conductivity (!) expressed in tem s of the
selfenergy (!) and itsrelation with the EDM in Sec. II.
T hisw illclarify the inherent 1im itationsofthew idely em —
plyed EDM analysis for the frequency-dependent con-
ductivity. W e w ill then describbe in Sec. ITI the form ula—
tion of the SEA m ethod, which is reduced to the global
m Inin ization ofa N ~variable function. The SEA m ethod
w illbe applied to experim entaldata ofPb,Nb and M gB,
and the results are presented in com parison with the
EDM analysisin Sec.IV.In Sec.V, we give a brief sum —
m ary and som e perspectives on the selfenergy analysis
m ethod.

OPTICALCONDUCTIVITY AND SELF-ENERGY

T he frequency-dependent conductivity (!) can be ob—
tained from the current-current correlation function, and

is written In temm s of the electron selfenergy (!) as
i, ]
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where f () is the Fem i distrbbution function. W e as-
sum ed a constant density of states overan in nie band-
w idth and no long—range order. It is also assum ed that
the m om entum dependence is much weaker com pared
w ith the frequency dependence, (K;!) = (!), asin
the dynam icalm ean— eld theory, which renders the ver-
tex correction vanish in the current-current correlation
function E_B'].

T he electron selfenergy represents the e ects of elec—
tron Interaction w ith variousexcitationsin a system . The
In aginary part of the selfenergy can be w ritten as

Zl
) = d ooth —
2 (1) ) P
| .
+ tanh - P + P, 5
2T 2() 2 )

where P is the frequency-independent contrioution
from In purities. P, (! ) isthe In aghary part ofthee ec—
tive interaction satisfyingP,( !)= B (!)and T isthe
tem perature. T he isotropically weighted phonon density
of states for electron-phonon coupled system s is given by
2 1
F ()= —P2(): 6)
O nce the selfenergy isknown, weuse Eq. @) to nd the
e ective Interaction spectrum P, (! ) using a derivative
w ith respect to ! at Iow T or a convolution after Fourier
transform ations E'j.].

In the zero temperature Im it T = 0, the (!) ofEqg.
@) is reduced to
Z
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w hich m eansthat in the low T lin i, only the selfenergy
() between 0 < < ! contrbutes to the conductiviyy
at! . Thism ay be nterpreted as (! ) being an \average"
ofl1=[! () (! )lbetween O and ! . This, in tum,
suggests that the nform ation from the EDM analysis,
which is directly obtained from (!) usihg Eqg. (.'g:), is
an average of the corresponding quantiy from the SEA .
This will be discussed In m ore detailbelow . The EDM
can be obtained from Eqg. @) In an appropriate lim it.

The (!) of Eq. (4) is reduced to the EDM form of Eq.
@ withm (!)=mp= 1+ (!) provided that
(! )+ () L)y =) 8)

is satis ed f]. Fora FL, where ,(!) (1)! and
2 (1) > F 12, this condition can be satis ed for

anall and !, if (!) hasaweak ! -dependence. T here—

fore,the EDM can give a satisfactory description of (!)

for weak-coupling FL, where
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In the weak-coupling lim i, where Eq. ('_é) iswellsatis ed,

the optical scattering rate 1= (! ) can be approxin ately
w ritten as Q,é,:_l(_]]
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where 1= i, ,, isthe in purity contrbution and Z.F (!) is
a phonon density of states weighted by the am plitude for
large-angle scattering on the Ferm isurface, w hich hasthe
sam e spectral structure as  °F (! ), but their am plitudes
can be lower. In this paper we w ill not distinguish the

F (!) and 2F (!) from now on. W e note that there
were several previous attem pts to vert 2F (!) tj, :_l-]_;]



For instance, onemay obtailn ?F (!) mtheT = 0 lin it

ofEq. {10) using
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where the second expression follow s by using the EDM
ofEq. {U). This form ula, however, has lin itations to be
applied to the experim ental IR data because large error
bars are nevitable from the double di erentials and it is
valid only when EDM isvalid and at T = 0 fj].

For strong-coupling FL where (!) has a signi cant
! -dependence, analysis based on the EDM becom es less
accurate. For the m argihalFem i liquid, where 1 (!)
!'nnj jand (') 3 j the EDM is expected to give
som ew hat less reliable description because 1 (! ), unlke
FL, deviates from the linearity n ! . The situation be—
com es worse ornon-Fem iliquid, where 1 (!) t
and () P (0< < 1),and the EDM may
give m isleading and qualitatively incorrect descriptions
as were observed in the ruthnates f;i', :ff].

FORMULATION OF SELF-ENERGY ANALY SIS

W e now present how one can analyze the frequency-
dependent infrared conductivity w ith the formula ofEq.
é). As is explained below, the problm is reduced to a
globalm inim ization ofa N -variable function. Using Eq.
@), i is sinple to calculate the conductivity (!) from
a given selfenergy (!).W hat we are trying to do here
is exactly the Inverse of that: W e wish to extract (!)
from an experim entally m easured (!).

The SEA is inplem ented by de ning the functional
W [2]las
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w here and 1 are the realparts ofthe experin ental
data and calculated conductiviy using Eq. @), respec—
tively. Since the real part of selffenergy 1 (!) can be
obtained from the in agihary part , (! ) by theK ram ers—
K ronig transformm ation, we can consider ,(!) as the
only independent fiinction. The functional W is posi-
tive de nie, and hasthe globalm inin um of zero for the
selfenergy which reproduces the experim ental conduc—
tivity data. The selfenergies de ned at the N discrete
frequencies, x; 2(ty) Pri= 1; o€ L),
are taken as the N independent variables of the finc-
tion W (X1;X5; N );X W [2]. The cuto frequency
! ¢ isnot necessarily equalto the !, .x 0fEQ. (:3). Now,
the problem is reduced to a globalm inin ization ofa N —
variabl function.

W e note that, depending on the problem s, other form s
of the functionalW m ay yield better results. For good

m etals, for instance, whose m id-IR conductivity is very
an all com pared w ith farIR region,
Z .
W = dl In 1 (')
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works better than the form ofEqg. {;[2_5) . For the region
where ! > !, which we need to know for the K ram ers—
K ronig transform ation, ,(!) is taken as constant. A
constant L (!) for ! > !, corresponds to the re ectiv—
ity R (!) 1=!%, which is consistent w ith the standard
procedure in the IR experin ents.

T he globalm inim ization ofW isachieved via the func-
tionalderivative and num erical ferations. W e start w ith
an initial con guration ofxio) . A good initial guess can
be x:fo) = 3 (1!1) obtained from EDM analysis, ora neg—
ative constant value forthe whole frequency range. T hen,
we move to new x; along the steepest descent direction
ofW .

- dw
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where ilxi represents the fiinctional derivative of the

functionalW [ ,]wih respectto , (!) given by
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where P stands for the principal valie, and the use is
m ade of 21((!)) =1p % T he step size s is chosen such
thattheW ism axin ally decreased along the steepest de—
scent direction. The !2, which sets the scal of (!) of
Eqg. @) is updated at each iteration such that the calcu—
lated spectral sum is equal to the experin ental spectral
sum up to ! .. Note that thisway ofdeterm ining !, does
not requirethat ! = !y ax OfEQ. ('_3’) and, therefore, the
extracted !, is alm ost independent of ! ,x and more
reliable than that from the sum rule ofEq. z_ﬂ) . Thisen-
ables us to determm ine !, m ore system atically aswe will
discuss iIn m ore detailbelow .

In general, the globalm inim ization of a few hundred
Independent variables is an extrem ely dem anding prob—
Jem . In the present case, how ever, i is rendered tractable
because of the follow ing observations: (1) W e know the
value of the globalm inim um unlke generalglobalm ini-
m ization problem s. It is exactly zero. (2) W e have som e
ideas about the physically m eaningfil form ofthe ,(!).
Tt should be a continuous fiinction of the frequency and
negative de nie. (3) W e have a better way to escape
from localm inim a than trying a new random starting
point, x{” : Take (1) Py L) PP,
An estin ation of this process can be obtained in follow -
Ing way. T he contribution to the conductiviy at a given
frequency ! is dom inated by the selfenergy below ! in




the low tem perature lim it due to the them al factor of
[£( b
By m odifying the selfenergy to be proportional to the
di erence between calculated conductivity and the ex—
perin ental data at each frequency, we can continue our
m nin ization m odifying the W rong’ region w ithout spoik-
ng a good’ region.

From the extracted (!), other physical properties
such as the plasm a frequency, e ective interaction be-
tween electrons, Ram an spectra, and inelastic neutron
scattering Intensity can also be calculated. For instance,
weuse Eq. ‘5) to nd the e ective interaction spectrum
P, (!) from an extracted , (!) which was discussed in
the previous section. An in portant byproduct of the
SEA is that the plaan a frequency !, can be determm ined
m ore accurately than hasbeen hitherto practiced, which
is necessary to detem ine the D rude param eters of Eq.
@) . conventionally, !, isdeterm fned by ! ax ofEq. &)
which, In tum, is taken such that the sum as a func-
tion of !, ax has the amallest slope. This procedure
can be problem atic especially for the m aterdals w ithout
a sharp plasn a edge in the re ectivity data. In con-—
trast, SEA works In this case as well because the deter-
m nation of !, which sets the scale of (!), is almost
independent ofthe ! . ofthe functionalW . For instance,
one can determ ine !, w ith only very restricted data be-
tween 0< ! < !¢ (1 !'pax). Thiswillbe illustrated for
NDb below .

A nother byproduct closely related to the !, detem i-
nation is that wem ay separate the Intra—and interband
contrbutions m ore system atically. W e can extract the
selfenergy of e ective single-com ponent carriers by t—
ting the low -frequency experin ental conductivity up to
leo 'nax - The conductivity (!) calculated by sub-
stituting the extracted (!) into Eq. @) is intra-band
conductivity. T his process, how ever, ism ore sensitive to
!¢ than the ! determm ination.

W e w ill dem onstrate in the next section that the SEA
is straightforw ard to In plem ent to extract the selfenergy
from experim entallR conductivity w ithout the localm in—
Inum problm . W e have found that the SEA yields
the sam e solution , (! ) from aln ost any iniial con g-—
uration. The obtained solution ; (!), therefore, seem s

unique.

APPLICATIONS TO EXPERIM ENTAL DATA

W ewillnow apply the SEA developed in the previous
section to realm aterials, and dem onstrate that it can be
readily em ployed to analyze the frequency-dependent IR
experim entaldata. In the st two parts of this section,
we will analyze the sinpl metals, Pb and Nb. From
the SEA, we can extract the selfenergy of the m ateri-
als, and from the extracted selfenergy we can nd the

2F (1) ushg Egs. ("E'z') and (’@). It can be com pared w ith

£f()F! of Eq.'l4) as discussed in Eq.i(7).

them easured °F (! ) wellestablished from the tunneling
experim ents [_1-gi] But for such a good m etal, it is a very
dem anding task to m easure the conductivity in ariR re—
gion, since the re ectivity is very close to 100 & there.
T hus there exist few published conductivity data for Pb
and Nb. For Pb, we take the experin ental °F (!) cb-
tained from the tunneling experim ent and calculate the
selfenergy from Egs. {_5) and {_6), and then calculate the
conductivity from Eg. {fl) . This is taken as the \experi-
m ental" conductivity *P (! ) forPb. A fter that, the real
experin entaldata ofNb isanalyzed [[3]. The resuksare
com pared w ith those obtained from the tunneling spec—
tra. The last part of this section is devoted to the SEA

forthe nom alstate IR conductivity data ofM gB, super—
conductor. W e w ill argue from the SEA resuls that the
an allelectron-phonon coupling constant extracted pre—
viously from the T -dependence ofthe resistivity (T ) and

EDM analysisof (!),which istoo an allto account for
the superconducting transition tem perature T., ism ost

likely due to an underestin ate of the plasn a frequency

|
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A pplication to Pb: G enerated data

W e take Pb as a test case of the proposed SEA be-
cause its °F (!) is well established from the tunneling
@-Zj]. T he electron-phonon coupling constant of this
metal is known to be 15. The frequency-dependent
IR conductivity ofPb, however, is not available. T here—
fore, the IR conductivity data was generated with Egs.
@) and @) using the tunneling 2F (!) at 200 frequen—
ciesup to ! = 15m eV wih an equal spacing. W e took
the selfenergy due to im purity scattering ;m P= 1
meV and T = 3 K as representative values. T he gener-
ated conductivity in this way, shown in the left column
of Fig. 1 wih open circle, is taken as the \experin en—
tal" data [ °(!). Twasthen tted by the SEA asex-
plined above to extract the selfenergy , (!;) wihout,
of course, any inform ation about the selfenergy used to
generate the conductivity. The resuls are shown in the
solid line in the left coimn ofFig. 1. T he extracted and
experim ental conductivities are alm ost indistinguishable.
Note that thewidth HW HM ) of ;1 (!) is not given by

2 5 (! = 0) because of the substantial frequency de—
pendence of , (!).

In the right comn of Fig. 1, we show the real and
In aginary parts of the extracted selfenergy in the form s
of 2,(!)and 1 1 (1)=!, along w ith the generated
experim entaldata. T he extracted and experin entaldata
are shown, respectively, by the solid line and open cir-
cles. They are practically indistinguishable. For com —
parison, we also plotted the EDM analysis of the ex—
perimn ental conductivity data, 1= (! ) andm (! )=my, In
dotted lines, using Eq. @). Asdiscussed n Eq. {9),
1= (!Yandm (!)=m correspond, respectively, 2 ,(!)



and 1 1 (!)=!. The right panel dem onstrate, how —
ever, that they can substantially deviate from each other
even for the relatively simple metals. The EDM analy—
sis In general yield sm oother frequency dependences for
1= (!)Yandm (!)=my. This isexpected because 1= (!)
is an \average" of the , (!) as discussed previously in
Section II. T he curve shown by the thin solid line In the
Iower picture was calculated by using the approxim ate
formula Eq. ('_l-g), which is in a good agreem ent w ith the
1= (!) from the EDM analysis f_ﬂ].

From the extracted selfenergy, °2F (!) can be cb-
tained from a derivative with respect to !, °F (!) =

18 28) which isvalid at ow T (dotted curve) or a
convolition ofEq. (B) (thin solid curve) tj] as shown in
the upper keft inset of Fig.1. The experin ental ?F (!) is
shown in the thick solid line. The extracted 2F (!) from
the convolution is again alm ost indistinguishable from
the experim entalone. These results from the SEA show
substantial in provem ents over the previous attem pts [_1-1:]
based on the assum ptions of both T = 0 and weak-
coupling lin it. W e argue from this exam ple that even
for the sinple metals, for which the EDM can give the
qualitatively valid description, the SEA can providem ore
accurate and reliable description of the m aterdal, which
can be quite di erent from the EDM resuls.

A pplication to N b

W e now proceed to apply the present m ethod to the
experim ental IR data ofNb. W e used the arIR conduc—
tivity data m easured by P ronin et al. in the nom alstate
at 9K {3]. Their irIR data are availabk from 84 up
to 300 an ! (wih constant data in the DC lim it m ea-
sured via a di erent m ethod), which is a good exam ple
to dem onstrate that the !, can be obtained without a
full intra-band spectrum in the SEA .

Wetook !¢ = 250 an ' and N = 200. ForQ0 !
84 meV, we constrain  , (! ) to rem ain constant. This
inplies vanishing °F (!) in the region as shown in
the upper right inset of Fig. 2 and, consequently, a re—
duced , and the Drude behaviorin ; (! ). The tted
(solid curve) and experin ental (crosses) 1 (!) are plot—
ted In Fig. 2. The elctron-phonon coupling constant

= @ 1(')=@'"3j, o from the SEA is 051 which is
som ew hat reduced com pared w ith the experim entalvalue
0f0:9 1,[12]asdiscussed above. T he calculated plasm a
frequency is 7.8 €V while the experin ental value is 72
eV [13]. In the ower kft nset, the extracted ,(!) is
shown. The above resuls clearly dem onstrate that the
SEA worksalso for the case w ith only restricted data.

These two exam ples of the SEA establish that the
m ethod can indeed be applied to analyze the frequency
conductivity and i can provide the m ost m icroscopic In—
form ation of interacting electron system s, the selfenergy

(') and the e ective interaction P (! ). The SEA can

provide for the Fem i liquids m ore reliable and accurate
Inform ation than the conventional EDM analysis. For
the non-Fem i liquids, it is expected to provide qualita—
tively di erent inform ation which is not accessible w ith
the EDM .

A pplication to M gB»

Let usnow analyze the IR data ofnom alstate c-axis
oriented M gB, In measured by Tu et al I:_lg:], which
we regard as being due to intra-band excitations of an
e ective single band system [:2:] In Fig. 3 (@), the experi-
m ental conductivities of Tu et al at T = 45K and 295
K are shown together w ith the tted conductivities us-
ing the SEA with N = 300 and !, = 6000 an ! . The
solid curves represent the tted conductivities, and the
dashed and dotted curves, regoectively, the experim ental
onesat T = 295K and T = 45 K .The sn alldiscrepan—
cies are due to phonons. In Fig. 3 (), the results from
theEDM analysisare shown in the left colim n, and those
from the present SEA 1n the right colum n. T he solid and
dashed curves are, respectively, or T = 45 K and 295
K .Tu et al. ound from the sum rulke ofEq. i_:’.) that !,
is 14750 am ' which yields, through the EDM , a very
weak electron-phonon coupling as shown in the left colk
umn of Fig. 3(). They obtained 043 using the
B loch-G runeisen form ula to analyze the T -dependence of
the resistiviy, which is consistent w ith the EDM analysis
t_l-é_i,:_l-gl].Toﬂqeextentﬂ'lat tr , It seem stoo am allto
acoount for the superconducting transition tem perature
T. = 39 K.On the other hand, we found from the SEA
that 056 and 041 at, respectively, T = 45 and 295
K as shown in Fig. 3 o), which are substantially larger
than what Tu et al. ound. The ocaldensity approxin a-
tion caloulation yields 0:61[L6]. O ne way of seeing
the discrepancy between EDM and SEA is that the !
from SEA is Jarger than that from EDM .W e found that
'p = 16690 am ' at T = 45K, and 16740 am ' at
T = 295K .Iftheenhanced !, areused in the EDM , the
resulting . are n good agreem ent w ith the SEA .A s far
asthe EDM and the T -dependence of the resistivity are
concemed, the enhanced !, resolves the problam of the
anall .

W ith the SEA, we may go further and perform the
spectral analysis to see the frequency range that con—
tributes to ,Wh]}'{d‘l can r;otbe carried out w ith the EDM
analysis. =2 , d —), where %F ()= 1P, ()
m ay be obtained from the extracted , (!) usihgEq. ('_5).
The 2 ;(!) isshown in the right colimn ofFig. 3 [©).
The extracted 2F (!) is shown i Fig. 4 together w ith
those from tunneling [11] dashed line) and LDA calcula—
tion ﬂ_l-é] (thin solid line). They are shown in a wider
frequency range in the mset. The extracted 2F (!)
from SEA are characterized by two frequency regions
which m ake dom inant contributions to ; around !



70 and 300 m €V, which is, interestingly, consistent w ith
them odelproposed by M arsiglio [_Ig'n] The low frequency
region around 70 m €V is the contribution from the E 24
phonon m ode, whilk the nature of the high frequency
region is not clkar. The two regions contribute aln ost
equally to phonon 0336 (021) and the total is
056 (041) forT = 45K (T = 295K).

The extracted 2F (!), com pared w ith the local den-
sity approxin ation (LD A ) calculation, correctly captured
them ain E,4 contribution but m issed am aller contriou-—
tions from other phonon m odes; am ong the m odes in
the 2F (!) obtained from the LDA calculation shown in
Fig.4,themodeswhose °F (!) are smallerthan 035
are absent in the SEA results. This, we suspect, m ay
be a consequence of the broad features around 160 and
880 an ! in the experinental (!), which were not pre-
dicted by phonon calculations I_l-l_i] and possbly due to
M g0 Inpuriies. W e did not elin nate these contribu-
tions for the present calculations. Thism ay am ear out
otherw ise sharper frequency dependence of (! ), and re—
duce the electron-phonon coupling constant.

Apart from these discrepances, the SEA successively
describes the frequency-dependent conductivity of the
M gB, and yilds an Increased than the previous es—
tin ate. The SEA suggests, which m ade m ore accurate
determ ination of !, possble, that the snall reported
In the caxis ordented sam ple ism ost likely due to under—
estim ated !, and the total from the SEA is substan-—
tially lJarger. However, the phonon =2 still seem s a
bit too sn all to account for the T..

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper we have proposed and dem onstrated a
m icroscopic way to analyze the frequency-dependent in—
frared conductiviy, referred to as selfenergy analysis,
which is valid for the nonFerm In liquids as well as the
Fem i liquids. Additional advantage of the selfenergy
analysis is that the plasm a frequency !, can be obtained
w ith a better accuracy. T hrough the selfenergy analysis,
w e extracted the electron selfenergy from the inversion of
experim entally m easured infrared conductiviy, and the
e ective interaction betw een electrons from the extracted
selfenergy. A fter we dem onstrated that the selfenergy
analysis m ethod can be successfully applied for sinple
m etals lke Pb and Nb, we applied the m ethod to the IR
conductivity data ofnom alstateM gB, . W e have found
that the from the selfenergy analysis is substantially
larger than that obtained from the conventional analy—
sis of the T dependence of the resistivity and extended
D rude m odel. T he discrepancies betw een the selfenergy
analysis and conventionalm ethod forM gB, isattributed
to the underestin ated !, from the conventionalm ethod.
However, the phonon from the selfenergy analysis still
seem s a bit sm all to account for the T...

Now that we have dem onstrated that the selfenergy
analysis of the frequency-dependent infrared conductiv—
ity really works and can be very powerfill, som e con-—
cluiding rem arks and outlooks are in order. First, one
m ay wonder if the solution to the globalm inim ization
of the functionalW [ ,] is unique. The answer seem s
positive: the converged solutions, wih di erent iniial
con gurations, of given conductivity data all agree w ith
each other. This means that the extracted selfenergy

2 (1) is Indeed unigque. Second, we have also checked if
there is any spurious feature from the K ram ersK ronig
transform ation used In the present work to obtain the
realpart of the selfenergy from the im agihary part. W e
therefore have tted the com plex conductivity by treat—
Ing both the real and in agihary parts of (!) as inde-
pendent variables, which elin nates the use ofK ram ers—
Kronig. This gives the same , (!) wih the proce-
dure using W [ ,], dem onstrating the reliability of the
present method. Third, we plan to report results of
the selfenergy analysis of the conductivity for other cor-
related electron system s such as the high T. supercon—
ductors, Sm , /Ndy;M 0,0 7, and Ca/SrRu0 3 m entioned in
the introduction. T he di erencesbetw een the selfenergy
analysis and the extended D rude m odel analysis are ex—
pected to be quantitative for the Fem i liquids, but be
qualitative for the non-Fem iliquids. Tt w ill therefore be
very interesting to see what inform ation the selfenergy
analysis provide for the strongly correlated electron sys—
tem s. A Iso am ong the plan are extending the selfenergy
analysis to non constant density of states and broken
symm etry states, and doing the analysis for other two—
particle probes such as the electronic R am an and inelas-
tic neutron spectra. W e believe that the selfenergy anal-
ysis seem s tin ely and urgent in view of the m ounting
Interests in the correlated electron or non-Fem i liquid
system s for which the phenom enoclogical analyses m ay
yield inadequate resuls.
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FIG.1: Left: ;(!) ispltted HrPbwith '° = 1mev
and at T = 3 K . The extracted and generated conductivities
are shown, resgpectively, in solid line and open circles. The
dashed and thin solid curves in the inset were cbtained from ,
respe'ctjve]y, 2p ()= 1% and the convolution using
Eqg. (_5), and the latter is aln ost indistinguishable w ith the
input tunneling data (solid line). Right: The 1l 1 (!)=! and

2 2 (!) obtained from the SEA are plotted, respectively, in
the upper and lower panels. T he extracted (generated) ones
are shown in solid line (open circles). These SEA analysis
results are com pared w ith the EDM resuls. T he dotted lines
represents 1= (! )andm (! )=m, respectively, obtained from
EDM using the generated con_dyctjyjty. 1= (!) (thin solid
Ine) caloulated by using Eq. (L0) is also shown in the ower
right panel for com parison.
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FIG.2: The calculated and experimental ;(!) of Nb are
show n w ith solid curve and crosses, respectively. In the insets,
the extracted °F (! ) and 2 (!) are shown along with the
tunneling °F (!) (dashed).
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FIG. 3: (@) The calculated and measured 1 (!) of M gB»
for T = 45 and 295 K. The an all discrepancies are due to
phonons. (o) Left: extended D rude analysis of experim ental
data indicating the weak electron-phonon coupling. R ight:
the corresponding quantities from the selfenergy analysis.
Notethatm =mj and 1= (!) show much sm oother frequency
dependence com pared w ith the corresponding 1 1 (') and
2 2 (!) asnoted previously for Pb in Fig. 1.
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FIG .4: Theextracted °F (') from 2 (!)ofFig.3 alongwih
those from LD A and tunneling. T he extracted ’F (!') shown
in a wider frequency range in the inset are characterized by
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