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W e propose and dem onstrate a m icroscopic way to analyze the frequency-dependent infrared

conductivity: extraction ofthe electron self-energy from the inversion ofexperim entally m easured

infrared conductivity through thefunctionalm inim ization and num ericaliterations.Theself-energy

contains the fullinform ation on the coherent and incoherent parts of interacting electrons and,

therefore,can describe their charge dynam ics even when the quasi-particle concept is not valid.

From the extracted self-energy,other physicalproperties such as the Ram an intensity spectrum

and the e�ective interaction between electrons can also be com puted. W e will�rst dem onstrate

that the self-energy analysis can be successfully im plem ented by �tting the frequency-dependent

condcutivitiesofthesim plem etalssuch asPb and Nb,and then calculating thee�ectiveinteractions

between electrons from the extracted self-energies and com paring them with those obtained from

the tunneling experim ents. W e then presentthe self-energy analysisofthe M gB 2 superconductors

in norm alstate and clarify som e ofthe controversies in their opticalspectra. In particular,the

sm allelectron-phonon coupling constant obtained previously is attributed to an underestim ate of

the plasm a frequency.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

The frequency-dependent conductivity �(!) provides

oneofthem ostvaluableand detailed inform ation on the

charge dynam icsin a wide classofm aterials. Itisana-

lyzed using eitherthe one-com ponentortwo-com ponent

m odels [1]. The two-com ponent m odel interprets the

�(!)asarising from a com bination oftwo typesofcar-

riers,free and bound ones. The free carriers are m od-

eled in term softhe Drude term and the bound onesin

term sofvariousLorentzian oscillators.However,thein-

terpretation ofthe individualLorentzian term s,m ostof

which areusually dueto inter-band contributions,isnot

straightforward.

In the one-com ponent picture,referred to as the ex-

tended Drudem odel(EDM ),on theotherhand,thefre-

quency dependenceoftheconductivity �(!)below inter-

band contributions is described by extending the phe-

nom enologicalparam etersoftheDrudem odel,thee�ec-

tive m ass m � and scattering rate 1=�,to be frequency

dependentas[1]

�(!)=
ne2

m b

1

1=�(!)� i!m�(!)=m b

; (1)

wherem b istheelectron band m ass.TheEDM interprets

the experim entally obtained com plex conductivity �(!)

in term sof1=�(!)and m �(!)determ ined by

1

�(!)
=
!2p

4�
Re

�

1

�(!)

�

;
m �(!)

m b

= �
!2p

4�

1

!
Im

�

1

�(!)

�

;(2)

�To whom the correspondences should be addressed. e-m ail: hy-

choi@ skku.ac.kr

where !p = (4�ne2=m b)
1=2 is the plasm a frequency,n

theelectron density,and eistheelectron charge.The!p
can befound by integratingtherealpartofthem easured

conductivity from the sum rule

Z !m ax

0

d!�1(!)=
1

8
!
2

p; (3)

where !m ax is the cuto� frequency above which inter-

band contributions begin to contribute. The subscript

1 and 2 refer to, respectively, the realand im aginary

parts.TheEDM hasbeen successfully em ployed to ana-

lyze�(!)oftheconventionalm etalsaswellastheheavy-

ferm ionsand high-Tc cuprates[2].

Fora classofcorrelated electron system ssuch asthe

ruthunates,Sr/CaRuO 3,however,theEDM breaksdown

and yieldsunphysicaldescriptionsofthe m aterialssuch

as the negative e�ective m ass [3, 4]. Sim ilar behav-

ior is also found for som e m olybdates,Sm 2M o2O 7 and

Nd2M o2O 7 [5].These observationsclearly signalthe in-

adequacyoftheEDM and callforanew wayofanalyzing

�(!)which can be applied to a wide classofm aterials.

W e,therefore,propose to analyze the frequency depen-

dentinfrared (IR)conductivity in term s ofthe electron

self-energy �(!)instead ofthephenom enologicalparam -

etersofEq.(2).Theelectron self-energycontainsthefull

inform ationon thecoherentand incoherentpartsofinter-

acting electrons and,therefore,can describe the charge

dynam icseven when the EDM orthe Ferm iliquid (FL)

picture is no longer valid. In this self-energy analysis

(SEA) m ethod,the electron self-energy is extracted by

inverting the experim entally m easured infrared conduc-

tivity through the functionalm inim ization and num er-

icaliterations as willbe discussed in detailin Section

III.TheSEA m ay be considered asa m icroscopicgener-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0212361v1
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alization ofthe EDM ,which can be applied to analyze

the frequency-dependent conductivity data ofthe non-

Ferm iliquidsaswellasthe Ferm iliquids. Even forthe

FL where the EDM is expected to work,the SEA can

yield quantitatively m orereliableresultsthan theEDM ,

especially fortheFL with a strong electron-phonon cou-

pling.Thepresentpaperism ainly devoted to a detailed

description ofthe SEA m ethod and its applications to

relatively sim ple m etals. Form ore com plicated casesof

strongly correlated electron system s including cuprates,

m olybdatesand ruthunates,by which wewereoriginally

m otivated,we plan to reportthe SEA resultsseparately

elsewhere. For these system s,qualitatively di�erent re-

sultsfrom the EDM resultsareexpected.

Afterthe Introduction,we willdiscussthe frequency-

dependent conductivity �(!) expressed in term s ofthe

self-energy�(!)and itsrelation with theEDM in Sec.II.

Thiswillclarifytheinherentlim itationsofthewidelyem -

ployed EDM analysis for the frequency-dependent con-

ductivity. W e willthen describe in Sec.IIIthe form ula-

tion ofthe SEA m ethod,which isreduced to the global

m inim ization ofaN -variablefunction.TheSEA m ethod

willbeapplied toexperim entaldataofPb,Nb and M gB2

and the results are presented in com parison with the

EDM analysisin Sec.IV.In Sec.V,wegivea briefsum -

m ary and som e perspectives on the self-energy analysis

m ethod.

O P T IC A L C O N D U C T IV IT Y A N D SELF-EN ER G Y

Thefrequency-dependentconductivity�(!)can beob-

tained from thecurrent-currentcorrelation function,and

is written in term s ofthe electron self-energy �(!) as

[6,7]

�(!)=
!2p

4�

i

!

Z
1

�1

d�
f(�� !)� f(�)

! � �(! � �)� �(�)
; (4)

where f(�) is the Ferm idistribution function. W e as-

sum ed a constantdensity ofstatesoveran in�niteband-

width and no long-range order. It is also assum ed that

the m om entum dependence is m uch weaker com pared

with the frequency dependence,�(~k;!) = �(!),as in

the dynam icalm ean-�eld theory,which rendersthe ver-

tex correction vanish in the current-current correlation

function [8].

The electron self-energy representsthe e�ectsofelec-

troninteractionwith variousexcitationsin asystem .The

im aginary partofthe self-energy can be written as

�2(!) = �

Z
1

�1

d


�

coth

�




2T

�

+ tanh

�

! � 


2T

��

P2(
)+ �
im p

2
; (5)

where �
im p

2
is the frequency-independent contribution

from im purities.P2(!)istheim aginary partofthee�ec-

tiveinteraction satisfyingP2(� !)= � P2(!)and T isthe

tem perature.Theisotropically weighted phonon density

ofstatesforelectron-phonon coupled system sisgiven by

�
2
F (!)=

1

�
P2(!): (6)

O ncetheself-energy isknown,weuseEq.(5)to �nd the

e�ective interaction spectrum P2(!) using a derivative

with respectto ! atlow T ora convolution afterFourier

transform ations[7].

In the zero tem perature lim itT = 0,the �(!)ofEq.

(4)isreduced to

�(!)=
!2p

4�

i

!

Z !

0

d�
1

! � �(! � �)� �(�)
; (7)

which m eansthatin thelow T lim it,only theself-energy

�(�)between 0 < �< ! contributesto the conductivity

at!.Thism aybeinterpreted as�(!)beingan \average"

of1=[!� �(�)� �(!� �)]between 0and !.This,in turn,

suggests that the inform ation from the EDM analysis,

which is directly obtained from �(!) using Eq.(2),is

an averageofthe corresponding quantity from the SEA.

This willbe discussed in m ore detailbelow. The EDM

can be obtained from Eq.(4) in an appropriate lim it.

The �(!)ofEq.(4)isreduced to the EDM form ofEq.

(1)with m �(!)=m b = 1+ �(!)provided that

�(! � �)+ �(�)� � !�(!)� i=�(!) (8)

is satis�ed [9]. For a FL,where � 1(!) � � �(!)! and

�2(!)� �
im p

2
� �!2,thiscondition can be satis�ed for

sm all�and !,if�(!)hasa weak !-dependence.There-

fore,theEDM can givea satisfactory description of�(!)

forweak-coupling FL,where

1

�(!)
� � 2�2(!);

m �(!)

m b

� 1+ �(!)� 1�
@�1(!)

@!
:(9)

In theweak-couplinglim it,whereEq.(8)iswellsatis�ed,

the opticalscattering rate 1=�(!)can be approxim ately

written as[2,9,10]

1

�(!)
�

2�

!

Z
1

�1

d


�

! coth

�




2T

�

+ (! � 
)coth

�

! � 


2T

��

�
2

trF (
)+
1

�im p

;(10)

where1=�im p istheim purity contribution and �
2
trF (!)is

a phonon density ofstatesweighted by theam plitudefor

large-anglescatteringon theFerm isurface,which hasthe

sam espectralstructureas�2F (!),buttheiram plitudes

can be lower. In this paper we willnot distinguish the

�2F (!)and �2trF (!)from now on. W e note thatthere

were severalpreviousattem ptsto invert�2F (!)[7,11].



3

Forinstance,one m ay obtain �2F (!)in the T = 0 lim it

ofEq.(10)using

�
2
F (!)�

1

2�

d2

d!2

�

!

�(!)

�

�
1

2�

!2p

4�

d2

d!2
Re

�

!

�(!)

�

;(11)

where the second expression follows by using the EDM

ofEq.(1). Thisform ula,however,haslim itationsto be

applied to the experim entalIR data because large error

barsareinevitablefrom thedoubledi�erentialsand itis

valid only when EDM isvalid and atT = 0 [7].

For strong-coupling FL where �(!) has a signi�cant

!-dependence,analysisbased on the EDM becom esless

accurate.Forthe m arginalFerm iliquid,where �1(!)�

! lnj!jand �2(!)� � j!j,the EDM isexpected to give

som ewhatlessreliabledescription because�1(!),unlike

FL,deviates from the linearity in !. The situation be-

com esworsefornon-Ferm iliquid,where�1(!)� � !1��

and �2(!) � � !1�� (0 < � < 1),and the EDM m ay

give m isleading and qualitatively incorrect descriptions

aswereobserved in the ruthnates[3,4].

FO R M U LA T IO N O F SELF-EN ER G Y A N A LY SIS

W e now present how one can analyze the frequency-

dependentinfrared conductivity with the form ula ofEq.

(4). Asisexplained below,the problem isreduced to a

globalm inim ization ofa N -variablefunction.Using Eq.

(4),itissim ple to calculate the conductivity �(!)from

a given self-energy �(!).W hatwearetrying to do here

is exactly the inverse ofthat: W e wish to extract�(!)

from an experim entally m easured �(!).

The SEA is im plem ented by de�ning the functional

W [�2]as

W [�2]�

Z !c

0

d! [�1(!)� �
exp

1
(!)]

2
; (12)

where�
exp

1
and �1 aretherealpartsoftheexperim ental

data and calculated conductivity using Eq.(4),respec-

tively. Since the realpart ofself-energy �1(!) can be

obtained from theim aginarypart�2(!)by theK ram ers-

K ronig transform ation, we can consider �2(!) as the

only independent function. The functionalW is posi-

tivede�nite,and hastheglobalm inim um ofzero forthe

self-energy which reproduces the experim entalconduc-

tivity data. The self-energies de�ned at the N discrete

frequencies,xi � �2(!i) for i = 1;� � � ;N (!N = !c),

are taken as the N independent variables ofthe func-

tion W (x1;x2;� � � ;xN ) � W [�2]. The cuto� frequency

!c isnotnecessarily equalto the !m ax ofEq.(3).Now,

the problem isreduced to a globalm inim ization ofa N -

variablefunction.

W enotethat,depending on theproblem s,otherform s

ofthe functionalW m ay yield better results. Forgood

m etals,for instance,whose m id-IR conductivity is very

sm allcom pared with far-IR region,

W =

Z !c

0

d! [ln�1(!)� ln�
exp

1
(!)]2 (13)

worksbetter than the form ofEq.(12). For the region

where ! > !c,which we need to know forthe K ram ers-

K ronig transform ation,�2(!) is taken as constant. A

constant�2(!)for! > !c correspondsto the re
ectiv-

ity R(!)� 1=!4,which is consistentwith the standard

procedurein the IR experim ents.

Theglobalm inim ization ofW isachieved viathefunc-

tionalderivativeand num ericaliterations.W estartwith

an initialcon�guration ofx
(0)

i . A good initialguesscan

bex
(0)

i = � 1

2�(!i)
obtained from EDM analysis,oraneg-

ativeconstantvalueforthewholefrequencyrange.Then,

we m ove to new xi along the steepestdescentdirection

ofW .

x
(new )

i = x
(old)

i � s
dW

dxi

�
�
�
�
xi= x

(old)

i

; (14)

where dW

dxi
represents the functional derivative of the

functionalW [�2]with respectto �2(!)given by

dW

dxi
= 2

Z !c

0

d!
0[�1(!

0)� �
exp

1
(!0)]�j

!= !i
;

� �
��1(!

0)

�� 2(!)
+
1

�

Z
1

�1

d�
��1(!

0)

�� 1(�)
P

1

! � �
; (15)

where P stands for the principalvalue,and the use is

m adeof
�� 1(�)

�� 2(!)
= 1

�
P 1

!��
.Thestep sizesischosen such

thattheW ism axim ally decreased alongthesteepestde-

scentdirection. The !2p,which setsthe scale of�(!)of

Eq.(4)isupdated ateach iteration such thatthe calcu-

lated spectralsum isequalto the experim entalspectral

sum up to !c.Notethatthisway ofdeterm ining !p does

notrequirethat!c = !m ax ofEq.(3)and,therefore,the

extracted !p is alm ost independent of!m ax and m ore

reliablethan thatfrom thesum ruleofEq.(3).Thisen-

ablesusto determ ine !p m ore system atically aswe will

discussin m oredetailbelow.

In general,the globalm inim ization ofa few hundred

independent variablesis an extrem ely dem anding prob-

lem .In thepresentcase,however,itisrendered tractable

because ofthe following observations: (1)W e know the

value ofthe globalm inim um unlike generalglobalm ini-

m ization problem s.Itisexactly zero.(2)W e havesom e

ideasaboutthephysically m eaningfulform ofthe�2(!).

Itshould be a continuousfunction ofthe frequency and

negative de�nite. (3) W e have a better way to escape

from localm inim a than trying a new random starting

point,x
(0)

i :Take�
(new )

2
(!)� �

(old)

2
(!)/ �1(!)� �

exp

1
(!).

An estim ation ofthisprocesscan be obtained in follow-

ing way.Thecontribution to theconductivity ata given

frequency ! isdom inated by the self-energy below ! in
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the low tem perature lim it due to the therm alfactor of

[f(�� !)� f(�)]=! ofEq.(4) as discussed in Eq.(7).

By m odifying the self-energy to be proportionalto the

di�erence between calculated conductivity and the ex-

perim entaldata ateach frequency,we can continue our

m inim ization m odifyingthe‘wrong’region withoutspoil-

ing 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 becalculated.Forinstance,

we use Eq.(5)to �nd the e�ective interaction spectrum

P2(!) from an extracted �2(!) which was discussed in

the previous section. An im portant byproduct of the

SEA isthattheplasm a frequency !p can bedeterm ined

m oreaccurately than hasbeen hithertopracticed,which

is necessary to determ ine the Drude param eters ofEq.

(2).Conventionally,!p isdeterm ined by !m ax ofEq.(3)

which, in turn,is taken such that the sum as a func-

tion of !m ax has the sm allest slope. This procedure

can be problem atic especially for the m aterialswithout

a sharp plasm a edge in the re
ectivity data. In con-

trast,SEA worksin thiscase aswellbecause the deter-

m ination of!p,which sets the scale of�(!),is alm ost

independentofthe!c ofthefunctionalW .Forinstance,

one can determ ine !p with only very restricted data be-

tween 0 < ! < !c (� !m ax).Thiswillbe illustrated for

Nb below.

Anotherbyproductclosely related to the !p determ i-

nation isthatwem ay separatetheintra-and inter-band

contributions m ore system atically. W e can extract the

self-energy ofe�ective single-com ponent carriers by �t-

ting the low-frequency experim entalconductivity up to

!c � !m ax. The conductivity �(!) calculated by sub-

stituting the extracted �(!) into Eq.(4) is intra-band

conductivity.Thisprocess,however,ism oresensitiveto

!c than the !p determ ination.

W ewilldem onstratein thenextsection thattheSEA

isstraightforwardtoim plem enttoextracttheself-energy

from experim entalIR conductivitywithoutthelocalm in-

im um problem . W e have found that the SEA yields

the sam e solution �2(!)from alm ostany initialcon�g-

uration. The obtained solution �2(!),therefore,seem s

unique.

A P P LIC A T IO N S T O EX P ER IM EN TA L D A TA

W ewillnow apply theSEA developed in the previous

section to realm aterials,and dem onstratethatitcan be

readily em ployed to analyzethefrequency-dependentIR

experim entaldata.In the �rsttwo partsofthissection,

we willanalyze the sim ple m etals,Pb and Nb. From

the SEA,we can extract the self-energy ofthe m ateri-

als,and from the extracted self-energy we can �nd the

�2F (!)using Eqs.(5)and (6).Itcan becom pared with

them easured �2F (!)wellestablished from thetunneling

experim ents[12].Butforsuch a good m etal,itisa very

dem andingtask tom easuretheconductivity in far-IR re-

gion,since the re
ectivity is very close to 100 % there.

Thusthere existfew published conductivity data forPb

and Nb. ForPb,we take the experim ental�2F (!) ob-

tained from the tunneling experim entand calculate the

self-energy from Eqs.(5)and (6),and then calculatethe

conductivity from Eq.(4).Thisistaken asthe \experi-

m ental"conductivity �exp(!)forPb.Afterthat,thereal

experim entaldataofNb isanalyzed [13].Theresultsare

com pared with those obtained from the tunneling spec-

tra. The lastpartofthissection isdevoted to the SEA

forthenorm alstateIR conductivity dataofM gB2 super-

conductor.W e willarguefrom the SEA resultsthatthe

sm allelectron-phonon couplingconstant�extracted pre-

viouslyfrom theT-dependenceoftheresistivity�(T)and

EDM analysisof�(!),which istoo sm allto accountfor

the superconducting transition tem perature Tc,is m ost

likely due to an underestim ate ofthe plasm a frequency

!p.

A pplication to P b: G enerated data

W e take Pb as a test case ofthe proposed SEA be-

cause its �2F (!) is wellestablished from the tunneling

[12]. The electron-phonon coupling constant � ofthis

m etalis known to be � 1:5. The frequency-dependent

IR conductivity ofPb,however,isnotavailable.There-

fore,the IR conductivity data was generated with Eqs.

(4)and (5)using the tunneling �2F (!)at200 frequen-

ciesup to !c = 15 m eV with an equalspacing.W e took

the self-energy due to im purity scattering �
im p

2
= � 1

m eV and T = 3 K asrepresentative values. The gener-

ated conductivity in this way,shown in the leftcolum n

ofFig.1 with open circle,is taken as the \experim en-

tal" data �
exp

1
(!). Itwasthen �tted by the SEA asex-

plained aboveto extractthe self-energy �2(!i)without,

ofcourse,any inform ation aboutthe self-energy used to

generate the conductivity. The resultsare shown in the

solid linein theleftcolum n ofFig.1.Theextracted and

experim entalconductivitiesarealm ostindistinguishable.

Note thatthe width (HW HM ) of�1(!)is notgiven by

� 2�2(! = 0) because ofthe substantialfrequency de-

pendence of�2(!).

In the right colum n ofFig.1,we show the realand

im aginary partsoftheextracted self-energy in theform s

of� 2�2(!)and 1� �1(!)=!,along with the generated

experim entaldata.Theextracted and experim 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-

perim entalconductivity data,1=�(!)and m �(!)=m b,in

dotted lines,using Eq. (2). As discussed in Eq. (9),

1=�(!)and m �(!)=m b correspond,respectively,� 2�2(!)
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and 1 � �1(!)=!. The right paneldem onstrate,how-

ever,thatthey can substantially deviatefrom each other

even for the relatively sim ple m etals. The EDM analy-

sisin generalyield sm ootherfrequency dependences for

1=�(!)and m �(!)=m b.Thisisexpected because1=�(!)

is an \average" ofthe �2(!) as discussed previously in

Section II.The curveshown by the thin solid linein the

lower picture was calculated by using the approxim ate

form ula Eq.(10),which isin a good agreem entwith the

1=�(!)from the EDM analysis[9].

From the extracted self-energy, �2F (!) can be ob-

tained from a derivative with respect to !,�2F (!) =

� 1

�

@� 2(!)

@!
,which is valid at low T (dotted curve) or a

convolution ofEq.(5)(thin solid curve)[7]asshown in

theupperleftinsetofFig.1.Theexperim ental�2F (!)is

shown in thethick solid line.Theextracted �2F (!)from

the convolution is again alm ost indistinguishable from

the experim entalone.These resultsfrom the SEA show

substantialim provem entsoverthepreviousattem pts[11]

based on the assum ptions of both T = 0 and weak-

coupling lim it. W e argue from this exam ple that even

for the sim ple m etals,for which the EDM can give the

qualitativelyvalid description,theSEA can providem ore

accurate and reliable description ofthe m aterial,which

can be quite di�erentfrom the EDM results.

A pplication to N b

W e now proceed to apply the present m ethod to the

experim entalIR data ofNb.W eused thefar-IR conduc-

tivity datam easured by Pronin etal.in thenorm alstate

at9 K [13]. Theirfar-IR data are available from 84 up

to 300 cm �1 (with constant data in the DC lim it m ea-

sured via a di�erentm ethod),which isa good exam ple

to dem onstrate that the !p can be obtained without a

fullintra-band spectrum in the SEA.

W e took !c = 250 cm �1 and N = 200. For0 � ! �

84 m eV,we constrain �2(!) to rem ain constant. This

im plies vanishing �2F (!) in the region as shown in

the upper right inset ofFig.2 and,consequently,a re-

duced �,and the Drude behavior in �1(!). The �tted

(solid curve)and experim ental(crosses)�1(!)are plot-

ted in Fig.2. The electron-phonon coupling constant

� = � @�1(!)=@!j!! 0 from the SEA is 0.51 which is

som ewhatreduced com paredwith theexperim entalvalue

of0:9� 1[12]asdiscussed above.Thecalculated plasm a

frequency is 7.8 eV while the experim entalvalue is 7:2

eV [13]. In the lower left inset,the extracted �2(!) is

shown. The above results clearly dem onstrate that the

SEA worksalso forthe casewith 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 itcan providethem ostm icroscopicin-

form ation ofinteractingelectron system s,theself-energy

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

provideforthe Ferm iliquidsm ore reliable and accurate

inform ation than the conventionalEDM analysis. For

the non-Ferm iliquids,itisexpected to provide qualita-

tively di�erentinform ation which is notaccessible with

the EDM .

A pplication to M gB 2

Letusnow analyzethe IR data ofnorm alstatec-axis

oriented M gB2 �lm m easured by Tu et al. [14],which

we regard as being due to intra-band excitations ofan

e�ectivesingleband system [7].In Fig.3(a),the experi-

m entalconductivitiesofTu etal. atT = 45 K and 295

K are shown together with the �tted conductivities us-

ing the SEA with N = 300 and !c = 6000 cm �1 . The

solid curves representthe �tted conductivities,and the

dashed and dotted curves,respectively,theexperim ental

onesatT = 295 K and T = 45 K .The sm alldiscrepan-

cies are due to phonons. In Fig.3(b),the results from

theEDM analysisareshown in theleftcolum n,and those

from thepresentSEA in therightcolum n.Thesolid and

dashed curves are,respectively,for T = 45 K and 295

K .Tu etal. found from the sum rule ofEq.(3)that!p
is 14750 cm �1 which yields,through the EDM ,a very

weak electron-phonon coupling asshown in the leftcol-

um n ofFig.3(b). They obtained �tr � 0:13 using the

Bloch-G r�uneisen form ulato analyzetheT-dependenceof

theresistivity,which isconsistentwith theEDM analysis

[14,15].Totheextentthat�tr � �,itseem stoosm allto

accountforthe superconducting transition tem perature

Tc = 39 K .O n the otherhand,we found from the SEA

that�� 0:56 and 0.41 at,respectively,T = 45 and 295

K as shown in Fig.3(b),which are substantially larger

than whatTu etal.found.Thelocaldensity approxim a-

tion calculation yields�tr � 0:6 [16].O ne way ofseeing

the discrepancy between EDM and SEA is that the !p
from SEA islargerthan thatfrom EDM .W efound that

!p = 16690 cm �1 at T = 45 K ,and 16740 cm �1 at

T = 295 K .Iftheenhanced !p areused in theEDM ,the

resulting�tr arein good agreem entwith theSEA.Asfar

asthe EDM and the T-dependence ofthe resistivity are

concerned,the enhanced !p resolvesthe problem ofthe

sm all�tr.

W ith the SEA,we m ay go further and perform the

spectralanalysis to see the frequency range that con-

tributesto�,which can notbecarried outwith theEDM

analysis. � = 2
R
1

0
d


�
2
F (
 )



,where �2F (!)= 1

�
P2(!)

m ay beobtained from theextracted �2(!)using Eq.(5).

The � 2�2(!)isshown in the rightcolum n ofFig.3(b).

The extracted �2F (!) is shown in Fig.4 together with

thosefrom tunneling [17](dashed line)and LDA calcula-

tion [16](thin solid line). They are shown in a wider

frequency range in the inset. The extracted �2F (!)

from SEA are characterized by two frequency regions

which m ake dom inant contributions to �; around ! �
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70 and 300 m eV,which is,interestingly,consistentwith

them odelproposed by M arsiglio[15].Thelow frequency

region around 70 m eV isthe contribution from the E 2g

phonon m ode, while the nature of the high frequency

region is not clear. The two regions contribute alm ost

equally to �: �phonon � 0:36 (0:21) and the total� is

0.56 (0.41)forT = 45 K (T = 295 K ).

The extracted �2F (!),com pared with the localden-

sityapproxim ation(LDA)calculation,correctlycaptured

the m ain E 2g contribution butm issed sm allercontribu-

tions from other phonon m odes; am ong the m odes in

the�2F (!)obtained from theLDA calculation shown in

Fig.4,the m odeswhose �2F (!)are sm allerthan � 0:5

are absent in the SEA results. This,we suspect,m ay

be a consequence ofthe broad featuresaround 160 and

880 cm �1 in theexperim ental�(!),which werenotpre-

dicted by phonon calculations [14]and possibly due to

M gO im purities. W e did not elim inate these contribu-

tions for the present calculations. This m ay sm ear out

otherwisesharperfrequency dependenceof�(!),and re-

duce the electron-phonon coupling constant.

Apart from these discrepances,the SEA successively

describes the frequency-dependent conductivity of the

M gB2 and yields an increased � than the previous es-

tim ate. The SEA suggests,which m ade m ore accurate

determ ination of!p possible,that the sm all� reported

in thec-axisoriented sam pleism ostlikely dueto under-

estim ated !p,and the total� from the SEA issubstan-

tially larger. However,the �phonon � �=2 stillseem s a

bittoo sm allto accountforthe Tc.

SU M M A R Y A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

In this paper we have proposed and dem onstrated a

m icroscopic way to analyze the frequency-dependentin-

frared conductivity, referred to as self-energy analysis,

which isvalid forthe non-Ferm im liquidsaswellasthe

Ferm iliquids. Additionaladvantage ofthe self-energy

analysisisthattheplasm a frequency !p can beobtained

with abetteraccuracy.Through theself-energy analysis,

weextracted theelectronself-energyfrom theinversionof

experim entally m easured infrared conductivity,and the

e�ectiveinteraction between electronsfrom theextracted

self-energy. After we dem onstrated that the self-energy

analysis m ethod can be successfully applied for sim ple

m etalslikePb and Nb,weapplied them ethod to theIR

conductivity data ofnorm alstateM gB2.W ehavefound

thatthe � from the self-energy analysisis substantially

larger than that obtained from the conventionalanaly-

sis ofthe T-dependence ofthe resistivity and extended

Drudem odel.Thediscrepanciesbetween theself-energy

analysisand conventionalm ethod forM gB2 isattributed

to theunderestim ated !p from theconventionalm ethod.

However,the �phonon from the self-energy analysis still

seem sa bitsm allto accountforthe Tc.

Now that we have dem onstrated that the self-energy

analysisofthe frequency-dependentinfrared conductiv-

ity really works and can be very powerful, som e con-

cluding rem arks and outlooks are in order. First,one

m ay wonder ifthe solution to the globalm inim ization

ofthe functionalW [�2]is unique. The answer seem s

positive: the converged solutions,with di�erent initial

con�gurations,ofgiven conductivity data allagree with

each other. This m eans that the extracted self-energy

�2(!)isindeed unique.Second,we have also checked if

there is any spurious feature from the K ram ers-K ronig

transform ation used in the present work to obtain the

realpartofthe self-energy from theim aginary part.W e

therefore have �tted the com plex conductivity by treat-

ing both the realand im aginary parts of�(!) as inde-

pendentvariables,which elim inatesthe use ofK ram ers-

K ronig. This gives the sam e �2(!) with the proce-

dure using W [�2],dem onstrating the reliability ofthe

present m ethod. Third, we plan to report results of

theself-energy analysisoftheconductivity forothercor-

related electron system s such as the high Tc supercon-

ductors,Sm 2/Nd2M o2O 7,and Ca/SrRuO 3 m entioned in

theintroduction.Thedi�erencesbetween theself-energy

analysisand the extended Drude m odelanalysisare ex-

pected to be quantitative for the Ferm iliquids,but be

qualitativeforthenon-Ferm iliquids.Itwillthereforebe

very interesting to see whatinform ation the self-energy

analysisprovideforthe strongly correlated electron sys-

tem s.Also am ong theplan areextending theself-energy

analysis to non constant density of states and broken

sym m etry states,and doing the analysis for other two-

particleprobessuch astheelectronicRam an and inelas-

ticneutron spectra.W ebelievethattheself-energy anal-

ysis seem s tim ely and urgent in view ofthe m ounting

interests in the correlated electron or non-Ferm iliquid

system s for which the phenom enologicalanalyses m ay

yield inadequateresults.
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FIG .1: Left: �1(!)is plotted for Pb with �
im p

2
= � 1 m eV

and atT = 3 K .The extracted and generated conductivities

are shown,respectively,in solid line and open circles. The

dashed and thin solid curvesin theinsetwere obtained from ,

respectively,�2
F (!)= � 1

�

@� 2(! )

@!
and the convolution using

Eq.(5),and the latter is alm ost indistinguishable with the

inputtunnelingdata(solid line).Right:The1� � 1(!)=! and

� 2� 2(!)obtained from the SEA are plotted,respectively,in

the upperand lower panels. The extracted (generated)ones

are shown in solid line (open circles). These SEA analysis

resultsarecom pared with theED M results.Thedotted lines

represents1=�(!)and m
�
(!)=m b,respectively,obtained from

ED M using the generated conductivity. 1=�(!) (thin solid

line) calculated by using Eq.(10) is also shown in the lower

rightpanelforcom parison.
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the extracted �
2
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2
F (!)(dashed).
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FIG . 3: (a) The calculated and m easured �1(!) of M gB 2

for T = 45 and 295 K .The sm alldiscrepancies are due to

phonons. (b)Left: extended D rude analysis ofexperim ental

data indicating the weak electron-phonon coupling. Right:

the corresponding quantities from the self-energy analysis.

Notethatm
�
=m b and 1=�(!)show m uch sm ootherfrequency

dependence com pared with the corresponding 1� � 1(!)and

� 2� 2(!)asnoted previously forPb in Fig.1.
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two dom inantcontributionsaround ! � 70 and 300 m eV.


