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In this paper we Investigate the role of the electronic correlation on the hole doping dependence
of electron-phonon and superconducting properties of cuprates. W e introduce a sin ple analytical
expression for the oneparticle G reen’s function in the presence of electronic correlation and we eval-
uate the reduction of the screening properties as the electronic correlation Increases by approaching
half- lling. The poor screening properties play an in portant role w ithin the context of the nona-
diabatic theory of superconductivity. W e show that a consistent inclusion of the reduced screening
properties in the nonadiabatic theory can account in a naturalway for the Tc.— phase diagram of
cuprates. E xperim ental evidences are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 7420Mn, 71.10Hf 6320K

I. INTRODUCTION

T he role of the electron-phonon (ekph) interaction in
the high-T. superconducting cuprates has been a m at-
ter of debate for a long tin e. In early tim es the report
of a negligble isotope e ect on T. at optin al doping,
the aln ost linear behaviour of the resistivity on tem —
perature, also at optim al doping, and other exotic fea—
tures of the copper oxides led to the com m on belief that
electron-phonon coupling was a m arginal ingredient to
understand the phenom enology of these m aterials. H ow —
ever, over the years, there hasbeen a revam ping evidence
of an im portant rol of the phonons. The m ost rem ark—
abl ones are, for nstance, the discovery of an isotope
e ect on T. larger than the BCS value ( z, > 05) In
the underdoped regin ef? the report of a sizabl iso—
tope shift on the e ective glectronic mass m and on
the onset of the pseudogap ,'i"’lri’ the observation ofphonon
renom alization® and phonon anomalies at T < T.¥
M ore recently, ARPE S m easurem ents pointed out a kink
in the elegtron dispersion the origin ofwhich is probably
phononic? C learly, if phonons are relevant for supercon—
ductivity in these m aterials, this cannot be described in
a BCS-lke fram ework, but som e non-conventional ap—
proach Incliding strong electronic correlation is neces—
sary. T he study ofthe interplay betw een electron-phonon
Interaction and the electronic correlation is a challenging
task which has attracted m uch scienti ¢ work along dif-
ferent Iines.

An interesting issue concems the m om entum m odu-
lation of the electron-phonon coupling nduced by the
electronic correlation. In Ref. :Q, using a variety of theo—
retical and experin ental ndings, it is shown that in cor-
related system s an allq scattering in the electron-phonon
Interaction is strongly favored. A strong enhancem ent of
the forward scattering at g 0 In correlated system s
close to the m etalinsulator transition, accom panied by a
suppression of scattering at large g, was reported for ex—
am ple in Refs. E-Q‘,:_iil by using 1=N expansion techniques.

A recent num ericalw ork based ¢n Q uantum M onte C arlo
technique con m s this picture 4

D i erentbut som ehow com plem entary argum entations
based on poor screening e ects in correlated system shave
been also discussed in literature. T he basic idea is that,
as a m etal Ioses its coherence as function of the corre-
lation degree approaching a m etalinsulator transition,
the screening properties of the bare long-range electron—
phonon Interaction becom e lesse ectjve resalting in a net
predom nance of small g scatter:ingﬂg'i‘i'ﬁs:’iq A sinilar
physical argum ent applies, for exam ple, to doped sam i
conductors which are comm only described In term s of
the Frohlich Ham iltonian, w ith electron-phonon m atrix
ekments 3, F / 1=117.

Them om entum structure of the electron-phonon scat—
tering induced by the electronic correlation has been
shown to play a crucial 9l in the context of nonadia—
batic superconductivity L7849 M narrow band system s,
such as cuprates and fiillerenes, the Ferm ienergy Er is
so sn all to be com parable w ith the phonon frequencies
!pn, and the adiabatic assum ption (! 5 Er) breaks
down. In this context M igdal’s theorem 9 does not apply
and one needs to take into account nonadiabatic e ects
not inclided in the M igdalE liashberg M E) theory of
superconductivity. D etailed studies have shown that the
nonadiabatic contributions, which are well represented
by the vertex function, present a com plex m om entum —
frequency structure, in which an all g-scattering leads to
an enhancem ent ofthe e ective superconducting pairing,
while largeq scattering keads to a reduction of 172419
T he strong g-m odulation ofthe electron-phonon interac—
tion due to the electronic correlation is thus expected to
give rise to a net enhancem ent of the superconducting
pairing.

T he purpose of the present paper is twofold. On one
hand we wish to quantify the m icroscopic dependence
of the screening properties of a correlated system on
relevant quantities as the electron densiy of the Hub-
bard repulsion; in addition we apply the derived screened
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electron-phonon interaction to evaluate the role of the
electronic correlation in the context of the nonadiabatic
superconductivity and to derive a qualitative supercon—
ducting phase diagram . To this ain we Introduce a
m odel for the electronic G reen’s function of the sys-
tem , based on the decom position of the total spectral
function in a ocoherent, itinerant part, and an incoher—
ent localized background corresponding to the Hubbard
subbands. The relative balance between the two parts
varies as a function of doping and electronic correlation.
This w ill have in portant consequences on the electronic
screening and hence on the g-m odulation of the e ective
electron-phonon scattering, as well as on the supercon—
ducting properties. W e shall show that:

the ooherent excitations dom inate the screening
properties as well as the superconducting ones.

the loss of coherent spectral weight approaching
half- lling is thus responsible for the reduction of
the screening properties and for the increase ofthe

forward scattering in the electron-phonon interac-
tion.

In the strongly correlated regin e the selection of
forward scattering gives rise to an enhancem ent
of the e ective electron-phonon interaction w ithin
the context of the nonadiabatic superconductivity.
These e ects however com pete w ith the reduction
ofthe quasiparticle spectralweight which is detri-
m ental for superconductivity.

the resulting phase diagram shares m any sin ilari-

ties w ith the one of the cuprates. In particular it
show s an overdoped region, where superconductiv—
iy is suppressed by negative nonadiabatic e ects,
an underdoped region, n which superconductiv—
ity is destroyed by the loss of coherent spectral
weight, and an intemm ediate region in which the
predom nance of an allq scattering leads to an en—
hancem ent of the nonadiabatic elph pairing w hich
overcom es the reduction of the coherent spectral
welght.

W e hereby wish to point out that a com plete descrip—
tion of the rich fenom enology of the cuprates is wellbe-
yond the ain of the present paper. In particular, we
shall not discuss, for reason of sim plicity, the sym m etry
ofthe gap, which of course is of indam ental in portance
if one w ishes to give a quantitative description of these
system s. W e would like jist to rem ark on this point that
a d-wave sym m etry of the superconducting order param —
eterwas shown by m any authors to naturally arise in the
context of a phonon pairing w,ith. g signi cant predom
nance of rward scatterjrlg‘fli'gz.@'ﬁ‘l:. T he com petition
between s and d wave symmetry in a nonadiabatic
electron-phonon system wasalso studied in Ref. :_2:'-"» . Tak-
ng Into acocount explicitely the d-wave sym m etry of the
gap would not change In a qualitative way the resuls of
the present work.

T his paper is organized as follows: in sectjon']_I we
introduce our m odel G reen’s function; in section Q]:"L we
derive an e ective form for the electron-phonon interac—
tion. In the last section wew rite and solve the generalized
M igdalFE liashberg equations, in the adiabatic and non-
adiabatic lin i, and discuss In detail the com petition of
the di erent factors which determ ine the superconduct—
Ing critical tem perature of our system .

II. A MODEL FOR CORRELATED ELECTRON
SYSTEM S

A s brie y discussed In the introduction, one of the
m aln ain s of the present paper is to nvestigate how the
screening propertiesarea ected by the presence of strong
electronic correlation, and to param etrize these e ects in
term s of m icroscopical quantities. In particular we have
In m Ind a Hubbard-like system where tinerant electrons,
w ith band dispersion  and bandw idth E , interact each
other through an onsite Coulomb repulsion U . Aswe are
going to see, a crucial role is played in this context by
the transfer of spectralweight as a fiinction of the corre—
lation degree from low energy coherent states to the high
energy (Hubbard-lke) incoherent ones.

In this section we present a sin ple, m Inin alm odel for
the electron spectral function which takes into account
thesem ain e ects and which can thus represent a proper
starting point to evaluate screening e ects in correlated
system s.

A 11 the possible nform ation about the single-particle
properties of the system is contained in the one-electron
G reen’s function G k;!). W ithout loss of generality we
assum e that the G reen’s function G can-be split In a
coherent and an incoherent contribution 24

Gki!')=Geon®&;!)+ Guck;!); 1)

where the ooherent part G .., describes the itinerant,
quasiparticle lke properties of the electron wavefunc—
tion, while the incoherent part G i, accounts for the in-
coherent high energy excitations. Due to is localized
nature G iy k;!) is only weakly dependent on the m o—
mentum quantum number, so that the dependence on k
can be reasonably neglected.

An In portant quantity which param etrizes the relative
balance between coherent and incoherent contrbutions
is the quasiparticle spectral weight Z , which is sinply
given by:

1
dl—-Im Geon k! +1)]1=172; 2)

w hereas the ncoherent part obeys the sum rule:
2 1

d!—Im Gunck;!'+1)]=1 Z: 3)

T he quasiparticle spectral weight Z can vary between

0 and 1, the two lim its corresponding to the Insulating



and m etallic lim it respectively. Tt dependson the intemal
param etersU and ,where istheholdoping( =1 n)
and n the total number of electrons (n = 1 half lled
case).

Several techniques have been developed to investigate
the Hubbard m odel?? D i erent starting points are em —
plyed according to whether m ain em phasis has to be
paid on the ocoherent (itinerant) or on the incoherent (lo—
calized) featurgs. For instance the so—called Hubbard I
approxin ation 24 which is exact in the atom ic lim i, is
mainly ain ed at a schem atic representation of the local-
ized states, describbed by an upper and a lower H ubbard
band spaced by an energy gap, ofw idth U . O n the other
hand the G utzy dller technique?’ and themean el slave
bosons solution! o eran usefiiltoolto dealw ith the co—
herent spectral weight of the electron G reen’s function:
In this case the quasiparticle spectral properties in the
presence of strong correlation are describbed In term sofan
e ective band of non-interacting ferm ions w ith spectral
weight Z and bandw idth ZE .

In this paper we Introduce a new phenom enological
m odel to take Into account in the sin plest way and at
the sam e level the coherent and incoherent parts of the
G reen’s function. W e approxin ate the exact (unknown)
coherent and incoherent parts,efG k;!) n Eqg, -('EL') re—
spectively w ith the G utzw ille®d and Hubbard 24 soli-
tions, nam ely:

z
Geon k;!) = " 7+ iO”; 4)
. k
Gy = & z)% 1 n=2)
ne N ! @ n=2)+ U=2
n=2
: ; &)
. (n:2)k + + U=2

where is the chem ical potential, N ¢ is the total num —
ber ofsitesand Z is the quasiparticle weight obtained in
the G utzw iller approxin ation in the param agnetic state
at nite U and generic 1lling A ppendix .'E-\-:) . Due to
the localized nature of the incoherent part we have re—
placed the G i, k; ! ) given by the Hubbard I approxin a—
tion w ith ism om entum average. Num erical calculations
based on Dynam icalM ean-¥Field Theory OMFT) con—

m our qualitative picture of a spectral weight transfer
from a central coherent peak to a,incoherent H ubbard—
like background w ith increasing U 24

T he behaviour of Z as function of the particles den—

sity n and of the Hubbard energy U is shown in Fig.
:gl. The critical Hubbard energy U., which detem ines
the B rinkm an-R ice transition at n = 1 is related to the
kinetic energy E i, , which depends on the bare elegtron
dispersion shape, through the relation U = 8% nj 23 In
the follow Ing we em ploy a bare constant density of states
DOS)with N () = Ng = 1=E for y 2 [ E=2;E=2].
In this case, we have U, = 2E . The chem icalpotential
is detem ined by the totalnum ber of particles. In F ig. d

FIG. 1: Quasiparticke spectral weight as detem ined by
the Gutzw iller solution at nie U and n. Left panel: Z
as function of n for (fom top to the bottom ) U=U. =
04;08;12;1:6;2:0. Right panel: Z as function of U=U. for
(from top to the bottom ) n= 0:6;0:8;0:9;10.

we show typicaldensity ofstatesN (! ) for the correlated
system described by ourm odel Egs. @)—55)].

W e would lke to stress that the phenom enological
m odel descrbbed by Egs. (:_4)—(5) is not meant at all to
be exhaustive of the com plex physics of a strongly cor—
related system . In fact, retardation e ects are neglected,
sihce we are assum Ing the separation Into two soecies of
electrons to be independent of frequency. M ore so sti-
cated m ethods of solution, incliding DM FT, pem i to
treat the selfenergy ofa strongly correlated system in a
m ore carefiillway, retaining the correct frequency depen-—
dence of the selfenergy.

O urm odel has the advantage of being extrem ely sin —
pl and easy to handl, and it allowed us to obtain ex—
plicit expressions for all the relevant quantities of the
coupled electron-phonon system ; n particular, we focus

d=0 5=0.2 5=04
3
=
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FIG.2: Density ofstatesN (!) = (1=) |, ImG k;! +

i0) resulting from our model, for U = 2U. and di erent
values of doping. At half- lling the system is an insulator,
and its density of states is represented by two Hubbard-lke
features at distance U from each other; m oving away from
half- lling a coherent peak starts fom ing, with increasing
weight Z . D ashed regions represent lled states up to the
chem icalpotential (dotted line).



on the spectralweight transfer from the coherent to the
Inooherent part of the G reen’s fiinction when increasing
the degree of electronic correlation. A s we are going to
see, this feature w illhave In portant consequences on the
electronic screening and on the m om entum dependence
of the electron-phonon coupling.

ITII. SCREENING AND ELECTRON-PHONON
INTERACTION

A . Correlation e ectson Thom asFerm iscreening

Them om entum dependence ofthe electron-phonon in-
teraction usually playsam arginalrole in determ ining the
electron-phonon properties of comm on m etals. T he basi-
lar reason for this is that the bare long-range electron—
phonon interaction is e ectively screened by the long-—
range Coulom b repulsion leading to a weak m om entum
dependence.

T he conventionalM igdalE liashberg theory, which de—
scribes electron-phonon e ects both of the nom al and
superconducting states, is om ally derived starting from
an e ective electron-phonon Ham iltonian, in which the
Coulomb electron-electron repulsion does not appear,
apart from a weak residualelectron-electron contribution
in the Cooper channel, Uy ,q, which gives rise the to the
M orelA nderson \pseudopotential' term = N (0)U 23
T he physicalquantities appearing in thise ective H am il
tonian are thus considered to have been already renor-
m alized by the long-range Coulom b Interaction. In par-
ticular the electron-phonon m atrix elem ents gy x+ 4 and
the residual electron-electron repulsion are usually con—
sidered to have a negligble m om entum dependence, so
that the E liashberg equations depend only on the fre—
quency variables.

T his drastic assum ption works quite well in m any con—
ventional low tem perature superconductors with large
carrier density since, In this case, the long-range g-
dependence of the bare electron-phonon and electron—
electron interaction V (g;!) / 1=37F)]is rem oved by the
large m etallic screening. This welkknown e ect is usu-—
ally expressed In temm s of the (static) dielectric function

(@), which in the RPA approxin ation reads:

kz
Hf

@ = ©)

wherekry isthe Thom asFem iscreeningm om entum de—
ned as

im4 & (@;

ki, = 1= 0); %)
q! 0

Z
A% k+ qg;! + 196 k;!19: @®)

2 X
@!t)y= —
Ng .

T he e ective long-range Interaction resuls thus screened
by conduction charge to give the T hom asFem iexpres—
sion:

V@it!)
@)
l -
fF + Kip

In free electron system s the Thom asFem i vector is
directly related to the bare density of states via the sin -
ple relation ling: o (@;! = 0)= 2N (0), whereN (0)
is the density of states per spin at the Fem i level, so
thatk?, = 8 &N (0). In comm on metals, since krr is
typically larger than the Brillouin zone size gy ), the
e ective (electron-electron, electron-phonon) interaction
Ve (@;!) canbe considered in rst approxim ation aln ost
Independent of the exchanged m om entum .

T hings are expected to be very di erent in correlated,
narrow band system s. As we have m entioned before,
strongly correlated electrons, due to their reduced m o—
bility, are much less e ective In screening extemal per—
turbations, especially at am allw avelengths. For instance,
the reduction of the screening properties approaching a
m etaknsulator transition in disorder alloys aswellas in
cuprates hasbeen experin entally signaled n R efs. $0,41.

In this section we em ploy the sin ple m odel above in—
troduced for the description of the G reen’s function to
quantify the reduced screening properties of correlated
system s and their dependence on m icroscopic param e—
ters, such as the holke doping or the Hubbard repulsion
U . In order to do this, we com pute the Thom asFem i
vectorkrr ,de ned n Eq. (7), usihg them odeldescribed
by Egs. M) 65) to evaluate the RPA response function

(@;!) accordingto Eqg. (85 W hilehigherorder (vertex)
diagram s are not taken into account in this fram ew ork,
we shallshow that this sin plem odelis already su clent
to describe the reduction of screening properties due to
transfer of spectralweight from the coherent to lncoher—
ent states.

Ve @;!) =

/ )

Using Egs. @)—(E) the response function can be
w ritten as a sum of three di erent contributions:
= cet cit ii; (10)

where the rst one descrbes scattering processes w hich
nvolve only coherent states; the second temm describes
scattering between the coherent peak and the Hubbard
lower/upper (incoherent) bands; the last one describes
processes which involre only localized incoherent states
In both the G reen’s functions ofEq. 4_3) . In generalwe
expect that the total screening w illbe dom inated by the
rst contribution . . since the itinerant coherent states
are much more e ective, because of their m cbility, in
screening extemalperturbations than the localized ones.
InFig. :_3 weplot the RPA response function in unisof
thebareDOS: Img: o (@;! = 0)=2N 4, as function of
the electron 1ling. Since orn ! 0 the screening proper—
ties are determm ined only by the coherent part regardless
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FIG.3: E ective Thom asFem i screening k%F (solid line)

as a function ofthe electron density n for a correlated system

described by ourmodel U = 8U.). The di erent contrbu-
tions to the total screening are also show n: coherent-coherent
particle-hole processes (dashed line) and coherent-incoherent
+ Incoherent-incoherent contribution (dotted line). Apart
from half- 1ling, w here the coherent contribution vanishesand
the screening is detem Ined by the only residual incoherent
polarization, the static screening properties of the system are
dom inated from the coherent quasiparticle excitations.

any correlation e ects, this is also equivalent to plot the
Thom asFerm im om entum kZ, as function of the elkec-
tron density n: k3, (n)=kZ, @ = 0). Asshown in gure
the net value of the Thom asFem im om entum ism ainly
determ ined by the coherent-coherent excitations. Sin ple
scaling considerations show that the coherent-coherent
contribution to the regponse function is just equalto Z
tin es the Thom asFerm im om entum of an uncorrelated
system . The explicit expressions of the other two temm s
are a bit m ore com plicated and they are reported in ap—
pendix B!. Fig. @ show s a drastic reduction ofthe screen—
ing properties of the system as the m etalinsulator tran—
sition is approached at half- lling U > U.). In this case
the spectral weight of the coherent part is zero, and the
only residual sm all contrbution to the screening is due
to incoherent excitations which vanishes forU ! 1 .

B . Poor screening and m om entum dependence of
the electron-phonon interaction

From Fig. :_3 it is clear that the assum ption of a
Thom asFem i momentum much larger than the ex-—
changed phonon m om enta g breaks down as electronic
correlation e ects get m ore and m ore relevant, nam ely
approaching half- lling. In this situation the e ective
electron-phonon interaction can be no longer considered
weakly dependent on g in the longrange Imit g ! O.
On a m icroscopical ground the screening of long-range

Coulom b interaction renom alizesboth the bare electron—
phonon m atrix elem ent gg Kt g and the phonon frequen—
cies . The elph m atrix elem ent can be usefully w rit—
tenasgy,,, ' ¢ q)=Hjwherec( 4) isawellbehaved
function ofq in the lin it Iin 4, ¢ and i m ainly depends
on the phonon frequency 4. Ifboth the screening f
fctson gy, , , and 4 are properly taken into account®3
one can get an expression for the e ective totalelectron—
phonon interaction:

F(lg)
uf @

VIR (@it = D) an

w here both the phonon propagatorD 4 (! ) and the cou-
pling function c(! 4) arewr:tten in tem s of the screened
phonon frequency !4 .EqQ. (lL) show sthat the long-range
behaviour of the total ekph interaction / 1=%F, when
w ritten as function of the screened phonon frequency, is
correct by the dielectric function (q).

Foran opticalm ode, ! 4 isonly weakly dependent on g
and the kading dependence on g ofEq. C_fl:) com es from
the tem / 1=[ (@)%3]. These screening e ects can be
conveniently dealt w ith by introducing the screened elph
m atrix elam ent gy :

J®I, 1

% (q)/ I 12)
T he elph scattering isthus roughly describbed (we rem ind
these expression were derived in the Iimit g ! 0) by a
Jorentzian function in the space ©yj. It is also usefil to
Introduce the dim ensionless variables Q = f|¥F2ky and
Q¢ = krg=2kr, so that:

Q)" —= 2+Q2 13)
T he param eter Q . representsa cut-o for the exchanged
phonon m om enta: the electron-phonon scattering w illbe
operative orQ < Q., and negligbl HrQ ~ Q..
The m om entum structure resulting in Eq. (_i.:%) plays
a crucial role In the Cooper pairing In the coherent—
coherent channel where the m om entum is a good quan—
tum number. For these contrbutions the total strength
of the electron-phonon ooup]Jng is linked w ith the mo-
mentum average of Eq. Cl]: over the Fem i gurface.
Eor a jﬁottopjc system , using polar coordinates d =

02 d Oldoos and rem inding that Q = sih( =2), we
obtain:
Rd R d
Q Q —=——
. 0%+ Q2
vo)f ., = .
d OQdQ
1+ Q2
- ¢#n -2t 4)

0%

IncommonmetalsQ. 05 lsothath 1+ Q2)=02
isofthe orderofl. O n the otherhand, in poorly screened



system sQ . 1 and the resulting elph coupling is sensi-
bly enhanced. In the follow Ingwe shallconsiderQ .’ 0:7
as representative case of uncorrelated usualm etals.

For practical purposes, ©llow ing R efs. :18,:19 we ap—

proxin ate the lorentzian behaviour of Eqg. C13) wih a
Heaviside function:
ve)f! & @ Q) 15)

In order to preserve In this m apping the total strength
of the elph coupling, the prefactor has to be deter-
m Ined by requiring the resulting elph coupling strength,
nam ely the average of ¢ over the Fem i surface, to be

equal Hr Egs. {13) and C15 W ith this condition we
nd:

) 5 1 1+ Q2

ve)f=g o2 2 Q. Q)i (16)

Asa nalrem ark ofthis section we note that them o—
mentum dependence of FQ )F is not expected on the
other hand to be e ective In the incoherent-coherent
and incoherent-incoherent contributions to the electron—
phonon interaction, where the exchanged m om entum g
is no more a good quantum number. In this case the
e ective Incoherent electron-phonon coupling is roughly
given by is mom entum average on the Brillouin zone,
which we shall set In the fllow ing to be equalto ¢ .

IV. GENERALIZED M IGDAL-ELIASHBERG
EQUATIONS

In the previous sections we have introduced a sinple
m odel for an electron-phonon system in the presence of
electronic correlation. In particular we have reduced, in
an approxin ate way, the com plex problem of the inter-
ply between electron-phonon and electron-electron in—
teractions to a purely electron-phonon system described
by an e ective oneparticle G reen’s function Edgs. (uL),
64 (5 )land an e ective electron-phonon m atrix elem ent
gQ) Eg. C16) A fter thism apping, the Baym K adano
theory= £9 assuresthat the functionalfom ofthe supercon—
ducting equations w ill be the sam e of a purely electron—
phonon system :

elph GiG; T @7)
Z = Zelpn GiG; 1 18)

where is the superconducting order param eter; the
G reen’s function G and the m atrix elem ent g are de-
ned by Egs. (:11' ), (), (6.), (:L6|), asm entioned above. In
order to obtain an exphc:t expression rEgs. (_l]) C_lg)
we should specify in which fram ework we are going to
treat the electron phonon interaction. In particular, we
observe that the conventionalM E theory, in particular, is
based on the assum ption that the phonon frequencies are
much an allerthan the electronicFem ienergy, ! on Er
( adiabatic lim it). This theory works quite well in the

conventionallow tem perature superconductors, w here no

electronic correlation ispresent and Er is ofthe order of
5 10 €&V .0n the otherhand, the strong band renom al-
ization In correlated system s described in Sec. IT ques—
tions the adiabatic assum ption, especially as, approach—
inghalf- Iling, the renom alized bandw idth  ZE can be
com parable w ith !y . In these system s a m ore suitable

description can be obtained In the fram ew.qik ofthe non

adiabatic theory of superconductivity L2824 Egs. ih-
¢l8 can be rew ritten as:

X

I
=
+

|

Zn z (Glithiln) n G 19)

n = T¢

(E];!n;!m)'

+m Zm

n Gl 20)

m

w here the electron-phonon kemels (GE!'ni!ln) and

(G} !'a;!n ) contain the nonadiabatic vertex (P ) and
cross (C) contrbutions to the selfenergy and to the
C ooper pairing channels:

(GLtaitn) = nn A+t P(GL!'ailniQd)ls

(E];!n;!m)z n m D—+2P(E];!n;!m;Qc)]
+ 2C(Bh'ai'niQe)

Here , , is linked wih the electron-phonon spec-
tigl function “F (!) through the relation g, =
2 d! 2F (I)!:[!2+ (In !rn)z]l = nm=0 and

is the shortrange residual electron-electron repul-
sion. The breakdown of the adiabatic hypothesis de—
term ines the need for the explicit nclusion of the ver—
tex (P ) and cross (C) functions in Eq%. d_l-gi)—C_Z-(_i) and
jtaectst?eexpressjonome]= G k;!) and

n Gl = «G k;!)G ( k; !) through nite band-
w idth e ects. The m om entum dependence of the super—
conducting equations has been averaged on the Fem i
surface and it gives rise to the strong de_pendenoe on Q¢
in the vertex and cross tem s. Th Eq. {19)-{20) we have
m oreover in plicitly expressed the finctional dependence
of the electronphonon kemels 3, as well as of the
quantitiesP ,C and ,on theGJ:een sﬁmctjon G which
we rem ind ism odeled as in Eqs QL) (14), ©

Before solving E gs. C_LS_] C_Z(_] in thewhole range ofdop—
ng, we would like to discuss the di erent role of the co-
herent (itinerant) states and the incoherent (localized)
states, describbed respectively by Egs. ('4), (_5 ) on the su—
perconducting properties. A s we have seen In Sec. -]It
the electronic screening ism ainly dom inated by the co—
herent term ofthe electronic G reen’s fuinction, which de-
scribbes m obik electrons for which k is a good quantum
num ber.

Sin ilar considerations can be m ade also for supercon—
ductivity : we expect, in fact, that the coherent electrons,
which have a high m obility, will give a m ore relevant
contribution to the superconducting criticaltem perature.
To check the validity of this hypothesis, we have solved
Egs. {19)-20) in the ME lim i (ie. neglkcting vertex
corrections), once using an integralkemel containing the
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FIG .4: Com parison of the critical tem perature T. as a func—
tion of U _for the half- lling case, using the full integralkemel
in Egs. {19)-Q0) (em pty circles) and using only its coherent
part (solid line).

full G reen’s function Eg. :!:), and once an integral ker—
nelw ih only the coherent part of the G reen’s finction
Eqg. (:4)], as a function of the Hubbard repulsion U . In
Fig. df]), we show as em pty circles the results obtained
w ith the full kemel, and w ith solid line the critical tem —
perature obtained using only the coherent part. Thetwo
sets of data are hardly distinguishable, pointing out that
the increase of T. due to the coherent-incoherent and
Incoherent-incoherent couplings is negligble.

A fter this ocbservation, in the follow ng the functional
dgpendenoe on the totalG reen’s function G in Egs. C_l-g‘)—
C_Z(_i) can be in good approxin ation replaced by the only
coherent part, explicitly: 7z Geonl,s Geonlr P Geonlr
CBenl m Beonl. Asweshow in Appendix B}, when the
reduced spectral weight and bandw idth are taken into
acocount, this corresponds to a proper rescaling of the
analytical expressions for these quantities evaliated In

the absence of correlation in R efs. :_3-6':_3]'

Tt is interesting to campare our m odel w ith the two—
band superconductivity®d, which has, recently driven a
considerabk attention due to M gB, 8%. T that case,
the opening of interband scattering channels leads to
an enhancem ent of the critical tem perature. For some
regpects, our m odel could also be seen as an e ective
tw o-band system , m ade up ofa very narrow band ofm o—
bile electrons and another band of localized electrons,
coupled to each other. However, we note that, since the
spectral weight of each single band is not conserved, the
onset of the high-energy bands of localized electrons is
accom panied by a decrease of the quasiparticle spectral
weight, resulting In an e ective reduction of the C ooper
pairing.

A . Doping e ects and phase diagram of the
nonadiabatic superconductivity

Egs. ('_1-_9')—6_2-@) represent our tool to investigate the
Joss of the superconducting properties due to the elec—
tronic correlation approaching half- lling. W e can in fact
evaluate all the relevant quantities, such as the electron—
phonon interaction kemels 5, , the electron G reen’s
finction G, the vertex and cross finctionsP , C , and the
mom entum cut-o Q . asa function ofthem icroscopicpa—
ram etersas the hole doping and the H ubbard repulsion
U . W e shall show that the phase diagram as a function
of the doping is govemed by two com peting e ects: one
driven by the reduction of the coherent spectral weight
approaching half- 1ling, which is detrim ental for super-
conductiviy, and the other by the com plex behaviour
of the non-adiabatic temm s, which increase the e ective
pairingas ! O anddecreaseitas ! 1.

Since we arem ainly interested In the region ! 0 of
the phase diagram , we disregard for sim plicity the an—
alytical dependence of the non-adiabatic temm s on the
chem ical potential. T he behaviour of the \bare" P and
C as a function of doping is In fact determ ined by the
density ofelectrons n = 1 ); this dependence ism uch
weaker than the dependence of Z and Q. close to half-

Iing (see F igs. :_?:, :!4') .

Before solving Egs. C_l-§_5)—(_2-g) num erically to obtain
the critical tem perature T, as a function of doping, we
w ish to discuss the phase diagram of ourm odel n tem s
of sin ple ntuitive physical argum ents, based on an ef-
fective electron-phonon coupling. Let us consider for the
m om ent the electron-phonon interaction alone, w ji:hczut
any residualCoulomb repulsion, namely = 0.Egq. {20)
can be rew ritten In a sinpli ed way as:

X
an’ Te Z

m

L+2Z P+Z ClKnm m7s (21)

where we have sin pli ed, according A ppendix E:r the
main dependences on Z = Z (U; ) of each quantity.
In this way, we can roughly see the total electron-
phonon coupling asthe product oftw o termm s: an e ective
electron-phonon coupling ofM E theory renom alized by
the electronic correlation, ™ ¥, and the enhancem ent due
to nonadiabatic vertex and cross (VC) diagrams V¢ :

e ME VC,
14

ME
Z

VC = 1422 PQ+Z CQo):

T he scheam atic behaviour ofthese quantities asa function
oftheholkdoping isshown in the upperpanelofF jg.:_$ .
T he physicsbehind the -dependence of ™ £ can be eas-
ily related to the loss of spectralw eight approaching the
m etalinsulator transition for ! 0. Thise ect, which
is present also in V¢, is however in that case com pet—
Ing wih the enhancem ent of the e ective coupling due
tOP Q¢) and C Q) which willbe m axin um and posi-
tive close to half- lling wWhere Q . ! 0) and negative at
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FIG .5: G raphical sketch of the di erent contributions to the
e ective superconducting coupling. Top panel: the coupling
function ™F® ismainly determ ined by the coherent spectral
weight, and it exhibits a m onotonous grow ing behaviour as a
fiinction of doping. The vertex factor '© tends to enhance
the e ective coupling at low doping and to depress it at high
doping. M iddlepanel: thetotale ective electron-phonon cou—
pling ¢ = M"F YC hasamaxinum at some nite value
of ; when the e ective M orelA nderson pseudopotential is
subtracted, superconductivity is suppressed at high doping.
Lower panel: resulting phase diagram for superconductivity:
superconductivity is only possble n a nite region of phase
space (gray region), where © ¢  ispositive.

high dopings. The interplay between these two e ects
will give rise to a maxinum of V¢, and hence of © ,
som ew here in the an all doping region w here the com pe-
tition between the spectral weight loss and the positive
nonadiabatic e ects is stronger (see upper and m idddle
panels n Fig. "5'1') .

W e can now also consider the e ect of the residual
M orelA nderson-like repulsion ; rst of all, we observe
that the reduction of spectral weight will lead to an ef-
fective repulsion € ' Z . Superconductivity will be
possbl only when the net electron-phonon attraction
overcom es the repulsion tem : € € > 0 (see ower
panel of Fig. E). The resulting total coupling is ex—
pected to exhibit a \bell" shape which ism ostly due to
the -dependence of the nonadiabatic factor V¢ . It is
Interesting to note two things. F irst, In the extrem e case

oo o
w N
B

FIG.6: M axinum eigenvalie V" ** as a function of doping,
evaliated at T = 001!y for di erent valuesof ,with =
1, !'o = 08E=2, and U = 8U.. Empty symbols (dashed
Ines) represent ME theory, Iled symbols (solid Iines) the
nonadiabatic theory described by Egs. {_1%‘)—({_2(2) .

ME < e  where no superconductivity would be pre—

dicted In the whole range by the conventionalM E the-
ory, we could expect nite T in a small region, due to
purely nonadiabatice ects ¢ = ME VC > € | Sec
ondly, i is clear that within the ME framework a net
attractive Interaction in the C ooper channel at a certain
doping , which correspondsto ME > © ,would inply
a superconducting order also at larger since the two
quantities ME®; © scale in the ssme way / Z; on the
other hand, in the nonadiabatic theory superconductiv—
iy, T is expected to be lim ited to som e m axin um valie
of doping, due to the negative contribution of the nona—
diabatic diagram sP and C at arge (large Q.’s).

W e can now quantify the sim ple argum ents discussed
so far. A quantitative estin ate of the strength of the
superconducting pairing is given by the highest eigen—
value v" #* of the superconducting integralkemel in Eq.
C_Z-(_]'), com puted at low T ; at a given tem perature T and
doping  superconductivity occurs if v* & 1 and the
superconducting pairing (@nd T.) is stronger as v* 2* is
larger.

In Fig. E we com pare the behaviour of v* #* as a finc-
tion of , obtained at T = 001!y usinhg an E instein
soectrum  for di erent values of In ME (open sym-—
bols, dashed lines) and in the nonadiabatic theory (full
sym bols, solid lines). The Hubbard repulsion was set at
U = 8U. and the phonon frequency at !, = 08E =2,
where E =2 is the bare halfbandw idth (unrenom alized
by correlation e ects). T he corresponding phase diagram
T.vs. Isreported in Fngj In agreem ent w ith ourpre—
vious discussion in the M E fram ework v*®* and T. de—
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FIG.7: Phase diagram of T. vs. for the adiabatic (em pty
sym bols, dashed lines) and nonardjabatjc ( lled sym bols, solid
lines) theory. D etails as in Fig. -_é

crease m onotonously as the hole doping is reduced. On
the otherhand, the corresponding resuls in the nonadia—
batic theory display a m ore com plex behaviour, show ing
that the e ective nonadiabatic pairing is larger than the
M E one at low doping and sm aller at high doping.

As we have already discussed, the bellshape of the
highest eigenvaluie v*" #* and of the critical tem perature
T. can be attrbuted to the dependence ofthe m agniude
and sign ofthe nonadiabatic tem son Q ., which, in tum,
strongly depends on doping. Forhigh doping the nonadi-
abatic contributions are negative and decrease v" #* and
T. wih respect to their M E values. Decreasing the
nonadiabatic tem s tum from negative into positive and
v" ®* and T, ncrease up to am axin um valie. A sthehole
doping is further decreased ( ! 0), the loss of spectral
weight becom esthe dom lnante ectand i nally leadsto
the com plete suppression of superconductivity. The in—
clusion of the residual Coulomb repulsion in the C ooper
channel, , leadsto an overall reduction ofthe supercon—
ducting pairing. The e ect is m ore pronounced in the
nonadiabatic theory than in M E, since In this case a very
an allvalie of isenough to suppress superconductivity
In a large region ofphase space at high dopings.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

Themahn ain of the present paper is the description,
on m icroscopicalgrounds, ofthe hole doping dependence
ofthe electron-phonon and superconducting properties of
a strongly correlated system w ithin the context ofa nona—
diabatic electron-phonon theory. T he need for a nonadi-
abatic treatm ent of the electron-phonon interaction n
correlated system s com es from the fact that, asa m etal-

Insulator transition is approached, the electronic band-
w idth is strongly reduced, and the adiabatic assum ption
!'on=Er onwhich M igda¥stheoram isbased breaksdown.

P ast studies have shown that the inclusion of nonadi-
abatic e ects can lead to a strong enhancem ent or de-
pression of T, depending on the value of the exchanged
mom enta and frequencies: if a m icroscopic m echanism
leads to a predom nance of the forward scattering in
the electron-phonon interaction, T. is strongly enhanced.
This e ect was schem atized in the past w ith the intro—
duction of an e ective cut-o In the elctron-phonon in—
teraction Q.), which was argued to be due to strong
correlations e ects.

In this work we have related the existence ofQ . w ith
the reduction of the screening properties due to correla—
tion ofa m etal approaching a m etalnsulator transition.
The sam e e ects which are responsible for the reduction
of the screening (nam ely the loss of k-gpace coherence)
are how ever also strongly detrim entalto superconductiv—
ity. In this work we have analyzed how the interplay
between these e ects isre ected on a T vs doping phase
diagram .

W e have introduced a sin ple analyticalm odel to sin —
ulate the e ects of the strong correlation on the one elec—
tron G reen’s function. This m odel has also been em -
ployed to estin ate the role of the electronic screening
on the electron-phonon scattering in correlated system s.
W e have show n that the reduction ofthem etallic charac—
ter due to the electronic correlation in plies a reduction
of the \e ective" Thom asFem i screening approaching

= 0, where correlation is stronger. This results in a
predom nance of forward (an allq) scattering, which has
been param etrized in term s ofa phonon m om entum cut—
0 Q¢ = krr=2kp,wherekrr and kg are respectively the
Thom asFem iand the Fem ivectors.

W e have also shown how the di erent parts of the
electronic G reen’s fiinction contribute to the supercon—
ducting pairing; In particular, we have shown that the
superconducting critical tem perature is mainly deter—
m ined by the ooherent excitations. The sim ilarities
and di erences begtween our m odel and the two-band
superconductivity®48% have also been discussed.

Solring the nonadiabatic generalized M E equations, we
obtained a T, vs. diagram ,which can be ideally divided
Into three regions:

(@) a high doping region, where superconductivity is
suppressed by the negative contrbution of the
nonadiabatic channels to the electron-phonon pair-
ing;

() an extremely low doping region, where the poor
m etallic character is re ected In a vanishing coher—
ent spectralweight. In this region, superconductiv—
iy isextrem ely unstable and it can be overw heln ed
by other electronic or structural instabilities in—
duced by spin and charge degrees of freedom  (anti-
ferrom agnetic uctuations, stripes, charge-densiy—
w aves, pseudogaps, ...).



(¢) an Interm ediate doping region, in which the loss of
coherent spectralw eight is not Jarge enough to pre—
vent superconductiviy, which is in tum enhanced
by the positive contrbution of the nonadiabatic
channels of interactions.

T he resulting phase diagram bares strong resem blance
w ith that of cuprates. W e have In fact an overdoped re—
gion, w here superconductiviy is triggered on by the pos—
itive contrbution ofthe nonadiabatic channels as doping
is decreased; an optin aldoping, w here the enhancem ent
due to the nonadiabatic interaction is counterbalanced
by the reduction ofthe m etallic character, and an under—
doped region, w here superconductivity disappears due to
the incipient m etakinsulator transition. In the qualita—
tive scenario outlined here the origin of superconductivity
In cuprates can be understood by focusing on the over—
doped region, where the m aterials retain de ned m etallic
properties; on the other hand, the exotic phenom enology
of the underdoped region is only m arginal. The occur—
rence of di erent kinds of electronic/structural instabili-
ties, not discussed in the present paper, is thus thought
to be a by-product ofthe loss ofm etallic characterw hich
also drives the suppression of Tc as ! 0 more than to
be the secret of the superconducting pairing.

Oncemore, we wish to stress that what we present in
this paper is a general scenario, based on the m icroscop—
icaldescription ofthe interplay betw een nonadiabatic ef-
fects and strong electronic correlation. A quantitative
understanding of the speci ¢ phase diagram of cuprates
should of course take into account speci ¢ features of
these m aterials, such as Van Hove singularities and the
d-wave sym m etry ofthe gap. T he possibility ofa d-wave
pairing w ithin the context of electron;phonon supercon—
ductivity hasbeen discussed elsew heref%; we rem ind here
that d-wave symmetry was shown to be favoured by
forward scattering, which in our m odel is enhanced as

! 0.

T he qualitative behaviour of our results w ould be how —
ever keft unchanged by the nclusion of these e ects.

On the experim ental ground we observe that the
present scenario is supported by a detailed analysis of
T. vs. nom al state properties in di erent fam ilies of
cuprates. In Ref. :fl-(_]', forexam ple, the com plex behaviour
of T, approaching the m etalinsulator transition either
by reducing the doping or by increasing the disorderwas
nicely pointed out by O sofsky et al.. The relation be—
tween T. and reduced screening properties was also dis—
cussed there. A lthough we do not attem pt to discuss
the scaling relations close to the m etalinsulator transi-
tion in region (o), where a m ore speci c treatm ent ofthe
electronic correlation is needed, we think our analysis is
som ehow com plem entary to that of Ref. :_ZI(_i This sce—
nario can also open new persoectives on the rem arkable
ncrease of T. in granularm etals and alloys®y

Furthem ore, a strong doping dependence of the
electron-phonon properties in cuprates has also been re—
ported by inelastic X +ay m easurem ents of the phonon
dispersion® Experin ental data in NCCO com pounds

10

were shown to be com patible with the theoretical calcu—
lations, based on the shellm odel, assum ing a negligble
Thom asFem ivector Q. = 0) for the strongest corre-
lated undoped compound ( = 0), whereas a Thom as—
Femimomentum krp / 0:39A !, comparable to that
for LSCO, was estin ated for ' 0:d4. The corre-
soonding dim ensionless cuto Q . would be hence es-
tinated Q. * 026 by usihg an inplane Fem i vector
k2P 0:74n .
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Sangiovanni for usefiil discussion and comm ents. The
authors acknow ledge nancial support by the M IUR
proects COFIN2001 and FIRB-RBAU017S8R, and by
the NFM progct PRA-UM BRA.

APPENDIX A:GUTZW ILLER SOLUTION FOR
GENERIC UAND n

In this appendix we provide a briefoverview about the
analytical solution of the G utzw iller approxin ation for
generic 1ling and Hubbard repulsion.

Let us wrte the Hubbard Ham ittonian within the
G utzw iller approxim ation (In the param agnetic state) as:

H = Uin;d)j j+ Ud; @1
where n is the totalelectron 1lling, d the density of dou—
bl occupancy sites, the kinetic energy for site, and

20 2P p_L
Uin;d)= ——— 1 n+d+ d : @2
n@2 n)
M inin izing Eq. {3 1) with respect to d yields:
_  p_k
0= 1 n+d+ d e s
2 d@d n+d)
8]
+2 — n@ n); @a3)
Uc
w here we have ntroduced asusualU. = 87 j.
A fter expanding the squares p?:+ p?:Z one can

now isolate on the right side the rem aining square roots:

U
2n@2 n) — + (1 2n+ 4d)
Uc
n @ n+ 2d) p—
2 dd n+d)

and, by squaring both the sides of Eq. {_A_z{), all the
rem aining square roots are rem oved and we are left with
a third order polynom ial expression for d. W e obtain
nam ely:

A3+ A,d%+ A;d+ Ay = 0; @A 5)



w here
U
Az = 16n(2 n) — ; A 6)
Uc
A, = 4n(2 n) i n@2 n) i on + 5@&;7)
? LU Uc
2
A; = (1 n)4n’@ nf —
#
+4n@2 n)@d 2n) — n ;A8)
2
1
P ®9)

Eqg. éjﬁ) can be easily solved to obtain dy i, and, in
the standard notations, the G utzw iller factor Z U;n) =
U;n;cm)-

APPENDIX B:ANALYTICAL EXPRESSION OF
DIFFERENT PHYSICAL QUANTITIES

1. Thom asFemm iScreening

In this section we provide som e usefiil analytical ex—
pressions for the di erent contrbutions ( cc¢, ¢ ir

;1) to the response fiinction volved in the eval-
uation of the Thom asFem i screening as lin it k2, /

ling; o @;! = 0).
In the RPA approxin ation (g;!) isgiven by:
2 x °
@)= = A% k+ gt + 196 k;!9: B
S

k

W e em ploy the sinplem odelofEgs. (), @), &) orthe
electron G reen’s function in the presence of correlation.
From sinpl scaling relation it is straightforward to
recognize that
Z N 0+ (B 2)
The analytical expressions for . i, ;i are straight—
forward but m ore cum bersom e since they involved the
explicit integration over the upper/low er H ubbard bands.
O ne obtains:
h
ci =  2NOF@ z)

n
ZE=2+U=2+ (1 E)EZZ

n

nh ZE=2+U=2+ (1 E)E=2 +
n

ZE=2+ U=2 a E)E=2

n
n ZE=2+ U=2 a E)E=2 +

n
Uu=2+ + E)E=2
n

—)E=2
2)

n U=+ + (1
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n
+ U=2+ @ -)E=2

n
n U=2+ @ JE=2 +

+ (U=2+ nE=4+ ZE=2)
In U=2+ nE=4+ ZE=2)+
U=2 nE=4+ ZE=2)
In U=2 nE=4+ ZE=2)+
U=2+ nE=4 )
In U=2 nE=4 ) +

+ (U=2 nE=4+ )

h U=2 nE=4+ ) ®B3)

T he incoherent-incoherent contribution gives:

ii= 201 zZYIU+E=2)Ih@U + E=2)+
+ U E=2)hU E=2)+

U+ n DE=2)n{U + 1)E=2) +

U+ @ nE=)hU+ 1 n)E=2)]

2. Superconducting properties

H erewe report the explicit expressions brtpe oo_herent
contribution to di erent quantities in Egs. (:_L%‘)—C_ZC_):) .

Let us consider for nstance , Beon]. In this case

m E‘coh]= m Bcoh]and:
Z

Geonl = d N () 2 2

m B con e 2k im 2 g
Z ZE ZE +

= arctcan — + arctan ——@®4):

E!n 200 2'n

T he expression {E_&) corresponds jast to the , E) for
an uncorrelated system with reduced spectral weight Z
and rescaled bandwidth ZE : , GeonlE)=Z , ZE).
Sin ilar considerations apply for the vertex and cross
function: P GeonlE;Qcsnim) = ZP (ZE;Qcin;m),
CBonlkEiQcinim) = ZC@E;Q¢inim), where
P E;Qc¢/nm)andP € ;Q;n;m ) In the absence ofelec-
tronic correlation were com puted in R efs. 1L7,18,36:

(

X
PE;Qe¢nm)=T D (I, 1) B @mim;D)+
1
JA@m;) Bemid(t haen )?
EQZ
"s
2EQ?2
1+ QOc 1+
'1 Yhen
0 S 13)
2E Q2 z
nt= 1 9 AS ®5)
!l !ln+m

CE;Qcin;m)=D (I, DD (M1 )



2EQZ
2B n; m;l)+ arctan - ,
B! Ynem J
)
A@n; m;l Bm; m;l{ 1nm )2 {B6)
EQ23: Lnanm J
w here
E
A@jm;l) = (1 inen ) arctan -
S1

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

12

E
arctan —— 7

7
2!ln+m (B )
Elintn
B@m;D) = (1 Ynem) L S+
2 =20+ 1.,
= : ®8)
2[@=20+ 11, 1

M K.Craword, W E .Fameth,EM .M cCarron, R L .Har-
Jow, and E H .M oudden, Science 250, 1390 (1990).

JP. Franck, S. Gygax, S. Soerensen, E. A kshuler, A .
Hnatiw, J. Jang, M A X . Mohamed, M K. Yu, G .I.
Sproule, J. Chrzanow ski, and JC . Irwin, Physica C 185-
189, 1379 (1991).

See H. Keller, Physica 326, 283 (2003) and references
therein.

F.Raa T.Ohno,M .Mali, J.Roos, D . Brinkm ann, K .
Conder, and M .Erem in, Phys.Rev.Lett.81, 5912 (1998).
D .Rubio Tem prano, J.M esot, S. Janssen, K . Conder, A .
Furrer, H .M utka, and K . A .M ller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84,
1990 (2000).

M .d'Astuto,P.K .M ang, P.G iura, A . Shukla, P.G higna,
A .M irone,M .Braden,M .G reven,M .K risch,and F .Sette,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 88, 167002 (2002).

B.Fried]l, C.Thom sen and M . Cardona, Phys.Rev. Lett.
65, 915 (1990).

A .Lanzara, PV .Bogdanov, X J.Zhou, SA .Kellar, D L.
Feng, ED .Lu, T.Yoshia, H . Eisaki, A . Fujm ord, J-I.
Shimoyama, T.Noda, S. Uchida, Z. Hussain, and Z X.
Shen, Nature 412, 510 (2001).

M .L.Kulic, Phys.Rep.338, 1 (2000).

R.Zeyherand M L.Kulic, Phys.Rev.B 53,2850 (1996).
M .G rilliand C .C astellani, Phys.Rev.B 50, 16880 (1994).
Z B.Huang, W . Hanke, E . A rrigoni, and D J. Scalapino,
cond-m at/030613 (2003).

M .W eger, M .Peter, and L P P itaevskii, Z.Phys.B 101,
573 (1996).

D .Fay and M .W eger, Phys.Rev.B 62, 15208 (2000).

A A .ADbrikosov, Physica C 222, 191 (1994).

R. Chitra and G . Kotliar, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 3678,
(2000) .

L. P j¥tronero, S. Strasskr and C .G rimn aldi, Phys.Rev.B
52, 10516 (1995)

C .G rim aldi, L. P ietronero, S. Strassker, Phys.Rev.B 52,
10530 (1995).

C.Grm aldj, L. P jetronero, S. Strasslker, Phys. Rev. Lett.
75, 1158 (1995).

A .B.Migdal, Zh.Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 34, 1438 (1958) [Sov.

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38
39

40

41

Phys.JETP 7, 996 (1958)].

A I. Liechtenstein and M L. Kulic, Physica C 245, 186
(1995).

A A .Abrikosov, Physica C 214, 107 (1993).
J.Bouvier and J.Bok, Physica C 249, 117 (1995).
I.Chang, J.Friedel, and M .K ohm oto, Europhys. Lett.50,
782 (2000).

P.Paci, C.Grm aldi, L. P jetronero, Eur. Phys. Joum. B
17,235 (2000).

A A . Abrikosov, LP. Gorkov, and IE. D zyaloshinski,
M ethods of Quantum Field Theory in Statistical Phisics
O over, New York, 1963).

For a review : Correlated E kctron System s, ed. by V J.
Emery W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore, 1993).

J.Hubbard, Proc.R .Soc. London A 276, 238 (1963).

M C.Gutzwiller, Phys.Rev.Lett. 10, 159 (1963).

G .Kotliarand A E .Ruckenstein,Phys.Rev.Lett.57, 1362
(1986) .

A .Geowes, G .Kotliar, W .K rauth, and M J. R ozenbery,
Rev.M od.Phys. 68, 13 (1996).

PB.Allen and B .M irovic, in Solid State Physics, v.37.
ed.by H .Ehrenreich,D .Tumbull, and F . Seitz (A cadem ic,
New York, 1982)

G D .M ahan, M any-P artick P hysics 3rd Edition K luwer
A cadem ic, New York, 2000).

W E.Pickett, Rev.M od.Phys. 61, 43 (1989).

G .Baym and L.Kadano ,Phys.Rev.124, 287 (1961).

M . Scattoni, C. Grimaldi and L. P jetronero, Europhys.
Lett.47, 588 (1999).

E .Cappelluti, C .G rim aldi and L. P fetronero, Phys. Rev.
B 64,125104 (2001).

H.Suhlet al, Phys.Rev.Lett. 3, 552 (1959).

A Y .Li, II.M azin and J. Kortus, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87,
087005 (2001).

M S. O sofsky, R J. Souln, Jr.,, JH . Classen, G . Trotter,
H.Kin, and J.Homw itz, Phys.Rev.B 66, 020502 (2002).
M S.0O sofzky,R J.Soulen,Jr.,, JH .Classen, G .Trotter, H .
Kin,and J.Homw itz, Phys.Rev.Lett. 87, 197004 (2001).



