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In thispaperwe investigate the role ofthe electronic correlation on the hole doping dependence

ofelectron-phonon and superconducting properties ofcuprates. W e introduce a sim ple analytical

expression fortheone-particleG reen’sfunction in thepresenceofelectroniccorrelation and weeval-

uatethereduction ofthescreening propertiesastheelectronic correlation increasesby approaching

half-�lling. The poor screening properties play an im portant role within the context ofthe nona-

diabatic theory ofsuperconductivity.W e show thata consistentinclusion ofthe reduced screening

properties in the nonadiabatic theory can account in a naturalway for the Tc-� phase diagram of

cuprates.Experim entalevidencesare also discussed.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n,71.10.H f,63.20.K r

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The role ofthe electron-phonon (el-ph)interaction in

the high-Tc superconducting cuprates has been a m at-

ter ofdebate fora long tim e. In early tim es the report

of a negligible isotope e�ect on Tc at optim aldoping,

the alm ost linear behaviour of the resistivity on tem -

perature,also at optim aldoping,and other exotic fea-

turesofthe copperoxidesled to thecom m on beliefthat

electron-phonon coupling was a m arginalingredient to

understand thephenom enology ofthesem aterials.How-

ever,overtheyears,therehasbeen arevam pingevidence

ofan im portantrole ofthe phonons. The m ostrem ark-

able ones are,for instance,the discovery ofan isotope

e�ect on Tc larger than the BCS value (�Tc > 0:5) in

the underdoped regim e,1,2 the report of a sizable iso-

tope shift on the e�ective electronic m ass m �3 and on

theonsetofthepseudogap,4,5 theobservation ofphonon

renorm alization6 and phonon anom alies at T < Tc.
7

M orerecently,ARPES m easurem entspointed outa kink

in theelectron dispersion theorigin ofwhich isprobably

phononic.8 Clearly,ifphononsarerelevantforsupercon-

ductivity in these m aterials,thiscannotbe described in

a BCS-like fram ework,but som e non-conventionalap-

proach including strong electronic correlation is neces-

sary.Thestudyoftheinterplaybetween electron-phonon

interaction and theelectroniccorrelation isa challenging

task which hasattracted m uch scienti�c work along dif-

ferentlines.

An interesting issue concerns the m om entum m odu-

lation of the electron-phonon coupling induced by the

electroniccorrelation.In Ref.9,using a variety oftheo-

reticaland experim ental�ndings,itisshown thatin cor-

related system ssm all-q scatteringin theelectron-phonon

interaction isstrongly favored.A strong enhancem entof

the forward scattering at q � 0 in correlated system s

closeto them etal-insulatortransition,accom panied by a

suppression ofscattering atlargeq,wasreported forex-

am plein Refs.10,11by using1=N expansion techniques.

A recentnum ericalworkbased on Q uantum M onteCarlo

techniquecon�rm sthispicture.12

Di�erentbutsom ehow com plem entaryargum entations

basedon poorscreeninge�ectsin correlatedsystem shave

been also discussed in literature.The basic idea isthat,

as a m etalloses its coherence as function ofthe corre-

lation degree approaching a m etal-insulator transition,

the screening propertiesofthe barelong-rangeelectron-

phonon interactionbecom elesse�ectiveresultingin anet

predom inance ofsm allq scattering.13,14,15,16 A sim ilar

physicalargum entapplies,for exam ple,to doped sem i-

conductors which are com m only described in term s of

the Fr�ohlich Ham iltonian,with electron-phonon m atrix

elem entsjgqj
2 / 1=jqj2.

Them om entum structureoftheelectron-phonon scat-

tering induced by the electronic correlation has been

shown to play a crucialrole in the context ofnonadia-

batic superconductivity.17,18,19 In narrow band system s,

such ascupratesand fullerenes,the Ferm ienergy E F is

so sm allto be com parable with the phonon frequencies

!ph,and the adiabatic assum ption (!ph � E F) breaks

down.In thiscontextM igdal’stheorem 20 doesnotapply

and one needsto take into accountnonadiabatic e�ects

not included in the M igdal-Eliashberg (M E) theory of

superconductivity.Detailed studieshaveshown thatthe

nonadiabatic contributions, which are wellrepresented

by the vertex function,present a com plex m om entum -

frequency structure,in which sm allq-scattering leadsto

an enhancem entofthee�ectivesuperconductingpairing,

while large-q scattering leadsto a reduction ofit.17,18,19

Thestrongq-m odulation oftheelectron-phonon interac-

tion dueto the electroniccorrelation isthusexpected to

give rise to a net enhancem ent ofthe superconducting

pairing.

The purpose ofthe presentpaperis twofold. O n one

hand we wish to quantify the m icroscopic dependence

of the screening properties of a correlated system on

relevant quantities as the electron density ofthe Hub-

bard repulsion;in addition weapply thederived screened
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electron-phonon interaction to evaluate the role ofthe

electronic correlation in the contextofthe nonadiabatic

superconductivity and to derive a qualitative supercon-

ducting phase diagram . To this aim we introduce a

m odel for the electronic G reen’s function of the sys-

tem , based on the decom position ofthe totalspectral

function in a coherent,itinerant part,and an incoher-

entlocalized background corresponding to the Hubbard

subbands. The relative balance between the two parts

variesasa function ofdoping and electroniccorrelation.

Thiswillhave im portantconsequenceson the electronic

screening and henceon theq-m odulation ofthee�ective

electron-phonon scattering,as wellas on the supercon-

ducting properties.W e shallshow that:

� the coherent excitations dom inate the screening

propertiesaswellasthe superconducting ones.

� the loss of coherent spectral weight approaching

half-�lling is thus responsible for the reduction of

thescreening propertiesand fortheincreaseofthe

forward scattering in the electron-phonon interac-

tion.

� in the strongly correlated regim e the selection of

forward scattering gives rise to an enhancem ent

ofthe e�ective electron-phonon interaction within

the contextofthe nonadiabaticsuperconductivity.

These e�ects howevercom pete with the reduction

ofthequasi-particlespectralweightwhich isdetri-

m entalforsuperconductivity.

� the resulting phase diagram sharesm any sim ilari-

ties with the one ofthe cuprates. In particularit

showsan overdoped region,wheresuperconductiv-

ity issuppressed by negative nonadiabatic e�ects,

an underdoped region, in which superconductiv-

ity is destroyed by the loss of coherent spectral

weight, and an interm ediate region in which the

predom inanceofsm all-q scattering leadsto an en-

hancem entofthenonadiabaticel-ph pairing which

overcom es the reduction of the coherent spectral

weight.

W e hereby wish to pointoutthata com plete descrip-

tion ofthe rich fenom enology ofthe cupratesiswellbe-

yond the aim of the present paper. In particular, we

shallnotdiscuss,forreason ofsim plicity,the sym m etry

ofthegap,which ofcourseisoffundam entalim portance

ifone wishes to give a quantitative description ofthese

system s.W ewould likejustto rem ark on thispointthat

a d-wavesym m etry ofthesuperconducting orderparam -

eterwasshown by m any authorsto naturally arisein the

contextofa phonon pairing with a signi�cantpredom i-

nance offorward scattering21,22,23,24. The com petition

between s� and d� wave sym m etry in a nonadiabatic

electron-phonon system wasalsostudied in Ref.25.Tak-

ing into accountexplicitely the d-wave sym m etry ofthe

gap would notchangein a qualitativeway the resultsof

the presentwork.

This paper is organized as follows: in section II we

introduce ourm odelG reen’s function;in section IIIwe

derive an e�ective form forthe electron-phonon interac-

tion.Inthelastsectionwewriteand solvethegeneralized

M igdal-Eliashberg equations,in the adiabatic and non-

adiabatic lim it,and discussin detailthe com petition of

the di�erentfactorswhich determ ine the superconduct-

ing criticaltem peratureofoursystem .

II. A M O D EL FO R C O R R ELA T ED ELEC T R O N

SY ST EM S

As brie
y discussed in the introduction, one of the

m ain aim softhe presentpaperisto investigatehow the

screeningpropertiesarea�ected bythepresenceofstrong

electroniccorrelation,and to param etrizethesee�ectsin

term sofm icroscopicalquantities. In particularwe have

in m ind a Hubbard-likesystem whereitinerantelectrons,

with band dispersion �k and bandwidth E ,interacteach

otherthrough an onsiteCoulom b repulsion U .Asweare

going to see,a crucialrole is played in this context by

thetransferofspectralweightasa function ofthecorre-

lation degreefrom low energy coherentstatesto thehigh

energy (Hubbard-like)incoherentones.

In thissection wepresenta sim ple,m inim alm odelfor

the electron spectralfunction which takes into account

thesem ain e�ectsand which can thusrepresenta proper

starting pointto evaluate screening e�ectsin correlated

system s.

Allthe possible inform ation about the single-particle

propertiesofthe system iscontained in the one-electron

G reen’sfunction G (k;!). W ithoutlossofgenerality we

assum e that the G reen’s function G can be split in a

coherentand an incoherentcontribution:26

G (k;!)= G coh(k;!)+ G inc(k;!); (1)

where the coherent part G coh describes the itinerant,

quasi-particle like properties of the electron wavefunc-

tion,while the incoherentpartG inc accountsforthe in-

coherent high energy excitations. Due to its localized

nature G inc(k;!) is only weakly dependent on the m o-

m entum quantum num ber,so thatthe dependence on k

can be reasonably neglected.

An im portantquantity which param etrizestherelative

balance between coherent and incoherent contributions

is the quasi-particle spectralweight Z,which is sim ply

given by:

Z

d!
1

�
Im [G coh(k;! + i�)]= Z; (2)

whereasthe incoherentpartobeysthe sum rule:

Z

d!
1

�
Im [G inc(k;! + i�)]= 1� Z: (3)

The quasi-particle spectralweight Z can vary between

0 and 1,the two lim its corresponding to the insulating
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and m etalliclim itrespectively.Itdependson theinternal

param etersU and �,where� istheholedoping(� = 1� n)

and n the totalnum ber ofelectrons (n = 1 half-�lled

case).

Severaltechniqueshave been developed to investigate

the Hubbard m odel.27 Di�erent starting points are em -

ployed according to whether m ain em phasis has to be

paid on thecoherent(itinerant)oron theincoherent(lo-

calized) features. For instance the so-called Hubbard I

approxim ation,28 which is exact in the atom ic lim it,is

m ainly aim ed ata schem aticrepresentation ofthelocal-

ized states,described by an upperand a lowerHubbard

band spaced by an energy gap ofwidth U .O n theother

hand theG utzwillertechnique29 and them ean �eld slave

bosonssolution30 o�eran usefultoolto dealwith theco-

herent spectralweightofthe electron G reen’s function:

in this case the quasi-particle spectralpropertiesin the

presenceofstrongcorrelationaredescribed in term sofan

e�ective band ofnon-interacting ferm ions with spectral

weightZ and bandwidth ZE .

In this paper we introduce a new phenom enological

m odelto take into account in the sim plest way and at

the sam e levelthe coherentand incoherentpartsofthe

G reen’sfunction.W e approxim atethe exact(unknown)

coherentand incoherentpartsofG (k;!) in Eq. (1)re-

spectively with the G utzwiller29 and Hubbard I28 solu-

tions,nam ely:

G coh(k;!)=
Z

! � Z�k + � � i0+
; (4)

G inc(!) =
(1� Z)

N s

X

k

�
(1� n=2)

! � (1� n=2)�k + � � U=2

+
n=2

! � (n=2)�k + � + U=2

�

; (5)

where � is the chem icalpotential,N s is the totalnum -

berofsitesand Z isthequasi-particleweightobtained in

the G utzwillerapproxim ation in the param agneticstate

at �nite U and generic �lling (Appendix A). Due to

the localized nature ofthe incoherent part we have re-

placed theG inc(k;!)given by theHubbard Iapproxim a-

tion with itsm om entum average.Num ericalcalculations

based on Dynam icalM ean-Field Theory (DM FT) con-

�rm ourqualitativepicture ofa spectralweighttransfer

from a centralcoherent peak to a incoherent Hubbard-

likebackground with increasing U .31

The behaviour ofZ as function ofthe particles den-

sity n and ofthe Hubbard energy U is shown in Fig.

1. The criticalHubbard energy Uc, which determ ines

the Brinkm an-Rice transition atn = 1 isrelated to the

kinetic energy E kin,which dependson the bare electron

dispersion shape,through therelation Uc = 8jE kinj.
29 In

thefollowingweem ploy a bareconstantdensity ofstates

(DO S) with N (�k) = N 0 = 1=E for �k 2 [� E =2;E =2].

In thiscase,wehaveUc = 2E .Thechem icalpotential�

isdeterm ined by thetotalnum berofparticles.In Fig.2

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

U/U
c

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5

n

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

Z

n=1.0

n=0.6

U=2U
c

U=0.4U
c

FIG . 1: Q uasi-particle spectral weight as determ ined by

the G utzwiller solution at �nite U and n. Left panel: Z

as function of n for (from top to the bottom ) U=Uc =

0:4;0:8;1:2;1:6;2:0. Right panel: Z as function ofU=Uc for

(from top to the bottom )n = 0:6;0:8;0:9;1:0.

weshow typicaldensity ofstatesN (!)forthecorrelated

system described by ourm odel[Eqs.(4)-(5)].

W e would like to stress that the phenom enological

m odeldescribed by Eqs.(4)-(5) is not m eant at allto

be exhaustive ofthe com plex physics ofa strongly cor-

related system .In fact,retardation e�ectsareneglected,

since we areassum ing the separation into two speciesof

electrons to be independent offrequency. M ore so�sti-

cated m ethods ofsolution,including DM FT,perm it to

treatthe self-energy ofa strongly correlated system in a

m orecarefulway,retaining thecorrectfrequency depen-

denceofthe self-energy.

O urm odelhasthe advantageofbeing extrem ely sim -

ple and easy to handle,and it allowed us to obtain ex-

plicit expressions for allthe relevant quantities of the

coupled electron-phonon system ;in particular,we focus

-4 -2 0 2 4

ω / E

N
(ω

)

-4 -2 0 2 4

ω / E

-4 -2 0 2 4

ω / E

δ = 0 δ = 0.2 δ = 0.4

FIG .2: D ensity of states N (!) = (1=�)
P

k
Im G (k;! +

i0
+
) resulting from our m odel, for U = 2Uc and di�erent

values ofdoping. At half-�lling the system is an insulator,

and its density ofstates is represented by two Hubbard-like

features at distance U from each other; m oving away from

half-�lling a coherent peak starts form ing, with increasing

weight Z. D ashed regions represent �lled states up to the

chem icalpotential� (dotted line).
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on the spectralweighttransferfrom the coherentto the

incoherentpartofthe G reen’sfunction when increasing

the degree ofelectronic correlation. As we are going to

see,thisfeaturewillhaveim portantconsequenceson the

electronic screening and on the m om entum dependence

ofthe electron-phonon coupling.

III. SC R EEN IN G A N D ELEC T R O N -P H O N O N

IN T ER A C T IO N

A . C orrelation e�ects on T hom as-Ferm iscreening

Them om entum dependenceoftheelectron-phonon in-

teraction usuallyplaysam arginalrolein determ iningthe

electron-phonon propertiesofcom m on m etals.Thebasi-

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.

TheconventionalM igdal-Eliashberg theory,which de-

scribes electron-phonon e�ects both ofthe norm aland

superconducting states,isform ally derived starting from

an e�ective electron-phonon Ham iltonian,in which the

Coulom b electron-electron repulsion does not appear,

apartfrom aweakresidualelectron-electron contribution

in the Cooperchannel,Uk;q,which givesrise the to the

M orel-Anderson \pseudopotential" term � = N (0)U .32

Thephysicalquantitiesappearingin thise�ectiveHam il-

tonian are thus considered to have been already renor-

m alized by the long-rangeCoulom b interaction. In par-

ticularthe electron-phonon m atrix elem ents gk;k+ q and

the residualelectron-electron repulsion are usually con-

sidered to have a negligible m om entum dependence,so

that the Eliashberg equations depend only on the fre-

quency variables.

Thisdrasticassum ption worksquitewellin m any con-

ventional low tem perature superconductors with large

carrier density since, in this case, the long-range q-

dependence of the bare electron-phonon and electron-

electron interaction [V (q;!)/ 1=jqj2)]isrem oved by the

large m etallic screening. This well-known e�ect is usu-

ally expressed in term softhe (static)dielectric function

�(q),which in the RPA approxim ation reads:

�(q)= 1+
k2T F

jqj2
; (6)

wherekT F istheThom as-Ferm iscreeningm om entum de-

�ned as

k
2
T F = � lim

q! 0
4�e2�(q;! = 0); (7)

and �(q;!):

�(q;!)=
2

N s

X

k

Z

d!
0
G (k + q;! + !

0)G (k;!0): (8)

Thee�ectivelong-rangeinteraction resultsthusscreened

by conduction charge to give the Thom as-Ferm iexpres-

sion:

Ve�(q;!) =
V (q;!)

�(q)

/
1

jqj2 + k2
T F

: (9)

In free electron system s the Thom as-Ferm ivector is

directly related to thebaredensity ofstatesvia thesim -

ple relation lim q! 0 �(q;! = 0)= � 2N (0),where N (0)

is the density ofstates per spin at the Ferm ilevel,so

thatk2T F = 8�e2N (0). In com m on m etals,since kT F is

typically larger than the Brillouin zone size (kB Z),the

e�ective (electron-electron,electron-phonon)interaction

Ve�(q;!)can beconsidered in �rstapproxim ationalm ost

independentofthe exchanged m om entum q.

Thingsareexpected to be very di�erentin correlated,

narrow band system s. As we have m entioned before,

strongly correlated electrons,due to their reduced m o-

bility,are m uch less e�ective in screening externalper-

turbations,especiallyatsm allwavelengths.Forinstance,

the reduction ofthe screening propertiesapproaching a

m etal-insulatortransition in disorderalloysaswellasin

cuprateshasbeen experim entally signaled in Refs.40,41.

In thissection we em ploy the sim ple m odelabove in-

troduced for the description ofthe G reen’s function to

quantify the reduced screening properties ofcorrelated

system s and their dependence on m icroscopic param e-

ters,such astheholedoping � ortheHubbard repulsion

U . In order to do this,we com pute the Thom as-Ferm i

vectorkT F,de�ned in Eq.(7),usingthem odeldescribed

by Eqs. (4)-(5) to evaluate the RPA response function

�(q;!)accordingtoEq.(8).W hilehigherorder(vertex)

diagram sare nottaken into accountin this fram ework,

weshallshow thatthissim plem odelisalready su�cient

to describe the reduction ofscreening propertiesdue to

transferofspectralweightfrom thecoherentto incoher-

entstates.

Using Eqs. (4)-(5) the response function � can be

written asa sum ofthreedi�erentcontributions:

� = � c�c + � c�i + � i�i; (10)

where the �rstone describesscattering processeswhich

involve only coherent states;the second term describes

scattering between the coherentpeak and the Hubbard

lower/upper (incoherent) bands; the last one describes

processeswhich involve only localized incoherent states

in both the G reen’sfunctionsofEq. (8). In generalwe

expectthatthetotalscreening willbedom inated by the

�rstcontribution � c�c sincetheitinerantcoherentstates

are m uch m ore e�ective, because of their m obility, in

screening externalperturbationsthan thelocalized ones.

In Fig.3weplottheRPA responsefunction in unitsof

thebareDO S:� limq! 0 �(q;! = 0)=2N 0,asfunction of

theelectron �lling.Sinceforn ! 0thescreeningproper-

tiesaredeterm ined only by the coherentpartregardless
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0

0.2
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0.8

1

-Π
/2

N
0

0
0

0.2
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0.6

0.8

1

Π
Π

c-c

Π
c-i

+ Π
i-i
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2

T
F
(n

)/
k

2

T
F
(n

=
0
)

FIG .3: E�ective Thom as-Ferm iscreening k
2

T F
(solid line)

asa function oftheelectron density n fora correlated system

described by our m odel(U = 8Uc). The di�erent contribu-

tionsto thetotalscreening arealso shown:coherent-coherent

particle-hole processes(dashed line)and coherent-incoherent

+ incoherent-incoherent contribution (dotted line). Apart

from half-�lling,wherethecoherentcontribution vanishesand

the screening is determ ined by the only residualincoherent

polarization,thestatic screening propertiesofthesystem are

dom inated from the coherentquasi-particle excitations.

any correlation e�ects,thisisalso equivalentto plotthe

Thom as-Ferm im om entum k2T F as function ofthe elec-

tron density n:k2T F(n)=k
2
T F(n = 0). Asshown in �gure

thenetvalueoftheThom as-Ferm im om entum ism ainly

determ ined by thecoherent-coherentexcitations.Sim ple

scaling considerations show that the coherent-coherent

contribution to theresponsefunction isjustequalto
p
Z

tim es the Thom as-Ferm im om entum ofan uncorrelated

system . The explicitexpressionsofthe othertwo term s

area bitm orecom plicated and they arereported in ap-

pendix B.Fig.3 showsa drasticreduction ofthescreen-

ing propertiesofthe system asthe m etal-insulatortran-

sition isapproached athalf-�lling (U > U c).In thiscase

the spectralweightofthe coherentpartiszero,and the

only residualsm allcontribution to the screening is due

to incoherentexcitationswhich vanishesforU ! 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 as-Ferm i m om entum m uch larger than the ex-

changed phonon m om enta q 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 longerconsidered

weakly dependent on q in the long-range lim it q ! 0.

O n a m icroscopicalground the screening oflong-range

Coulom b interaction renorm alizesboth thebareelectron-

phonon m atrix elem entg0
k;k+ q

and the phonon frequen-

cies
q. The el-ph m atrix elem entcan be usefully writ-

ten asg0
k;k+ q

’ c(
q)=jqj,wherec(
q)isa wellbehaved

function ofq in the lim itlim q! 0 and itm ainly depends

on the phonon frequency 
q. Ifboth the screening ef-

fectson g0
k;k+ q and 
q areproperly taken into account

33

onecan getan expression forthee�ectivetotalelectron-

phonon interaction:

V
el�ph

e�
(q;!)=

c2(!q)

jqj2�(q)
D q(!); (11)

where both the phonon propagatorD q(!)and the cou-

pling function c(!q)arewritten in term softhescreened

phononfrequency!q.Eq.(11)showsthatthelong-range

behaviour ofthe totalel-ph interaction / 1=jqj2,when

written asfunction ofthe screened phonon frequency,is

correctby the dielectric function �(q).

Foran opticalm ode,!q isonly weakly dependenton q

and theleading dependenceon q ofEq.(11)com esfrom

the term / 1=[�(q)jqj2]. These screening e�ects can be

convenientlydealtwith by introducingthescreened el-ph

m atrix elem entgq:

g
2
q =

jg0qj
2

�(q)
/

1

jqj2 + k2
T F

: (12)

Theel-ph scatteringisthusroughlydescribed (werem ind

these expression were derived in the lim it q ! 0) by a

lorentzian function in the space jqj. It is also usefulto

introduce the dim ensionless variables Q = jqj=2kF and

Q c = kT F=2kF,so that:

jg(Q )j2 ’ g
2 1

Q 2 + Q 2
c

: (13)

Theparam eterQ c representsa cut-o� fortheexchanged

phonon m om enta:theelectron-phonon scatteringwillbe

operativeforQ <
� Q c,and negligibleforQ >

� Q c.

The m om entum structure resulting in Eq. (13)plays

a crucial role in the Cooper pairing in the coherent-

coherentchannelwhere the m om entum isa good quan-

tum num ber. Forthese contributionsthe totalstrength

ofthe electron-phonon coupling is linked with the m o-

m entum average of Eq. (11) over the Ferm i surface.

For a isotropic system ,using polar coordinates
R
d
 =

R2�
0

d�
R1
0
dcos� and rem inding that Q = sin(�=2),we

obtain:



jg(Q )j2

�

FS
=

R
d�

R1
0
Q dQ

g
2

Q
2 + Q

2
c

R
d�

R1
0
Q dQ

= g
2 ln

�
1+ Q 2

c

Q 2
c

�

: (14)

In com m on m etalsQ c � 0:5� 1 so thatln
�
(1+ Q 2

c)=Q
2
c

�

isoftheorderof1.O n theotherhand,in poorlyscreened
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system sQ c � 1 and theresulting el-ph coupling issensi-

bly enhanced.In thefollowingweshallconsiderQ c ’ 0:7

asrepresentativecaseofuncorrelated usualm etals.

For practicalpurposes,following Refs. 18,19,we ap-

proxim ate the lorentzian behaviour ofEq. (13) with a

Heaviside� function:

jg(Q )j2 ! g
2
��(Qc � Q ): (15)

In order to preserve in this m apping the totalstrength

ofthe el-ph coupling,the prefactor � has to be deter-

m ined by requiring theresulting el-ph coupling strength,

nam ely the average ofg2 over the Ferm isurface,to be

equalfor Eqs. (13) and (15). W ith this condition we

�nd:

jg(Q )j2 = g
2 1

Q 2
c

ln

�
1+ Q 2

c

Q 2
c

�

�(Qc � Q ); (16)

Asa �nalrem ark ofthissection wenote thatthe m o-

m entum dependence ofjg(Q )j2 is not expected on the

other hand to be e�ective in the incoherent-coherent

and incoherent-incoherentcontributionsto the electron-

phonon interaction,where the exchanged m om entum q

is no m ore a good quantum num ber. In this case the

e�ective incoherentelectron-phonon coupling is roughly

given by its m om entum average on the Brillouin zone,

which weshallsetin the following to be equalto g2.

IV . G EN ER A LIZED M IG D A L-ELIA SH B ER G

EQ U A T IO N S

In the previoussections we have introduced a sim ple

m odelforan electron-phonon system in the presence of

electronic correlation.In particularwe have reduced,in

an approxim ate way,the com plex problem ofthe inter-

play between electron-phonon and electron-electron in-

teractionsto a purely electron-phonon system described

by an e�ective one-particle G reen’s function [Eqs. (1),

(4),(5)]and an e�ectiveelectron-phonon m atrix elem ent

g(Q )[Eq.(16)].Afterthism apping,theBaym -K adano�

theory35 assuresthatthefunctionalform ofthesupercon-

ducting equationswillbe the sam e ofa purely electron-

phonon system :

� = � el�ph [g;G ;�]; (17)

Z = Zel�ph [g;G ;�]; (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 Eqs.(1),(4),(5),(16),asm entioned above.In

orderto obtain an explicitexpression forEqs.(17)-(18)

we should specify in which fram ework we are going to

treatthe electron phonon interaction. In particular,we

observethattheconventionalM E theory,in particular,is

based on theassum ption thatthephonon frequenciesare

m uchsm allerthan theelectronicFerm ienergy,!ph � E F

( adiabatic lim it). This theory works quite wellin the

conventionallow tem peraturesuperconductors,whereno

electroniccorrelation ispresentand E F isoftheorderof

5� 10eV.O n theotherhand,thestrong band renorm al-

ization in correlated system s described in Sec. IIques-

tionsthe adiabatic assum ption,especially as,approach-

inghalf-�lling,therenorm alized bandwidth � ZE can be

com parable with !ph. In these system sa m ore suitable

description can beobtained in thefram ework ofthenon

adiabatic theory ofsuperconductivity.17,18,19 Eqs. (17)-

(18)can be rewritten as:

Zn = 1+
Tc

!n

X

m

�Z ([G ];!n;!m )�m [G ]; (19)

�n = Tc

X

m

�� ([G ];!n;!m )
�m

!m Zm

�
�
m [G ]; (20)

where the electron-phonon kernels �Z ([G ];!n;!m ) and

�� ([G ];!n;!m )contain thenonadiabaticvertex (P )and

cross (C ) contributions to the self-energy and to the

Cooperpairing channels:

�Z ([G ];!n;!m ) = �n�m [1+ �P ([G ];!n;!m ;Q c)];

�� ([G ];!n;!m ) = �n�m [1+ 2�P ([G ];!n;!m ;Q c)]

+ �2C ([G ];!n;!m ;Q c)� �:

Here �n�m is linked with the electron-phonon spec-

tral function �2F (!) through the relation �n�m =

2
R
d! �2F (!)!=[!2 + (!n � !m )

2], � = �n�m = 0 and

� is the short-range residual electron-electron repul-

sion. The breakdown of the adiabatic hypothesis de-

term ines the need for the explicit inclusion ofthe ver-

tex (P ) and cross (C ) functions in Eqs. (19)-(20) and

it a�ects the expression of �m [G ] =
P

k
G (k;!) and

��m [G ] =
P

k
G (k;!)G (� k;� !) through �nite band-

width e�ects.The m om entum dependence ofthe super-

conducting equations has been averaged on the Ferm i

surfaceand itgivesriseto the strong dependence on Q c

in the vertex and crossterm s.In Eq.(19)-(20)we have

m oreoverim plicitly expressed thefunctionaldependence

ofthe electron-phonon kernels�Z ,�� aswellasofthe

quantitiesP ,C and �,on the G reen’sfunction G which

werem ind ism odeled asin Eqs.(1),(4),(5).

BeforesolvingEqs.(19)-(20)in thewholerangeofdop-

ing,we would like to discussthe di�erentroleofthe co-

herent (itinerant) states and the incoherent (localized)

states,described respectively by Eqs.(4),(5)on the su-

perconducting properties. As we have seen in Sec. III,

the electronic screening is m ainly dom inated by the co-

herentterm oftheelectronicG reen’sfunction,which de-

scribesm obile electronsforwhich k isa good quantum

num ber.

Sim ilarconsiderationscan be m ade also forsupercon-

ductivity:weexpect,in fact,thatthecoherentelectrons,

which have a high m obility, will give a m ore relevant

contributiontothesuperconductingcriticaltem perature.

To check the validity ofthishypothesis,we have solved

Eqs.(19)-(20) in the M E lim it (i.e., neglecting vertex

corrections),onceusing an integralkernelcontaining the
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FIG .4:Com parison ofthe criticaltem perature Tc asa func-

tion ofU forthehalf-�lling case,using thefullintegralkernel

in Eqs. (19)-(20)(em pty circles)and using only itscoherent

part(solid line).

fullG reen’s function (Eq. 1),and once an integralker-

nelwith only the coherentpartofthe G reen’s function

[Eq. (4)],asa function ofthe Hubbard repulsion U . In

Fig.(4),we show as em pty circles the results obtained

with the fullkernel,and with solid line the criticaltem -

peratureobtained using only thecoherentpart.Thetwo

setsofdata arehardly distinguishable,pointing outthat

the increase of Tc due to the coherent-incoherent and

incoherent-incoherentcouplingsisnegligible.

Afterthisobservation,in the following the functional

dependenceon thetotalG reen’sfunction G in Eqs.(19)-

(20)can be in good approxim ation replaced by the only

coherent part,explicitly: �Z [G coh],�� [G coh],P [G coh],

C [G coh],�m [G coh].Asweshow in Appendix B,when the

reduced spectralweight and bandwidth are taken into

account, this corresponds to a proper rescaling of the

analyticalexpressions for these quantities evaluated in

the absenceofcorrelation in Refs.36,37.

It is interesting to com pare our m odelwith the two-

band superconductivity38, which has recently driven a

considerable attention due to M gB2.
39. In that case,

the opening of inter-band scattering channels leads to

an enhancem ent ofthe criticaltem perature. For som e

respects, our m odelcould also be seen as an e�ective

two-band system ,m adeup ofa very narrow band ofm o-

bile electrons and another band of localized electrons,

coupled to each other.However,we note that,since the

spectralweightofeach singleband isnotconserved,the

onset ofthe high-energy bands oflocalized electrons is

accom panied by a decreaseofthe quasi-particlespectral

weight,resulting in an e�ective reduction ofthe Cooper

pairing.

A . D oping e�ects and phase diagram ofthe

nonadiabatic superconductivity

Eqs. (19)-(20) represent our toolto investigate the

loss ofthe superconducting properties due to the elec-

troniccorrelation approachinghalf-�lling.W ecan in fact

evaluatealltherelevantquantities,such astheelectron-

phonon interaction kernels�Z ,�� ,the electron G reen’s

function G ,thevertex and crossfunctionsP ,C ,and the

m om entum cut-o�Q c asafunction ofthem icroscopicpa-

ram etersastheholedoping � and theHubbard repulsion

U . W e shallshow thatthe phase diagram asa function

ofthe doping isgoverned by two com peting e�ects:one

driven by the reduction ofthe coherentspectralweight

approaching half-�lling,which is detrim entalfor super-

conductivity, and the other by the com plex behaviour

ofthe non-adiabatic term s,which increase the e�ective

pairing as� ! 0 and decreaseitas� ! 1.

Since we are m ainly interested in the region � ! 0 of

the phase diagram ,we disregard for sim plicity the an-

alyticaldependence ofthe non-adiabatic term s on the

chem icalpotential. The behaviourofthe \bare" P and

C as a function ofdoping is in fact determ ined by the

density ofelectrons(n = 1� �);thisdependenceism uch

weakerthan the dependence ofZ and Q c close to half-

�lling (see Figs.3,1).

Before solving Eqs. (19)-(20) num erically to obtain

the criticaltem perature Tc as a function ofdoping,we

wish to discussthephasediagram ofourm odelin term s

ofsim ple intuitive physicalargum ents,based on an ef-

fectiveelectron-phonon coupling.Letusconsiderforthe

m om ent the electron-phonon interaction alone,without

any residualCoulom b repulsion,nam ely � = 0.Eq.(20)

can be rewritten in a sim pli�ed way as:

�n ’ Tc

X

m

Z�[1+ 2Z�P + Z�C ]K n�m �m ; (21)

where we have sim pli�ed, according Appendix B, the

m ain dependences on Z = Z(U;�) of each quantity.

In this way, we can roughly see the total electron-

phonon couplingastheproductoftwoterm s:an e�ective

electron-phonon coupling ofM E theory renorm alized by

theelectroniccorrelation,�M E,and theenhancem entdue

to nonadiabaticvertex and cross(VC)diagram s
V C :

�
e� = �

M E


V C
;

�
M E = Z�;



V C = 1+ 2Z�P (Q c)+ Z�C (Q c):

Theschem aticbehaviourofthesequantitiesasafunction

oftheholedoping� isshown in theupperpanelofFig.5.

Thephysicsbehind the�-dependenceof�M E can beeas-

ily related to thelossofspectralweightapproaching the

m etal-insulatortransition for� ! 0. This e�ect,which

is present also in 
V C ,is however in that case com pet-

ing with the enhancem ent ofthe e�ective coupling due

to P (Q c)and C (Q c)which willbe m axim um and posi-

tive close to half-�lling (where Q c ! 0)and negative at
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λeff

µeff

SC

λME
γVC

γVC

=1

0 δ

λeff

−µeff

SC

FIG .5:G raphicalsketch ofthedi�erentcontributionsto the

e�ective superconducting coupling. Top panel: the coupling

function �
M E

is m ainly determ ined by the coherent spectral

weight,and itexhibitsa m onotonousgrowing behaviourasa

function ofdoping. The vertex factor 
V C tends to enhance

the e�ective coupling atlow doping and to depressitathigh

doping.M iddlepanel:thetotale�ectiveelectron-phonon cou-

pling �
e�

= �
M E



V C

has a m axim um at som e �nite value

of �; when the e�ective M orel-Anderson pseudopotentialis

subtracted,superconductivity is suppressed at high doping.

Lowerpanel: resulting phase diagram forsuperconductivity:

superconductivity is only possible in a �nite region ofphase

space (gray region),where �
e� � �

e�
ispositive.

high dopings. The interplay between these two e�ects

willgive rise to a m axim um of
V C ,and hence of�e�,

som ewherein the sm alldoping region wherethe com pe-

tition between the spectralweightlossand the positive

nonadiabatic e�ects is stronger (see upper and m iddle

panelsin Fig.5).

W e can now also consider the e�ect of the residual

M orel-Anderson-like repulsion �;�rstofall,we observe

thatthe reduction ofspectralweightwilllead to an ef-

fective repulsion �e� ’ Z�. Superconductivity willbe

possible only when the net electron-phonon attraction

overcom esthe repulsion term :�e� � �e� > 0 (see lower

panelof Fig. 5). The resulting totalcoupling is ex-

pected to exhibita \bell" shape which ism ostly due to

the �-dependence ofthe nonadiabatic factor 
V C . It is

interesting to notetwo things.First,in theextrem ecase

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

δ
0.5

1

1.5

2

v
m

a
x

µ=0
µ=0.2
µ=0.3●

■

▲

FIG .6: M axim um eigenvalue v
m ax

as a function ofdoping,

evaluated at T = 0:01!0 for di�erent values of�,with � =

1, !0 = 0:8E =2, and U = 8Uc. Em pty sym bols (dashed

lines) represent M E theory, �lled sym bols (solid lines) the

nonadiabatic theory described by Eqs.(19)-(20).

�M E <
� �e�, where no superconductivity would be pre-

dicted in thewhole� rangeby theconventionalM E the-

ory,wecould expect�nite Tc in a sm all� region,dueto

purely nonadiabatic e�ects �e� = �M E
V C > �e�. Sec-

ondly,it is clear that within the M E fram ework a net

attractiveinteraction in theCooperchannelata certain

doping �,which correspondsto �M E > �e�,would im ply

a superconducting order also at larger � since the two

quantities �M E;�e� scale in the sam e way / Z;on the

otherhand,in the nonadiabatic theory superconductiv-

ity,Tc isexpected to belim ited to som em axim um value

ofdoping,due to the negativecontribution ofthe nona-

diabaticdiagram sP and C atlarge� (largeQc’s).

W e can now quantify the sim ple argum entsdiscussed

so far. A quantitative estim ate ofthe strength ofthe

superconducting pairing is given by the highest eigen-

value vm ax ofthe superconducting integralkernelin Eq.

(20),com puted atlow T;ata given tem perature T and

doping � superconductivity occurs ifvm ax � 1 and the

superconducting pairing (and Tc) is strongeras v
m ax is

larger.

In Fig.6 wecom parethebehaviourofvm ax asa func-

tion of �, obtained at T = 0:01!0 using an Einstein

spectrum for di�erent values of � in M E (open sym -

bols,dashed lines) and in the nonadiabatic theory (full

sym bols,solid lines). The Hubbard repulsion wassetat

U = 8Uc and the phonon frequency at !0 = 0:8E =2,

where E =2 is the bare half-bandwidth (unrenorm alized

bycorrelation e�ects).Thecorrespondingphasediagram

Tc vs.� isreported in Fig.7.In agreem entwith ourpre-

vious discussion in the M E fram ework vm ax and Tc de-



9

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

δ
0

0.02

0.04

0.06
T

c
/ω

0

µ = 0
µ = 0.2
µ = 0.3

■

●

▲

FIG .7: Phase diagram ofTc vs. � for the adiabatic (em pty

sym bols,dashed lines)and nonadiabatic(�lled sym bols,solid

lines)theory.D etailsasin Fig.6

crease m onotonously asthe hole doping isreduced. O n

theotherhand,thecorrespondingresultsin thenonadia-

batictheory display a m orecom plex behaviour,showing

thatthe e�ectivenonadiabaticpairing islargerthan the

M E oneatlow doping and sm allerathigh doping.

As we have already discussed, the bell-shape of the

highest eigenvalue vm ax and ofthe criticaltem perature

Tc can beattributed to thedependenceofthem agnitude

and sign ofthenonadiabaticterm son Q c,which,in turn,

strongly dependson doping.Forhigh dopingthenonadi-

abaticcontributionsarenegativeand decreasevm ax and

Tc with respect to their M E values. Decreasing � the

nonadiabaticterm sturn from negativeinto positive and

vm ax and Tc increaseup toam axim um value.Asthehole

doping isfurtherdecreased (� ! 0),the lossofspectral

weightbecom esthedom inante�ectand it�nallyleadsto

the com plete suppression ofsuperconductivity. The in-

clusion ofthe residualCoulom b repulsion in the Cooper

channel,�,leadsto an overallreduction ofthesupercon-

ducting pairing. The e�ect is m ore pronounced in the

nonadiabatictheory than in M E,sincein thiscasea very

sm allvalueof� isenough to suppresssuperconductivity

in a largeregion ofphasespaceathigh dopings.

V . D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

The m ain aim ofthe presentpaperisthe description,

on m icroscopicalgrounds,oftheholedoping dependence

oftheelectron-phononand superconductingpropertiesof

astronglycorrelatedsystem within thecontextofanona-

diabaticelectron-phonon theory.Theneed fora nonadi-

abatic treatm ent of the electron-phonon interaction in

correlated system scom esfrom the factthat,asa m etal-

insulator transition is approached,the electronic band-

width isstrongly reduced,and theadiabaticassum ption

!ph=E F on which M igdal’stheorem isbased breaksdown.

Paststudieshave shown thatthe inclusion ofnonadi-

abatic e�ects can lead to a strong enhancem ent or de-

pression ofTc depending on the value ofthe exchanged

m om enta and frequencies: ifa m icroscopic m echanism

leads to a predom inance of the forward scattering in

theelectron-phonon interaction,Tc isstrongly enhanced.

This e�ect was schem atized in the past with the intro-

duction ofan e�ective cut-o� in the electron-phonon in-

teraction (Q c), which was argued to be due to strong

correlationse�ects.

In thiswork we have related the existence ofQ c with

the reduction ofthe screening propertiesdue to correla-

tion ofa m etalapproaching a m etal-insulatortransition.

Thesam ee�ectswhich areresponsibleforthe reduction

ofthe screening (nam ely the loss ofk-space coherence)

arehoweveralsostrongly detrim entalto superconductiv-

ity. In this work we have analyzed how the interplay

between thesee�ectsisre
ected on a Tc vsdoping phase

diagram .

W e haveintroduced a sim ple analyticalm odelto sim -

ulatethee�ectsofthestrongcorrelation on theoneelec-

tron G reen’s function. This m odelhas also been em -

ployed to estim ate the role of the electronic screening

on the electron-phonon scattering in correlated system s.

W ehaveshown thatthereduction ofthem etalliccharac-

terdue to the electronic correlation im plies a reduction

ofthe \e�ective" Thom as-Ferm iscreening approaching

� = 0,where correlation is stronger. This results in a

predom inanceofforward (sm all-q)scattering,which has

been param etrized in term sofa phonon m om entum cut-

o�Q c = kT F=2kF,wherekT F and kF arerespectively the

Thom as-Ferm iand the Ferm ivectors.

W e have also shown how the di�erent parts of the

electronic G reen’s function contribute to the supercon-

ducting pairing;in particular,we have shown that the

superconducting critical tem perature is m ainly deter-

m ined by the coherent excitations. The sim ilarities

and di�erences between our m odel and the two-band

superconductivity38,39 havealso been discussed.

SolvingthenonadiabaticgeneralizedM E equations,we

obtained aTc vs.� diagram ,which can beideally divided

into three regions:

(a) a high doping region,where superconductivity is

suppressed by the negative contribution of the

nonadiabaticchannelsto theelectron-phonon pair-

ing;

(b) an extrem ely low doping region, where the poor

m etalliccharacterisre
ected in a vanishing coher-

entspectralweight.In thisregion,superconductiv-

ityisextrem elyunstableand itcan beoverwhelm ed

by other electronic or structural instabilities in-

duced by spin and chargedegreesoffreedom (anti-

ferrom agnetic
uctuations,stripes,charge-density-

waves,pseudogaps,...).
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(c) an interm ediatedoping region,in which thelossof

coherentspectralweightisnotlargeenough topre-

ventsuperconductivity,which isin turn enhanced

by the positive contribution of the nonadiabatic

channelsofinteractions.

Theresulting phasediagram baresstrong resem blance

with thatofcuprates.W e havein factan overdoped re-

gion,wheresuperconductivity istriggered on by thepos-

itivecontribution ofthenonadiabaticchannelsasdoping

isdecreased;an optim aldoping,wheretheenhancem ent

due to the nonadiabatic interaction is counterbalanced

by thereduction ofthem etalliccharacter,and an under-

doped region,wheresuperconductivity disappearsdueto

the incipient m etal-insulator transition. In the qualita-

tivescenariooutlined heretheoriginofsuperconductivity

in cupratescan be understood by focusing on the over-

doped region,wherethem aterialsretain de�ned m etallic

properties;on theotherhand,theexoticphenom enology

ofthe underdoped region is only m arginal. The occur-

renceofdi�erentkindsofelectronic/structuralinstabili-

ties,notdiscussed in the presentpaper,isthusthought

to beaby-productofthelossofm etalliccharacterwhich

also drivesthe suppression ofTc as� ! 0 m ore than to

be the secretofthe superconducting pairing.

O nce m ore,we wish to stressthatwhatwe presentin

thispaperisa generalscenario,based on them icroscop-

icaldescription oftheinterplay between nonadiabaticef-

fects and strong electronic correlation. A quantitative

understanding ofthe speci�c phase diagram ofcuprates

should of course take into account speci�c features of

these m aterials,such as Van Hove singularitiesand the

d-wavesym m etry ofthegap.Thepossibility ofa d-wave

pairing within the contextofelectron-phonon supercon-

ductivity hasbeen discussed elsewhere25;werem ind here

that d-wave sym m etry was shown to be favoured by

forward scattering,which in our m odelis enhanced as

� ! 0.

Thequalitativebehaviourofourresultswould behow-

everleftunchanged by the inclusion ofthesee�ects.

O n the experim ental ground we observe that the

present scenario is supported by a detailed analysis of

Tc vs. norm alstate properties in di�erent fam ilies of

cuprates.In Ref.40,forexam ple,thecom plexbehaviour

ofTc approaching the m etal-insulator transition either

by reducing thedoping orby increasing thedisorderwas

nicely pointed out by O sofsky et al.. The relation be-

tween Tc and reduced screening propertieswasalso dis-

cussed there. Although we do not attem pt to discuss

the scaling relationsclose to the m etal-insulatortransi-

tion in region (b),wherea m orespeci�ctreatm entofthe

electronic correlation isneeded,we think ouranalysisis

som ehow com plem entary to that ofRef. 40. This sce-

nario can also open new perspectiveson the rem arkable

increaseofTc in granularm etalsand alloys.
41

Furtherm ore, a strong doping dependence of the

electron-phonon propertiesin cuprateshasalso been re-

ported by inelastic X-ray m easurem ents ofthe phonon

dispersion.6 Experim ental data in NCCO com pounds

wereshown to be com patible with the theoreticalcalcu-

lations,based on the shellm odel,assum ing a negligible

Thom as-Ferm ivector (Q c = 0) for the strongest corre-

lated undoped com pound (� = 0),whereas a Thom as-

Ferm im om entum kT F ’ 0:39�A �1 ,com parable to that

for LSCO , was estim ated for � ’ 0:14. The corre-

sponding dim ensionless cut-o� Q c would be hence es-

tim ated Q c ’ 0:26 by using an in-plane Ferm ivector

kabF ’ 0:74�A �1 .
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A P P EN D IX A :G U T ZW ILLER SO LU T IO N FO R

G EN ER IC U A N D n

In thisappendix weprovidea briefoverview aboutthe

analyticalsolution ofthe G utzwiller approxim ation for

generic�lling and Hubbard repulsion.

Let us write the Hubbard Ham iltonian within the

G utzwillerapproxim ation (in theparam agneticstate)as:

H = � 
(U;n;d)j��j+ U d; (A1)

wheren isthetotalelectron �lling,d thedensity ofdou-

ble occupancy sites,�� the kinetic energy forsite,and


(U;n;d)=
2(n � 2d)

n(2� n)

hp
1� n + d+

p
d

i2
: (A2)

M inim izing Eq.(A1)with respectto d yields:

0 =

hp
1� n + d+

p
d

i2
�

�
n

2
� d

�

hp
1� n + d+

p
d

i2

p
d(1� n + d)

+ 2

�
U

Uc

�

n(2� n); (A3)

wherewehaveintroduced asusualUc = 8j��j.

After expanding the squares
�p

:::+
p
:::
�2

one can

now isolateon therightsidetherem aining squareroots:

2n(2� n)

�
U

Uc

�

+ (1� 2n + 4d)

=

�
n

2
� d

�
(1� n + 2d)
p
d(1� n + d)

� 2
p
d(1� n + d);(A4)

and, by squaring both the sides of Eq. (A4), allthe

rem aining squarerootsarerem oved and weareleftwith

a third order polynom ialexpression for d. W e obtain

nam ely:

A 3d
3 + A 2d

2 + A 1d+ A 0 = 0; (A5)
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where

A 3 = 16n(2� n)

�
U

Uc

�

; (A6)

A 2 = 4n(2� n)

�
U

Uc

��

n(2� n)

�
U

Uc

�

� 6n + 5

�

;(A7)

A 1 = (1� n)

"

4n2(2� n)2
�
U

Uc

� 2

+ 4n(2� n)(1� 2n)

�
U

Uc

�

� n

#

;(A8)

A 0 = �
n2(1� n)2

4
: (A9)

Eq. (A5) can be easily solved to obtain dm in,and,in

the standard notations,the G utzwillerfactorZ(U;n)=


(U;n;dm in).

A P P EN D IX B :A N A LY T IC A L EX P R ESSIO N O F

D IFFER EN T P H Y SIC A L Q U A N T IT IES

1. T hom as-Ferm iScreening

In this section we provide som e usefulanalyticalex-

pressions for the di�erent contributions (� c�c , � c�i,

� i�i) to the response function � involved in the eval-

uation of the Thom as-Ferm iscreening as lim it k2T F /

lim q! 0 �(q;! = 0).

In the RPA approxim ation �(q;!)isgiven by:

�(q;!)=
2

N s

X

k

Z

d!
0
G (k + q;! + !

0)G (k;!0): (B1)

W eem ploy thesim plem odelofEqs.(1),(4),(5)forthe

electron G reen’sfunction in the presenceofcorrelation.

From sim ple scaling relation it is straightforward to

recognizethat

� c�c = Z�(Z = 0)= � ZN 0: (B2)

The analyticalexpressionsfor� c�i,� i�i arestraight-

forward but m ore cum bersom e since they involved the

explicitintegration overtheupper/lowerHubbard bands.

O neobtains:

� c�i = � 2N (0)2(1� Z)

h�

ZE =2+ U=2+ (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

�

� ln

�

ZE =2+ U=2+ (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

+

�

�

ZE =2+ U=2� (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

�

� ln

�

ZE =2+ U=2� (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

+

�

�

U=2+ � + (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

�

� ln

�

U=2+ � + (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

+

�

U=2+ � � (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

�

� ln

�

U=2+ � � (1�
n

2
)E =2

�

+

+ (U=2+ nE =4+ ZE =2)�

� ln(U=2+ nE =4+ ZE =2)+

� (U=2� nE =4+ ZE =2)�

� ln(U=2� nE =4+ ZE =2)+

� (U=2+ nE =4� �)�

� ln(U=2� nE =4� �)+

+ (U=2� nE =4+ �)�

� ln(U=2� nE =4+ �) (B3)

Theincoherent-incoherentcontribution gives:

� i�i = � 2N2
0(1� Z)2 [(U + E =2)ln(U + E =2)+

+ (U � E =2)ln(U � E =2)+

� (U + (n � 1)E =2)ln(U + (n � 1)E =2)+

� (U + (1� n)E =2)ln(U + (1� n)E =2)]

2. Superconducting properties

Herewereporttheexplicitexpressionsforthecoherent

contribution to di�erentquantitiesin Eqs.(19)-(20).

Let us consider for instance �m [G coh]. In this case

�m [G coh]= ��m [G coh]and:

�m [G coh] =

Z

d�N (�)
Z

i!m � Z�k � �

Z

� i!m � Z��k � �

=
Z

E !m

�

arctan

�
ZE � �

2!m

�

+ arctan

�
ZE + �

2!m

��

:(B4)

Theexpression (B4)correspondsjustto the�m (E )for

an uncorrelated system with reduced spectralweightZ

and rescaled bandwidth ZE :�m [G coh](E )= Z�m (ZE ).

Sim ilar considerations apply for the vertex and cross

function: P [G coh](E ;Q c;n;m ) = ZP (ZE ;Q c;n;m ),

C [G coh](E ;Q c;n;m ) = ZC (ZE ;Q c;n;m ), where

P (E ;Q c;n;m )and P (E ;Q c;n;m )in theabsenceofelec-

troniccorrelation werecom puted in Refs.17,18,36:

P (E ;Q c;n;m )= T
X

l

D (!n � !l)

(

B (n;m ;l)+

+
A(n;m ;l)� B (n;m ;l)(!l� !l�n+ m )2

E Q 2
c

�

�

"s

1+

�
2E Q 2

c

!l� !l�n+ m

�

� 1+

� ln

0

@
1

2

s

1+

�
2E Q 2

c

!l� !l�n+ m

� 2

1

A

3

5

)

; (B5)

C (E ;Q c;n;m )= D (!n � !l)D (!l� !m )�
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�

(

2B (n;� m ;l)+ arctan

�
2E Q 2

c

j!l� !l�n+ m j

�

�

�
A(n;� m ;l)� B (n;� m ;l)(!l� !l�n�m )2

E Q 2
cj!l� !l�n�m j

)

;(B6)

where

A(n;m ;l) = (!l� !l�n+ m )

�

arctan

�
E

2!l

�

+

� arctan

�
E

2!l�n+ m

��

; (B7)

B (n;m ;l) = (!l� !l�n+ m )
E !l�n+ m

2
�
(E =2)2 + !2

l�n+ m

�2 +

�
E

2[(E =2)2 + !2
l�n+ m

]
: (B8)
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