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The concepts,which have traditionally been usefulin understanding the e�ectsofthe electron{

phonon interaction in opticalspectroscopy,are based on insightsobtained within the in�nite elec-

tronic band approxim ation and no longer apply in �nite band m etals. Im purity and phonon con-

tributionsto electron scattering are notadditive and the apparentstrength ofthe coupling to the

phonon degrees offreedom is substantially reduced with increased elastic scattering. The optical

m ass renorm alization changes sign with increasing frequency and the opticalscattering rate never

reaches its high frequency quasiparticle value which itselfis also reduced below its in�nite band

value.

PACS num bers:78.20.Bh,71.10.A y,71.38.-k

78.20.Bh :O pticalproperties,condensed-m atter spectroscopy: theory,m odels,and num ericalsim ulation

71.10.A y :Ferm i-liquid theory and other phenom enologicalm odels

71.38.-k :Polarons and electron-phonon interactions

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

M anyofthephysicalinsightsthathaveguidedtheinterpretationofdataon e�ectsoftheelectron{phononinteraction

in m etalsarebased on an in�niteband m odelwith a constantfeaturelesselectronicdensity ofstates(EDO S)1.In the

eightiesthereappeared severalstudies,m ainly m otivated by thephysicsoftheA15com pounds,which took accountof

energy dependence in the EDO S around the chem icalpotential2,3,4.Band structurecalculationsforthe A15 showed

peaksin the EDO S with variationson the energy scale of50 m eV.A variety ofexperim entsalso showed sensitivity

ofpropertiesto disorder.Forexam ple,disordered M o3G ehasa highervalueofsuperconducting criticaltem perature

than itscrystallinecounterpart.Thisisnaturally explained ifthechem icalpotentialin ordered m etallicM o3G efalls

in a valley oftheEDO S.Radiation dam agethen �llsthisvalley and leadsto an increasein EDO S attheFerm ienergy

and a highervalueofTc.

M ore recently severalauthors have considered a di�erent but related e�ect, nam ely a �nite band 5,6,7,8. O ne

experim entalrealization of this situation is the fulleride com pounds M 3C60 (M { an alkalim etal), where band

structurecalculations9 show narrow band with thewidth W oftheorderof1 eV,whilethephonon spectrum extends

up to about200 m eV in som e cases. Physicalconsequencesbroughtaboutby the �nite band can be studied in the

fram e ofa sim pli�ed (particle{hole sym m etric)m odelwith a constantN 0 with a cuto� applied at� W =2 where W

the band width related to N 0 by N 0 = 1=W . A som ewhatsurprising resultofsuch studies isthat,even forrather

wide bands(W ofordera few eV)certain aspectsassociated with the e�ectofthe electron{phonon interaction are

profoundly m odi�ed ascom pared to thecorresponding in�nite band behavior.Forexam ple,in an in�nite band with

constantelectronicdensity ofstates,theelectron{phonon interaction leavesN 0(!)unaltered and no phonon structure

appearsin thedressed norm alstateEDO S.To seephonon structureitisnecessary to go to thesuperconducting state

which developsa gap and consequently a non constantEDO S.Howeverifa cuto� isapplied to the constantN 0(!),

then phonon structure appearsin the dressed quasiparticle density ofstatesasitdoesin the superconducting state

and also in any case when EDO S is non constant around the Ferm ienergy. The phonon structure which appears

in the dressed EDO S is surprisingly signi�cant in m agnitude even for m odest value ofthe electron{phonon m ass

renorm alization param eter�.M athem atically the selfenergy m ustbe solved forselfconsistently when a �nite band

cuto� isintroduced.Thiscontrastswith the in�nite band casewhere the bareG reen’sfunction can be em ployed in

theselfenergy expression10.Selfconsistency leadsto a sm earing oftheband edgeregion aswellasa widening ofthe

band.Asthe totalnum berofstatesin the electronicdensity ofstate m ustrem ain constant,thistransferofspectral

weightto higherenergiesbeyond the bareEDO S cuto�,im pliesthatitm ustcorrespondingly be reduced atsm aller

energiesand the detailsofthis reduction depend signi�cantly on the phonon energy scale and coupling strength to

the variousphonon m odes.The e�ectofwidening ofa �nite electronic band due to the electron{phonon interaction

hasbeen observed and discussed previously by Liechtenstein etal11 in the contextoffulleride com pounds.

There are m any qualitative changes in electron{phonon renorm alization e�ects which have their origin in �nite

bands. Forexam ple the realpartofthe electronic selfenergy �1(!)for! � 0 iseverywhere negative in an in�nite
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band and decaysto zero beyond a few tim esthe m axim um phonon energy,which wedenote!D .Thustheelectronic

e�ective m assisalwaysincreased by the electron{phonon interaction and returnsto itsbare m assvalue from above

ata few tim es !D . By contrastfora �nite band,asdescribed in Ref.5,�1(!)change sign as! increasesand the

renorm alized m ass at high ! can actually be sm aller than the bare band m ass. This is an exam ple ofqualitative

changebroughtaboutin the electronicselfenergy by �nite band e�ects.O thersaredescribed in the recentpaperof

Cappellutiand Pietronero5,who also considered the e�ectofim purities.

In this paperwe consideropticalpropertieswith particularem phasis on the com bined e�ectoftem perature and

im purityscatteringin a�niteband electron{phonon system .In Section IIweprovideabriefsum m aryoftheform alism

needed tocom putetheelectron selfenergy �vs! forasystem ofelectronscoupled both tophononsand toim purities.

W e also presentanalytic form ulaswhich apply in the non selfconsistent approxim ation. They willprove usefulfor

interpretation ofthe num ericalresults. The opticalconductivity withoutvertex correctionsfollows from the K ubo

form ula forthe current{currentcorrelation function. The opticalselfenergy,orthe m em ory function,isintroduced

and related to thecom plex opticalconductivity �(!).W esum m arizesom eknown approxim atebutanalyticform ulas

fortheopticalscatteringrateand e�ectivem assrenorm alizationwhich havebeen found usefulin paststudiesrelated to

in�nite(very wide)electronicbands.Theseform ulasappropriately m odi�ed in thecontextof�nitebandsareapplied

toobtain adescription ofthenon selfconsistentapproxim ation,which provideinsightintothevariousfeaturesfound in

num ericalsolution ofthefullequations.Two m odelsfortheelectron{phonon spectraldensity �2F (!)areintroduced.

For de�niteness both are based on the speci�c phonon spectrum ofK 3C60. O ne consists ofthree delta functions

suitably chosen to m im ictherealspectrum whiletheotheroneusestruncated Lorentziansinstead ofdelta functions

to help understand the m odi�cation brought about when the extended nature ofrealspectra is accounted for. In

Section IIIwedescriberesultsforthecaseofa ratherwideband and thethreedelta function m odelfor�2F (!)with

a m odestvalue of�= 0:71. W e startwith a discussion ofthe dressed electronic density ofstateswith em phasison

tem perature and im purity e�ects. Then the m em ory function is analyzed and com pared with the quasiparticle self

energy,the di�erences arising from �nite band e�ects are em phasized. In Section IV we presentthe results for an

extended electron{phonon spectrum ,increasing thespectral�and decreasing thewidth oftheband.Section V isour

conclusions.

II. FO R M A LISM

A . T he electronic selfenergy and the renorm alized ED O S

The centralquantity ofourproblem isthe electronic selfenergy �(z)= � 1(z)+ i�2(z). Itiscalculated from the

M igdalequationsform ulated in the m ixed real{im aginary axisrepresentation5,12:

�(z) = ��(z)+ T

+ 1X

m = �1

�(z� i!m )�(i!m )

+

Z 1

0

d! �2F (!)f[f(! � z)+ n(!)]�(z� !)+ [f(! + z)+ n(!)]�(z+ !)g; (1)

�(z) =

Z 1

0

d! �2F (!)
2!

!2 � z2
; (2)

�(z) =

Z 1

�1

d�
N 0(�)

N 0(0)

1

z� �� �(z)
; (3)

where !m = �T(2m � 1);m 2 Z are the ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies,and f(!) and n(!) are the Ferm iand

Bosedistribution functionsrespectively.Theelectron{phonon interaction isspeci�ed in term softheelectron{phonon

spectralfunction �2F (!)(theEliashbergfunction).Theparam eter�,which hasthem eaningofan im purityscattering

rate,speci�es the strength ofthe interaction with im purities. The variable z in eqs.(1){(3) can assum e arbitrary

com plex values. Description ofspectroscopic experim ents requires knowledge ofthe retarded electronic selfenergy

atrealfrequencies,which correspondsto solutionswith z = ! + i0+ .A fastand stable num ericalprocedure forthis

purpose wasproposed by M arsiglio etal12. It startswith com puting the solutions for �(z)on the im aginary axis,

at z = i!m ,where eq.(1) is sim pler. Then,the function �(i!m ) is used to set up an iterative procedure to �nd

�(! + i0+ )justabovethe realaxis.

Thequantity N 0(�)appearing in Eq.(3)isthe bareEDO S.In thispaperweuseforitthefollowing sim plem odel:

N 0(�)= N 0�(W =2� j�j); (4)
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whereW isthebareband width and �(x)isthestep function.TheconstantN 0 is�xed by norm alization:N 0 = 1=W .

In thispaperwe retain particle-hole sym m etry forsim plicity,with the chem icalpotentialatthe centerofthe band,

�= 0. In the clean case itwasshown7 thatthe m ain characteristic featuresappearing in the electronic selfenergy

and the m em ory function due to the �nite band width,do notdepend signi�cantly on detailsofthe bare electronic

band.

The renorm alized density ofelectronicstates,ordensity ofstatesforquasiparticles,isde�ned by

N (!)=

Z + 1

�1

d�N 0(�)A(�;!): (5)

Here

A(�;!)= � Im Gret(�;!)=� (6)

isthe electronicspectraldensity and the retarded G reen’sfunction G ret(�;!)isde�ned by the relation

[G ret(�;!)]
�1

�

�

[G 0(�;z)]
�1

� �(z)

�

z= !+ i0+
(7)

with G 0(�;z)= 1=(z� �)being the free electron G reen’sfunction. The renorm alized quasiparticlecan be expressed

in term softhe function �= �1 + i�2 ofEq.(3)asfollowsN (!)=N 0(0)= � �2(!)=�.

Therenorm alizeddensityofstatesN (!)isaveryim portantquantity.Itfeaturesvarioussignaturesoftheinteraction

ofelectronswith phononsand im purities.Notethatin thein�niteelectronicband approxim ation with atbareEDO S

the renorm alized EDO S N (!)rem ainsconstantand doesnotcarry any physicalinform ation.In the presentcontext

ofa �nite band,N (!) for electron{phonon system has been studied recently by Do�gan and M arsiglio6 at T = 0

and by K nigavko and Carbotte7 at�nite tem peratures. Below we em phasize the analysisofthe com bined e�ectof

both phononsand im purities.W e�nd thatknowledgeofthefeaturesoftherenorm alized EDO S helpsto understand

better the behavior ofthe other spectroscopic quantities such as the m em ory functions,which are related to the

opticalresponse. The renorm alized EDO S N (!) itself is a m easurable quantity and can be directly probed by

tunneling spectroscopy orangle-integrated photoem ission spectroscopy13,14,15. The accuracy ofthe lattertechnique

hasincreased dram atically in recentyearsand propertiesofboth new and traditionalm aterialshavebeen scrutinized.

Ithasbeen argued in Ref.8 thatnorm alstate boson structure should be detectable in such experim entsform etals

with electronicband width ofordera few eV.

Letusreturn to the electronic selfenergy.Forthe purpose ofthe following discussion we presentthe generalEq.

(1)forthe valuesoftheargum entjustabovetherealaxis,nam ely z = ! + i0+ and attem peratureT = 0 (notethat

henceforth we willuse realaxis variable,such as!,as shorthand for ! + i0+ ). Separating the realand im aginary

partsof� weobtain the following expressions:

�1(!) = �P

Z 1

�1

d!0

! � !0

N (!0)

N 0(0)
+ 2! P

Z 1

0

d!
0N (!0)

N 0(0)

Z 1

0

d

�2F (
)

!2 � (!0+ 
)2
; (8)

�2(!) = � �

�

�
N (!)

N 0(0)
+

Z !

0

d
� 2
F (
)

N (! � 
)

N 0(0)

�

; (9)

where the sym bolP in Eq.(8)m eans that in the divergentintegralsover!0 the Cauchy principalvalue hasto be

taken.Note thatthe selfconsistentnature ofthisequationsisnow m asked.O n the righthand side ofEqs.(8)and

(9)the selfenergy entersonly via the renorm alized EDO S N (!).

The quasiparticlem assrenorm alization isde�ned by the relation:

�
(eff)
qp = � lim

!! 0
d�1(!)=d!: (10)

From Eq.(8)we�nd thatitisgiven by

�
(eff)
qp = �P

Z 1

�1

d!

!

N 0(!)

N 0(0)
+ 2

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)

Z 1

0

d!

(! + 
)2

N (!)

N 0(0)
; (11)

whereN 0(!)� dN (!)=d! isthederivativeoftherenorm alized EDO S.Foran in�niteband with a constantN (!)we

recoverthe known result.Thesecond term on therighthand sideofEq.(11)reducesto �= 2
R1

0
d
� 2F (
)=
,the

usualexpressionforthem assrenorm alizationduetoelectron{phononinteraction,whilethe�rstterm ,which represents

the e�ect ofthe elastic scattering from im purities,vanishes. In the case ofan energy dependent EDO S im purities

producea�nitecontribution tothequasiparticlem assrenorm alization.O ursubsequentnum ericalanalysisshowsthat
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fora �niteband N 0(!)isa decreasing function of! for! > 0 in largeintervals,which becom eespecially substantial

if!D � W [rem em ber that N (� !) = N (!) because we consider the half�lling case]. This m akes the im purity

contribution to �
(eff)
qp negativeand oppositein sign to thephonon contribution.Therefore,in a �niteelectronicband

theincreased elasticscattering resultsin the apparentdecreaseofthe m agnitudeofthe electron{phonon interaction,

asspeci�ed by �
(eff)
qp .

In thispaperwesolvetheselfconsistentequationsfortheselfenergy num erically.To betterunderstand thetrends

observed in ournum ericalresultsitishelpfultohaveanalytic,though m aybenotexact,expressionsfortheselfenergy.

W e found thata usefulapproxim ation isto replace the renorm alized EDO S N (!)in Eq.(8),(9)and (11)with the

bare EDO S N 0(!),given in the m odelwe considerby a constantequalto N 0(0)with cuto� atthe bare band edge

W =2 (seeEq.(4)).Thisapproxim ation am ountsto disregarding theselfconsistency,whilekeeping track ofthe�nite

width ofthe band. Itisexpected,and we con�rm thisin the following Section,thatthisapproxim ation isgood at

sm allfrequencies! aslongasthecharacteristicphonon frequency ism uch sm allerthan theband width W .M oreover,

thisnon selfconsistentapproxim ation allowsusto obtain a sim ple estim ate forthe characteristicfrequency �!qp ofa

�nite electronicband,when the realpartofthe selfenergy � 1(!)changessign.De�cienciesofthe non selfconsistent

approxim ation arediscussed later.Thenon selfconsistentresultshavethe form :

�
(ns)

1 (!) = �ln

�
�
�
�

! + W =2

! � W =2

�
�
�
�+

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)ln

�
�
�
�

! � 


! + 


! + W =2+ 


! � W =2� 


�
�
�
�; (12)

�
(ns)

2 (!) = � �

�

��(W =2� j!j)+

Z !

0

d
� 2
F (
)�(W =2� j! � 
j)

�

; (13)

�
(ns)
qp = � 2

�

W =2
+ 2

Z 1

0

d

�2F (
)




1

1+ 
=(W =2)
: (14)

These equations,while not exact,reduce to the wellknown in�nite band results in the lim it W ! 1 and show

the m odi�cationsbroughtaboutby a �nite band. Note in particularthatwhen no im puritiesare presentthe m ass

renorm alization is always reduced over its in�nite band value and that the quasiparticle scattering rate ��1qp (!) �

� 2�2(! + i0+ )dropsto zero for! > W =2+ !D instead ofrem aining constantasin thein�niteband case(werem ind

that!D denotesthe m axim um phonon frequency in �2F (
)).

B . O pticalresponse

For characterization ofthe opticalresponse the quantity ofinterestis the m em ory function,which is the optical

counterpartofthe selfenergy. The m em ory function M (!)= M 1(!)+ iM 2(!) appears explicitly in the following

expression forthe com plex opticalconductivity �(!)= �1(!)+ i�2(!):

�(!)=
2S

�

1

M (!)� i!
; (15)

which is also called in the literature the extended Drude form ula16,17,18,19,20. In this equation S isthe opticalsum

de�ned by the integral

S =

Z + 1

0

�1(!)d!: (16)

Forthein�niteand atelectronicband itwasshown by Allen21 thatin thelim it! ! 0 them em ory function and the

selfenergy areclosely related,nam ely:M 1(0)= � 2�2(0)and M 2(0)= �1(0).Thisisoneofthereasonswhy thereal

partofthem em ory function can beidenti�ed astheopticalscattering rate,M 1(!)� ��1op (!).O n theotherhand,the

im aginary partofthe m em ory function isusually related to the frequency dependentopticalm assrenorm alization,

M 2(!)� � !�op(!).The m em ory function can easily be found ifthe conductivity isknown.Indeed from Eq.(15)it

followsthat

�
�1
op (!) =

2S

�

�1(!)

�21(!)+ �22(!)
; (17)

� !�op(!) = ! �
2S

�

�2(!)

�21(!)+ �22(!)
(18)

and these arethe relationsthatweused in ournum ericalwork presented below.
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Theopticalconductivity wasobtained using linearresponsetheory,neglecting vertex corrections.Thedetailswere

described previously elsewhere7,and herewejustwritedown the expression forthe realpartofthe conductivity:

�1(!) =
2�e2

�h
2

Z + 1

�1

d�N v(�)

Z 1

�1

d!0A (�;!0)A (�;!0+ !)
f(!0)� f(!0+ !)

!
; (19)

and pointoutthatthe corresponding im aginary partwascom puted asthe Hilberttransform ofthe realpart,based

on the the K ram ers{K ronig relations. In Eq.(19) N v(�) � N0(�)v
2
�
where v2

�
is the averaged over the Brillouin

zone the square ofthe group velocity de�ned for a generaldispersion in Ref.22. In the following discussion ofthe

opticalresponse and in the num ericalcalculationsofthis paperwe assum e thatthe system isisotropic and use for

v2
�
the expression v2

�
= 2�h

2

m D

�
W

2
+ �

�
,derived from the quadratic dispersion offree electronswith lowerband edgeat

� = � W =2 (D is the num berofspatialdim ensions,m the free electron m ass). Itisusefulto introduce the optical

e�ective m assrenorm alization as

�
(eff)
op = �op(! = 0); (20)

which is the quantity to be com pared with the quasiparticle e�ective m assrenorm alization �
(eff)
qp ofEq.(10). W e

willseethatcom pletenum ericalresultsindicatethatthesetwo quantitiesarenotthesam ein a �niteband.Another

im portantquantity thatwewilldiscussbelow isthe opticalscattering rateatthe Ferm ilevel,��1op (! = 0).

As we have done for the selfenergy it is helpfulin understanding the com plete num ericalresults,that willbe

presented in thefollowingsections,tohavesim plealthough approxim ateanalyticexpressionsfortheopticalquantities

with which to com pare.Itisnotfeasibleto obtain a sim ple accurateexpression forthe opticalscattering ratein the

generalcase,and even ourm odelofbareEDO S with sharp cuto�s(seeEq.(4))do notprovideenough sim pli�cations

forthispurpose.W edecided thereforeto m akeuseoftheexistingexpressions,valid forthein�niteband.Historically,

based on second orderperturbation theory forthe electron{phonon system Allen23 wasthe �rstto provide such an

equation valid at zero tem perature in the in�nite at band case. A generalization to �nite tem perature wasm ade

by Shulga etal24 using a very di�erent m ethod which starts with the K ubo form ula and m akesapproxim ationsto

getthe sam e result asAllen when T ! 0 lim it is taken. O n the otherhand M itrovi�c and Fiorucci25 and M itrovi�c

and Perkowitz26 have generalized Allen’s originalwork to include the possibility ofan energy dependent electronic

density ofstates. They considered only zero tem perature. Very recently Sharapov and Carbotte27 have provided a

�nite tem perature extension based on the K ubo form ula. Such form ulashave also been used recently in analysisof

data29,30 and in com parison with m ore com plete approaches31,32. The form ulas for the opticale�ective m ass and

scattering rate,which aresuitableforourforthcom ing discussion,arethoseforT = 0.They aregiven in Refs.25 and

26 and herewereproducethem forthe reader’sconvenience:

�op(!) =
2�

!2
P

Z 1

0

d!0
N (!0)

N 0(0)
ln

�
�
�
�

!02

!02 � !2

�
�
�
�+

2

!2

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)P

Z 1

0

d!0
N (!0)

N 0(0)
ln

�
(!0+ 
)2

(!0+ 
)2 � !2

�

; (21)

�
�1
op (!) =

2��

!

Z !

0

d!0
N (!0)

N 0(0)
+
2�

!

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)

Z !�


0

d!0
N (!0)

N 0(0)
; (22)

wherethesym bolP m eans,asusual,thatthe!0integralsarecalculated astheprincipalCauchy values.In theabove

equationsN (!)isthe renorm alized EDO S thatfully incorporatesthe selfconsistentelectronicselfenergy.To grasp

the �nite band e�ects in the m em ory function we intend to replace N (!)with the bare EDO S N 0(!)from Eq.(4)

sim ilarly to ourapproach to thederivation ofEqs.(12){(13)forthenon selfconsistentselfenergy.Notehoweverthat

in order to arrive at Eqs.(21) and (22) it is necessary to assum e25 that N v(�) is constant and extends to in�nity,

i. e. no cuto� isapplied to it. Thism eansthatafterthe proposed replacem ente�ectively only �nite band e�ects

originating in the selfenergy are included in the opticalquantities and the resulting approxim ate form ulae are not

expected to bequantitatively correctforallfrequencies!.Neverthelesswefound thatsuch analyticalexpressionsare

very usefulat! < W =2.They read:

�op(!) =
2�

!

"

ln

�
�
�
�

W =2� !

W =2+ !

�
�
�
��

W =2

!
ln

�
�
�
�
�
1�

�
!

W =2

� 2
�
�
�
�
�

#

+
2

!

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)

�

ln

�
�
�
�

! � 
� W =2

! + 
+ W =2

! + 


! � 


�
�
�
�

�



!
ln

�
�
�
�


2

!2 � 
2

!2 � (
+ W =2)2

(
+ W =2)2

�
�
�
�+

W =2

!
ln

�
�
�
�

(
+ W =2)2

!2 � (
+ W =2)2

�
�
�
�

�

; (23)

�
�1
op (!) = 2��

�
�
�
��(W =2� !)+

W =2

!
�(! � W =2)

�
�
�
�

+
2�

!

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)�(! � 
)[(! � 
)�(W =2� (! � 
))+ W =2�(! � 
� W =2)]: (24)
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In particular,Eq.(23)isused below to obtain a reasonableestim ateforthecharacteristicfrequency �!op atwhich the

im aginary partofthe m em ory function changessign.

III. R ESU LT S D U E T O A B A N D C U T O FF

M otivated by the electron{phonon interaction in the fulleride com pound K 3C60,we use a three frequency m odel

forthe electron-phonon spectralfunction:

�
2
F (!)= �

3X

i= 1

!ili

2
�(! � !i) (25)

with
P 3

i= 1
l1 = 1:The interaction strength a isde�ned asthe area underthe �2F (!)curve.Them assenhancem ent

param eter � is given by eq.(2) with z = 0. W e set � = 0:71 with l1 = 0:3;l2 = 0:2;l3 = 0:5 and !1 :!2 :!3 =

0:04:0:09 :0:19 eV 28.Thism odelhasa = 43:8 m eV and !ln = 102:5 m eV,where !ln isthe logarithm icfrequency
1,

a convenient param eter to quantify the phonon energy scale. For the forthcom ing discussion we set W = 2:5 eV,

which leadsto a sm allvalue forthe adiabatic param eter!ln=(W =2)= 0:082.Forthe m odelofEq.(25,the non self

consistentapproxim ation to the selfenergy given by Eqs.(12){(14)becom es

�
(ns)

1 (!) = �ln

�
�
�
�

! + W =2

! � W =2

�
�
�
�+ �

3X

i= 1

!ili

2
ln

�
�
�
�

! � !i

! + !i

! + W =2+ !i

! � W =2� !i

�
�
�
�; (26)

�
(ns)

2 (!) = � �

"

��(W =2� j!j)+ �

3X

i= 1

!ili

2
�(j!j� !i)�(W =2� j!j+ !i)

#

; (27)

�
(ns)
qp = � 2

�

W =2
+ �

3X

i= 1

li

1+ !i=(W =2)
: (28)

Forthe param eterschosen the non selfconsistentm assrenorm alization is0:63 in theclean caseto be com pared with

�= 0:71.

W e begin by reviewing e�ectsofthe electron{phonon interaction due to a �nite bandwidth which are seen in the

EDO S.Som eofthefeatureshavebeen studied previously in Refs.6,7,8.Herewewantto em phasizeim purity e�ects

and givethecom parison between non selfconsistentand fully selfconsistentresults.In Fig.1 (top fram e)weshow the

frequency dependence ofthe renorm alized quasiparticle density ofstatesN (!)based on the three frequency m odel

ofEq.(25) with � = 0:71 and a halfband width W =2 = 1:25 eV.These param etersare by no m eans extrem e yet

the deviationsfrom the in�nite band case [N (!)= 1 forall!]are substantial.First,note thata three step phonon

structureisclearly seen atsm all! in thelowertem peraturecurves.Thetop setoffourcurves(solid)arefor� = 0,no

residualscattering,and thefourlowercurves(dashed)arefor� = 22:2 m eV ora residualscattering rateof140 m eV

for the chosen value ofW . The tem peratures are T = 14:5;72:5;145 and 435 K .For the 435 K curve the therm al

sm earing islarge butnotforthe others. Asthe im purity scattering rate isincreased the band width increasesbut

the phonon structuresdo notsm earappreciably. Instead theirrelative am plitude isslightly attenuated. Identifying

the three low frequency plateausin N (!)we plot,in the bottom fram e ofFig.1,theirheights(solid stars,squares,

triangles,refer to the left verticalaxis) as a function of� and com pare with the value ofEDO S at ! = 0 (solid

diam onds,referto the leftverticalaxis).Allare reduced in m agnitude with increasing � butthe di�erence between

the heightofthe third plateau and N (! = 0)ischanged m uch less. Atthe sam e tim e the band broadensby about

25% (open diam onds,referto therightverticalaxis)with the!edge given by therighthand scalein unitsofW =2 [see

heavy solid line Fig.6 fora plotofN (!)vs! overa largerenergy scale which showsthe band edge]. The plateaus

justdescribed do notexistin an in�nite band. This also holds true forthe substantialtem perature dependence of

N (! = 0)seen in the top fram eofFig.1 aswellasthe therm alsm earing ofthe phonon structure.

The m ain featuresofrenorm alized (T = 0)quasiparticle density ofstatesjustdescribed can be understood quali-

tatively and even sem iquantitatively in the contextofthe non selfconsistentapproach.Recall(see Eq.(5))thatthe

renorm alized EDO S is

N (!)= �
N 0(0)

�

Z W =2

�W =2

d�
�2(!)

[! � �1(!)� �]2 + �2(!)
2
: (29)

W e �rstnote from Eq.(13)thatin the clean case the im aginary partofthe selfenergy iszero for! < !1,the �rst

phonon energy in the m odelfor�2F (!)ofEq.(25).Hence the Lorentzian in Eq.(29)becom esa delta function and
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FIG .1: Top fram e: dressed density ofstates N (!) vs ! for the �
2
F (!) m odelofEq.(25) with � = 0:71 and the bare

bandwidth ofW = 2:5 eV.Im purity param eters are � = 0 (solid) and 22:2 m eV (dashed). In each group the tem peratures

are 14:5,72:5,145 and 435 K (from top to bottom ). Bottom fram e: im purity dependence ofvariouscharacteristic featuresof

renorm alized density ofstatesN (!)atlow tem perature T = 14:5 K .Leftverticalaxis:dependence ofphonon plateausheight

(starts,squares,triangles)on im purity param eter� com pared with N (!)= 0 vs� dependence(diam onds).Rightverticalaxis:

!edge vs�.

as a resultN (!)=N 0 = 1. O nce ! > !1 but still! < !2 the im aginary partofthe selfenergy becom es �a1 (with

ai = �li!i=2). Ifthe integralin Eq.(29) were not cuto� at W =2 but instead extended to in�nity we would again

get N (!)=N 0 = 1 and consequently the dressed density ofstates would rem ain una�ected by the electron{phonon

interaction. Butthe �nite band cuto� reducesthe value ofthe integralin Eq.(29)by 2a1=(W =2),i. e. by m issing

area underthe Lorentzian beyond W =2. (As! increasesthe integrand isno longersym m etric between positive and

negative ! regionsbutwe ignore thisfor ourrough estim ate so that2a1=(W =2)is an upper lim it.) As! increases

theai add untilwecom eto theend of�
2F (!),i.e.! = !3 in ourthreedelta function m odel.Atthisfrequency our

rough estim ateforthereduction in N (!)is10% whilethenum ericalcalculationsgive7.5% (seethebottom fram eof

Fig.1).Thisdi�erenceisduein partto theapplication oftheselfconsistency and to ouroverestim ateofthem issing

area underthe Lorentzian ofEq.(29). W hen im puritiesare added,a constant! independentterm isadded to the

im aginary partofthe selfenergy. and so in the non selfconsistentapproxim ation N (!)would now be reduced by

2�=(W =2)atallfrequencies.Thisexpectation isin qualitativeand even sem iquantitativeagreem entwith theresults

presented in thebottom fram eofFig.1.W hileselfconsistency e�ectsareon thewholesm all,they areresponsiblefor

thefactthatthelinesin thebottom fram eofFig.1 arenotquitelinearin � and also notquiteparallelto each other.

Atm uch higherenergiesbeyond thephonon structureN (!)dropsto zero asm ostoftheLorenzian in theintegralof

Eq.(29)fallsoutsideofthe rangeofintegration.Thisoccursfortwo reasons.First,the Lorenzian becom escentered

outsidetherangeofintegration and,second,itswidth becom essm all.Recallthataccording to Eq.(13)�2(! + i0+ )

iszero for! > W =2+ !D in the non selfconsistentm odel(pure lim it).

Finally we return to the top fram e ofFig.1 and consider m ore closely tem perature e�ects. To m ake our m ain

pointitissu�cientto considertheT = 435 K curvesand thevalueofN (!)at! = 0.Atany �nitetem peraturethe

im aginary partofthe selfenergy justabovethe realaxisisgiven by the expression2,3,4:

� �2(!) = ��
N (!)

N 0(0)
+ �

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)

�
N (! � 
)

N 0(0)
[n(
)+ f(
� !)]+

N (! + 
)

N 0(0)
[n(
)+ f(
+ !)]

�

; (30)
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FIG .2: Top fram e:the opticalscattering rate �
�1

op (!)vs! (solid)com pared with the quasiparticle scattering rate �
�1

qp (!)vs

! (dashed)for � = 22:2 m eV.Tem perature is T = 14:5;72:5;145;425 K from top to bottom at ! = 0. The bare bandwidth

is W = 2:5 eV.Bottom fram e: !�op(!)(solid) com pared with negative ofquasiparticle selfenergy � � 1(!)(dashed)for the

sam e param etersasin the top fram e.

which followsfrom Eqs.(1){(3)and its! ! 0 lim itis

2�� (eff)
� � 2�2(! = 0)= 2��

N (0)

N 0(0)
+ 2�

Z 1

0

d

2�2F (
)

sinh(
=T)

N (
)

N 0(0)
: (31)

Thepresenceofthisscattering ratewilllead to a drop in N (!)ofEq.(29)by approxim ately 2�(eff)=(W =2),orabout

0.015forthesevaluesofparam eters,com ing from theinelasticscattering which isin sem iquantitativeagreem entwith

the num ericaldata.Also note the non linearity in these equations.As� increases,forexam ple,N (! = 0)decreases

and thus the im purity contribution to �(eff) ofEq.(31) also decreases. As tem perature is increased the inelastic

contribution to �(eff) also increasesand thisfurtherreducesN (! = 0)and consequently the e�ectofthe im purity

scattering.Thetwo processesareno longerindependent.

O fprim ary interestin thispaperisthe m em ory function ofEqs.(17){(18)also referred to asopticalselfenergy.

In the top fram e ofFig.2 the opticalscattering rate ��1op (!) (solid) is com pared with the quasiparticle scattering

��1qp (!)(dashed)given by � 2�2(!),while in the bottom fram e !�op(!)and � �1(!)are com pared.The param eters

arethe sam e asforFig.1 butonly resultsfor� = 22:2 m eV arepresented.M any featuresofthese curvesareworth

notice.First,thethreephonon stepsin thequasiparticlescattering rate(dashed),which areclearly seen in thethree

lowertem peraturecurves,areessentially wiped outforT = 435 K (upperm ostcurve).Forthishigh tem peraturethe

inelastic scattering due to collisions with therm ally exited phonons has substantially increased the value of��1qp at

! = 0 abovetheresidualscattering.Ithasalso lead to a qualitativechangein behavioratlarger!.By contrast,the

phonon structuresin the opticalscattering rate atlow tem perature are kinksratherthan stepsand therefore m ore

di�cultto identify. Theirtem perature evolution ishoweververy sim ilar. Com plim entary to Fig. 2,in top fram e of

Fig.3 we com pare the frequency dependence ofoptical(solid curves) and quasiparticle (dashed curves) scattering

ratesforseveralincreasing valuesofthe im purity param eter�. Shown are the resultsfor� = 0;67;133 m eV (from

thebottom to top)atthelowesttem peratureconsidered T = 14:5 K .In thetop fram eofFig.4 weshow sim ilarplots
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FIG .3: Top fram e: com parison of frequency dependence of optical(solid) and quasiparticle (dashed) scattering rates at

tem perature T = 14:5 K .Im purity param eter � = 0;67;133 m eV (from bottom to top at ! = 0). M iddle fram e: optical

(dashed) and quasiparticle (solid) scattering rates at ! = 0 vs �; dotted line shows linear dependence 2�� for reference.

Bottom fram e: M axim um value ofoptical(dashed) and quasiparticle (solid) scattering rates vs �;dotted line shows linear

dependence 2�(a+ �)forreference.

forthe realpartofthe quasiparticleselfenergy (dashed)com pared with !�op(!)(solid curves).

Note that,even forthe lowesttem perature considered in Fig.2,the residualscattering in both quasiparticle and

opticalquantitiesarenotexactly equaltotheirin�niteband valuesatzerotem perature,which would be2��.In both

casesitissm allerand also ��1op (! = 0)< ��1qp (! = 0).Thisdi�erence between a �nite and an in�nite band isfurther

em phasized in them iddlefram eofFig.3 wherewehaveplotted ��1op (! = 0)(dashed curve),��1qp (! = 0)(solid curve)

as functions of� and com pared with 2�� (dotted curve). The three curvesagree in the pure lim it � = 0 but the

deviation between these quantitiesincreasesas� increases. The orderrem ains,with the opticalscattering rate less

than quasiparticleone,lessthan thein�niteband value2��.Thisbehaviorcan easilybeunderstood from theim purity

contribution to the im aginary partofthe selfenergy ofEq.(30).Aswe havedescribed before and em phasize again,
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when � increasesN (0)decreasesso that2��N (0)=N 0 islessthan 2��. The corresponding reduction in N (0)=N 0 is

roughly equalto (1� 2�=(W =2))which for� = 100 m eV isabout16% in good agreem entwith thesolid curveofthe

m iddle fram e ofFig.3 which givesthe reduction in the quasiparticle scattering rate asthe im purity � isincreased.

Note that the dashed curve for the corresponding opticalquantity is even lower than the quasiparticle one. This

resultcom esfrom a fullK ubo form ula calculation ofthe conductivity and isnotcaptured by the sim pli�ed form ula

ofEq.(24)for��1op (! = 0)which is2��N (0)=N 0,the sam e asforquasiparticles. Note also that,astem perature is

increased and inelasticprocessesbegin to contributeto thescattering at! = 0,��1qp (! = 0)can becom esm allerthan

��1op (! = 0)butthisorderisreversed as! isincreased (seeT = 435 K curveofFig.2).

Finally wenotethatforhighertem peraturesthe inelasticcontribution to �(eff) ofEq.(31)takesthe form :

�(eff)(T)� 2

Z 1

0

d

�2F (
)




N (
)

N 0(0)
T: (32)

Thislinearin tem peraturelaw iswellknown and thecoe�cientin thesquarebracketswould givethespectrallam bda

(�)forthe in�niteband case.Fora �niteband itisreduced asN (
)=N 0(0))islessthen oneforall
.W epointout

thatasthe range of�2F (
),which iszero beyond ! D ,iswellbelow (W /2)im puritiesand tem perature willreduce

the valueofthe proportionality coe�cientin Eq.(32)below its� = 0;T = 0 e�ective value.

A second featureofthescattering ratesshown in theupperpanelofFig.3,which needsto beem phasized,aretheir

m axim um valuesasa function of!.In thein�niteband caseboth thequasiparticleand opticalscatteringrateswould

riseto thesam easym ptoticvalueatlarge! which would be2�a+ 2�� atT = 0.Thisexpectation ism odi�ed by the

�nite band cuto�. In the bottom fram e ofFig.3 we have plotted the m axim um of[��1 (!)]m ax foroptical(dashed)

and quasiparticle (solid)scattering ratesasfunctionsof� and com pared with 2�a+ 2�� (dotted). Ascan be seen

from thetop fram eofFig.3 them axim um in thequasiparticlerateoccursata frequency im m ediately abovethethird

phonon step. Forthe opticalrate itoccursinstead atm uch highervaluesof!. Forthe pure case the frequency of

the m axim um in the solid curveindeed fallsbeyond the bareband edgeand issetnotby the value ofthe m axim um

phonon energy,butratherby thevalueoftheband edgeitself.Alsoitsm axim um valueisconsiderablysm allerthan its

quasiparticlecounterpart[by about25% ].The deviation between the two furtherincreaseswith increasing im purity

param eter�. Thisdi�erence between �nite and in�nite band resultshasim portantim plicationsforthe analysisof

experim entaldata. Now the m axim um in ��1op (!)cannotbe used asa reliable estim ate ofthe totalarea under the

Eliashberg function �2F (!),often used as a m easure ofthe electron{phonon interaction strength. This is also the

caseforthequasiparticleratealthough thedi�erencesarenotassubstantial.Notethattheupperdashed curvein the

top panelofFig.3,which givesthequasiparticlescattering ratefor� = 133 m eV,showsno atregion above! D asit

hasalready started to drop dueto band edgee�ects.In fact,thisiswhy itneverreachesitsin�nite band m axim um .

Such band edge e�ectsare even m ore substantialforthe opticalscattering rate which peaksonly as! ! 1 in the

in�nite band case.In ournon selfconsistentm odelofEq.(24)the m axim um in ��1op (!)willoccuratW =2+ !D .At

thispointitwillhave a value ofapproxim ately 2�a(1� !ln=(W =2)). Thisrepresentsa roughly 15% reduction over

itsin�nite band valuein reasonableagreem entwith the num ericaldata ofthe lowerfram eofFig.3.

The m ain feature ofthe curvesshown in Fig.2 and 3 (top fram es)thatwehavejustdescribed can be understood

approxim ately from the non selfconsistent form ulas given in the previous section. Starting with the top fram e of

Fig.(3)thethreesharp stepsin ��1qp (!)and theextended nearly atregion beyond arecaptured in Eq.(13)asisthe

cuto� athigherenergiesbeyond ! = W =2+ !D with !D being m axim um phonon energy (seeFig.3,top fram e),while

the exactenergy where ��1qp (!)startsdropping to zero isnotcaptured since itisdue to selfconsistency thatwasnot

included.Sim ilarly,Eq.(24)allowsusto understand the m ain di�erencesbetween quasiparticle(dashed curves)and

optical(solid curves)scatteringrates.Theopticalscatteringratedoesnotjum p abruptly to avalueof2�a1 at! = !1
as��1qp (!)doesbutrathergrowsoutofzero gradually as2�a1(1� !1=!)forfrequenciesin the range !1 < ! < !2.

Additionalcontributionsenterat!2 and !3.O n theotherhand,for! > W =2+ !D theopticalscattering rate��1op (!)

does not fallo� sharply but decreasestowardszero as 1=! (see Fig.3,top fram e). In the num ericalselfconsistent

calculationsitgoesfasterthan thisand then vanishesexponentially7,butthisisnotcaptured by Eq.(24).

Next,we return to the bottom panelofFig.2 to discussthe realpartofthe quasiparticle selfenergy �1(!)[the

negativeofitisshown by dashed curves]and itsopticalcounterpart!�op(!)(solid curves).Perhapsthem oststriking

featureoftherealpartoftheselfenergy asa function offrequency isthatitchangessign with increasing !,asnoted

in thework ofCappellutiand Pietronero5.In thispaperwe�nd thatthecorresponding m em ory function (oroptical

selfenergy)also hasa \zero crossing" in a �nite band.W eobservethatthefrequency ofthezero crossing �! islarger

in theoptics(about0.5 fortheparam etersin thisFigure)than forthequasiparticleselfenergy (lessthan 0.3).W hile

the quasiparticle crossing is nearly independent oftem perature in the case shown,the opticalone is not,dropping

below 0.44 atT = 425 K .

In the top fram e ofFig.4 we show additionalresultsforthree im purity content,nam ely � = 0;67;133 m eV.The

zero crossing in the m em ory function shiftsprogressively to lowerfrequency with increasing �,and them agnitudeof
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FIG .4: Top fram e: com parison offrequency dependence ofthe negative ofthe realpartofquasiparticle selfenergy � � 1(!)

(dashed curves)and corresponding m em ory function !�op(!)(solid curves)at tem perature T = 14:5 K .Im purity param eter

� = 0;67;133 m eV (from top to bottom ).M iddle panel:Frequency ofzero crossing �! vs� for� 1(!)(�lled boxes)and �op(!)

(open boxes). Com plete num ericalresults (solid curves) are com pared with non selfconsistent estim ates based on the full

�
2
F (
)ofEq.(25)(dotted curves)and an appropriateEinstein oscillatorspectrum (dashed curves).Bottom fram e:Com plete

num ericalresultsforoptical(dashed)and quasiparticle(solid)e�ectivem assrenorm alization ofEqs.(20)and (10)vs�.D otted

line refers to the input� = 0:71. D ash{dotted curve shows the nonselfconsistent estim ate ofEq.(28),equalfor quasiparticle

and opticalcases.

the m axim um value of!�op(!)atlow ! decreasescorrespondingly. Forquasiparticles(dashed curves)the trend is

the sam e. Foreven highervalues of� than shown in Fig. 4 �op(!) can becom e very sm allatsm all! and even be

negative forall(positive)frequencies. The resultsofourcom plete selfconsistentnum ericalcalculationson the zero

crossing frequency �! vs� dependence aresum m arized in the m iddle panelofFig.4 by solid curveswith eitheropen

sym bols(optics)or�lled sym bols(selfenergy).

Theappearanceofthephenom enon of\zerocrossing"canbequalitativelyunderstoodwith thehelp oftheexpression

for the non selfconsistent selfenergy,Eq.(12),and m em ory function,Eq.(23)at T = 0. A crude,but reasonable
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estim atecan beobtained in both casesusing theEinstein m odelfortheelectron{phonon spectralfunction:�2F (!)=

A �(! � !E )with !E chosen to bea characteristicfrequency ofthespectrum ,forexam ple!ln.For�1(!)and in the

case !E ;�! � W =2 (butarbitrary � and A)an explicitexpression forthe solution forthe frequency ofzero crossing

�! can be found:

�!qp =

s

!E (W =2)

1+ �=A
; (33)

where the subscriptqp m eans "quasiparticle",i.e. pertinentto the selfenergy. Itisshown in the m iddle panelof

Fig.4 by dashed curvewith �lled boxes.Forin�niteband �!qp shiftsto in�nity and ceasesto exist,asexpected.Note

that �!qp,given by thisform ula,becom esm allerasim purity param eter� increases.Thisbehaviorexplainsthetrend

seen in thecom pletenum ericalresults(solid curvewith �lled boxes).NotethattheEinstein m odenon selfconsistent

estim ate ofthe zero crossing frequency producesan underestim ateofthe com pletenum ericalresult.

Sim ilarly,for�op(!)we use the non selfconsistentexpression Eq.(23)with the Einstein m ode �2F (!)and in the

lim it!E ;�!op � W =2 obtain the following sim ple equation for �!op:

�!2op

�!2qp
= 2+ ln

�!2op

!2
E

; (34)

which showsthat �!op �
p
2�!qp with logarithm icaccuracy.Theresulting dependence of�!op on � isshown by dashed

curvewith open boxes.Again,thegeneraltrend ofthe com pletenum ericalresultdependence on � (solid curvewith

open boxes) is obtained,but in this case ofthe opticalm ass renorm alization the Einstein m ode non selfconsistent

estim ate producesan overestim ateofthe exact �!op.

Theresultsofattem ptsto im provethenon selfconsistentestim ateforthezero crossing frequency by including the

fullelectron{phonon spectralfunction �2F (
)ofEq.(25)aregiven by dotted curves.Theim provem entissigni�cant

in thecaseoftheselfenergy (dotted curvewith solid boxes).Thisdem onstratesthat�!qp dependson theshapeofthe

spectrum quite strongly and isnotinuenced m uch by the selfconsistency. Butthisim provem entcam e ata price:

wedo nothavea sim ple form ula now.In the caseofthe opticalm assrenorm alization,inclusion ofthe fullspectrum

(dotted curve with open boxes)doesnotbring im provem entsfor �!op,iteven m ake the estim ate worse ascom pared

to the Einstein m ode spectrum .Thisrem indsusagain ofthe restricted quantitative powerofEqs.(23)and (24),as

wasdiscussed previously in Section IIB.These form ulae neverthelessprovide a valuable qualitative guidance to the

com plete num ericalresults,when used properly.

Itisclearfrom Eqs.(33)and (34)thatthezero crossing frequency containsinform ation on the boson energy scale

involved in the scattering process. Even though it is a slight digression from the present discussion we would like

to pointouta possible application ofthis �nding. In their recentwork on opticalconductivity in high Tc cuprates

Hwang,Tim usk and G u33 indeed havefound a changein sign oftheopticalselfenergy (notshown in theirplots).The

frequency atwhich thisoccursvariesfrom com pound to com pound butisofthe order6000 cm �1 fortheiroptim um

and overdopped sam plesand sm aller,oforder4000{5000cm �1 ,in underdopped sam ples.In recentworkM arkiewicz34

etalestim ated thatthe typicalband width in the oxidesisofthe order1.0 to 2.0 eV forthe dressed band with bare

band structure results typically a factor two larger. This would indicate from the present work a boson exchange

energy wellabove150 m eV.Thisism uch largerthan !ln fora phonon m echanism and isconsistentinstead with spin

uctuationsorm arginalFerm iliquid m odel35.

Finally,turning to theposition ofthepeaksin !�op(!)wenotethatin thein�niteband caseitwould fallataboutp
2!3 forthe m odel�

2F (!)ofEq.(25). Here �nite band e�ectshave shifted itdown by 15% in the pure case. O n

the otherhand,including � haslittle e�ecton peak’sposition ascan be seen in Fig. 4,top fram e.

Another im portant characteristic ofthe curvesin the top fram e ofFig.4 is the slope at! = 0. Forthe in�nite

band case itwould give the m assenhancem entparam eter�. In the case ofa �nite electronic band this param eter

can no longerbe directly read o� the slopesbecause they are changed. Denoting these by �
(eff)
qp and �

(eff)
op in the

cases ofselfenergy and m em ory function respectively (see Eq.(10) for exam ple),we �nd that they are no longer

equalto each other and are sensitive to im purity content,ascan be seen in the top fram e ofFig.4 where we plot

!�op(!)and � �1(!)vs! forthreeim purity content,nam ely � = 0;67;133 m eV,fora low tem peratureT = 14:5 K .

They also depend on tem peratureasshown in thebottom fram eofFig.2,butthisisnotqualitatively di�erentfrom

the in�nite band case. The dependence ofthe two �(eff) on im purity param eter � for this tem perature (with the

otherparam etersthe sam e asforFig.1)isdetailed in the bottom fram e ofFig.4. The dotted line showsthe input

� = 0:71 forreference. Both optical(dashed)and quasiparticle (solid)m assrenorm alization decrease substantially

with increasing � and theform erquantity isalwayssm aller.Notethatin thenon selfconsistentcaseEq.(14)applies

to both �
(eff)
qp and �

(eff)
op .Thisdependence isalso shown by long dash { dotted curve forcom parison.W hile in the

pure case it agreeswellwith the exactresultforthe quasiparticles,itdeviatessubstantially from the exactoptical
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FIG .5: Top fram e: realpartofopticalconductivity �1(!)vs! for � = 44;67;89;111;133;222 m eV (from top to bottom at

! = 0).M iddlefram e:dependenceoftheopticalsum S ofEq.(16)on 2�� (solid)and on �
�1

op (! = 0)(dashed).Bottom fram e:

dependencie ofdc resistivity � = 1=�1(! = 0)on 2�� (solid) and on �
�1

op (! = 0) (dashed). D otted curve is the in�nite band

result.Tem perature isT = 14:5 K forallfram es.

curve. As � increases the deviations increase although the trend is properly given. This di�erence described goes

beyond theapproxim ationsthatweused to obtain Eq.(28)from theexactexpression ofEq.(18)based on theK ubo

form ula for the opticalconductivity. These approxim ationsare clearly notvery accurate but because the resulting

form ulasarequite sim ple and analyticthey areneverthelessuseful.

In the top fram e ofFig.5 we show results for the realpart ofthe conductivity �1(!) vs ! at tem perature T =

14:5 K .O pticalconductivity is m easured in units �e2=[2D m (W =2)]. Six values ofim purity param eters are used,

nam ely � = 44:4;66:6;88:8;111:0;133:1;221:9m eV.Thereareseveralfeaturesofthesecurveswhich aredi�erentfrom

corresponding in�nite band results. Perhapsthe m ostobviousisthatthe totalopticalspectralweightS,de�ned in

Eq.(16),isnolongerindependentoftem peratureand im purity content.[Tem peraturedependenceisdiscussed in our
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previouspaper36.]The dependence ofS on � isshown by the solid curvein the m iddle fram e ofFig.5.The optical

spectralweightism easured in units�e2=[2D m ],such thatin the in�nite band case S = 1=2. Because residualand

inelasticscattering isno longerstrictly additivein �nitebands,theim purity param eter� cannotbedirectly obtained

from opticalconductivity experim ent. Therefore,we also plotS vs��1op (! = 0)(dashed curve),a param eterthatis

m easurable.W hilethereisa sm alldi�erencebetween thetwo plots,both show thatthetotalopticalspectralweight

is reduced as � is increased. Another im portant property ofthe conductivity �1(!) from Fig.5,top fram e,which

needsto be com m ented upon,isitsdc value,oritsinverse 1=�1(! = 0),the resistivity. Thisquantity isplotted in

the bottom fram e ofFig.5 where itisseen to increasewith � (solid curve).Thisisalso the case when plotted with

respectto ��1op (! = 0)(dashed curve),and thedependenceisnotquitelinearaswould beexpected in an in�niteband

(dotted line).

The behaviorofsolid curve can be understood from the form ula for the resistivity: �(T)= [�=(2S)]� �1
op (! = 0).

W hile,aswehaveseen in a previoussection,the approxim ateanalyticform ulasthatcan be obtained forthe optical

quantities,are notasaccurate asforthe selfenergy neverthelessthey can be quite helpfulin providing insightinto

the com plete num ericalresults. Sharapov and Carbotte27 give the following expressions for inelastic and im purity

contributions,respectively:

�
�1

op;phon
(! ! 0) = 4�

Z 1

0

d
� 2
F (
)

Z + 1

�1

d�
N (�)

N 0(0)
[n(
)+ f(
� �)]

�

�
@f(�)

@�

�

; (35)

�
�1

op;im p
(! ! 0) = 2��

Z + 1

�1

d�
N (�)

N 0(0)

�

�
@f(�)

@�

�

: (36)

Besidestheexplicittherm alfactorappearingin theseequations,thetem peraturealsoentersthrough therenorm alized

DO S factorN (�)which alsodependson thephonon �2F (
)and on �in contrasttothein�niteband case.Independent

ofthedetails,becausetheN (�)factoriseverywheresm allerthan itsin�niteband valueofone,theresistivity isalways

reduced below itsin�nite band value.Thisreduction increase with increasing value of� aswe see in lowerfram e of

Fig.5and isalsoincreased with increasingtem perature.Atlow tem peraturestheappropriatem easureofthedecrease

in the im purity term ofEq.(36)isthe value ofN (0)while forthe inelastic term itdependson N (
)with 
 within

the phonon range.

IV . V ER Y N A R R O W B A N D S

The caseconsidered so farcorrespondsto a ratherbroad band ascom pared with the phonon energy.Nevertheless

we found im portant qualitative changes from the in�nite band case. Band structure calculations37 for K 3C60,as

an exam ple,give a halfband width ofabout 250 m eV which is now com parable to the energy ofthe m axim um

phonon energy of190 m eV in our m odelelectron{phonon spectraldensity. For such cases K ostur and M itrovi�c38

and laterPietronero,Str�asslerand G rim aldi39 have considered the e�ect ofvertex correctionsand a generalization

ofthe Eliashberg equationswhich go beyond the M idgaltheorem . The speci�c case ofthe Paulisusceptibility was

considered by Cappelluti,G rim aldiand Pietronero40. In m ore recentwork,Cappellutiand Pietronero5 recognized

thatitwasthe e�ectofa �nite band thatprim arily accounted forsom e ofthe qualitative di�erencesfound in their

previouswork and proceeded to include only these asa �rststep in understanding selfenergy renorm alization.Here

wefollow theirlead,butconsiderinstead opticalproperties.

In this section we wish to accom plish three goals. First,we wantto understand di�erencesthatarise when very

narrow bandsare involved ascom pared with relatively wide ones.Second,we wantto com pare a case with a larger

valueof�and �nally wereplacethethreedelta function m odelfor� 2F (!)with a m orerealisticextended spectrum .

W e considera m odelwith threetruncated Lorentzians:

�
2
F (!)= R(�)

3X

i= 1

1

2�

�
�i

(! � !i)
2 + �21

�
�i

�2i + �2i

�

�(� i� j! � !ij); (37)

where !i,the centers ofthe peaks,are the sam e as in Eq.(25). For each peak the param eter �i controls the half

width,while the fullspread isequalto 2�i:The rescaling factorR(�) is inserted to guarantee a chosen value of�:

Truncated Lorentziansareoften used in theliteratureto introducea sm earing ofthesim pleEinstein m odespectrum .

Forournum ericalwork we picked �i = 0:2!i and �i = 0:6!i. In thiscase the peaksare wide and overlapping. The

spectrum ofEq.(37)hasthe characteristiclogarithm ic1 frequency of!ln = 96 m eV.

W hile,to setthe param etersused here,we considerwhatm ightbe reasonable forK 3C60,i. e. we chose W =2 =

250 m eV and an e�ective�ofaboutone,wedo notim ply thatourcalculationscan beapplied directly to thisspeci�c

system . O ther com plications such as the e�ect ofCoulom b interactions41 m ay need to be included as well. For
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FIG .6: Frequency dependence ofthe renorm alized density ofstatesN (!)=N 0 fora very narrow band with W =2 = 250 m eV

(thin curves)with the param etersdescribed in detailin the text.The heavy curve refersto N (!)=N 0 with W =2 = 1:25 eV for

com parison.

exam plethesm allDrudepeak seen in theexperim entsofDegiorgietal42,43 which hasa width ofabout10� 20 m eV

and a weightrepresenting only about10� 20% ofthe totalspectralweightisnotunderstood in ourwork. O n the

otherhand qualitativefeaturesofthem em ory function vsfrequency dependence,such astheobserved zero in itsreal

part,arecaptured.

In Fig.6 we present a series ofresults for the dressed quasiparticle density ofstates N (!)=N 0 as a function of

energy !.Theheavy solid curveshowspreviousresultsfora ratherwideband W =2 = 1:25 eV on a broaderscalefor

thethreedelta function m odelofEq.(25)with �= 0:71 and � = 22 m eV atlow tem peratureT = 1:25 K .Itisto be

com pared with theothercurvesallofwhich areforaband thatis�vetim esnarrower,nam ely W =2 = 250m eV.W hile

forthe widerband signi�cantphonon structuresare lim ited to an energy region wellbelow the bare band cuto� at

!=(W =2)= 1,forthe narrowerband they dom inatetheshape ofN (!)=N 0 even beyond !=(W =2)= 2.No particular

signatureassociated with thebareband edgerem ains.Thisisdistinctfrom theheavy continuouscurvewhich shows

a sm ooth drop o� ata new easily distinguishable renorm alized band edge energy increased som ewhatoverits bare

valueand sm eared by the interactions.

Allthin solid curvesin Fig.6 are forthe three delta function m odelof�2F (!)with �= 0:71 atlow tem perature

(T = 1:25 K ).The im purity param eter is � = 4:4;13:3 and 39:9 m eV (from top to bottom ). The dashed curve

correspond to theextended spectrum ofEq.(37)with �= 0:71 and = 5 m eV atlow tem perature(T = 2:15 K ).The

two sharp step like dropsat!=(W =2)< 0:40 presentin the delta function case are now alm ostcom pletely sm eared

out. The sharp spike like m inim um atthe energy ofthe m axim um phonon energy !=(W =2)= 0:76 [! = 190 m eV]

and thenearverticaldrop attwicethisenergy,seen in thesolid curvesaregonein thedashed curveasarethedistinct

m ultiphonon structure athigherenergies. The plateau like region at0:8 < !=(W =2)< 1:3 [for! between 190 and

390 m eV]in the solid curvesbecom esa shoulderin the dashed curve.

The m odi�cation ofthe renorm alized density ofstates depends on the m ass renorm alization param eter �. To

dem onstratethiswepresentin Fig.6 the resultforthe sam eextended spectrum ofEq.(37))and the sam eim purity

param eter � = 4:4 m eV but with � = 2 (the dotted curve). Now the low tem perature step at !=(W =2) = 0:16

becom esvisibleand a deep and widem inim um developsin thefrequency region ofthem oststrongly coupled partof

the electron{phonon spectraldensity centered at!=(W =2)= 0:76. Additionally,the m ultiphonon processesbecom e

stronger,which ism anifested by appearance ofthe m axim um at!=(W =2)� 1:4 in the dotted curve in place ofthe

shoulderin the dashed curve.Finally,the renorm alized band edge hasbeen shifted to m uch higherfrequency and is

notvisiblein Fig.6.

Returning to thelightcontinuouscurveswenotethat,com pared to thewideband caseoftheprevioussection,the

phonon stepsarenow signi�cantlyreduced in m agnitudeastheim purity scatteringisincreased.Forexam ple,com pare

the bottom curve for� = 39:9 m eV to the top one for� = 4:4 m eV.These reductionsgo beyond non selfconsistent

approxim ation and dem onstratethattheselfconsistency becom esm oreim portantasthebareband width isreduced.

The nearadditivity ofelectron{phonon and im purity contributionsislost.W hile forthe curvecorresponding to the

purest case,the non selfconsistent approxim ation predicts wellthe size ofthe �rst step,it is not as good for the
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FIG .7: Top panel: Com parison ofoptical(solid curves) and quasiparticle (dotted curves) scattering rates. Bottom panel:

Com parison ofm inustherealpartoftheselfenergy (dotted)with thecorresponding opticalquantity !�op(!)(solid).Them ass

renorm alization is�= 2:0 (grey curves)and �= 0:71 (black curves).In allcasesthere are two setsofcurvescorresponding to

im purity param eter � = 5 and 25 m eV.The extended �
2
F (
) ofEq.(37) was used. The halfband width W =2 = 250 m eV,

tem perature T = 2:15 K .

second and the third step isquite o�. Thisisexpected asin thiscase we are already notso farfrom the bare band

edgeand the selfconsistency becom esessential.

Note that at! = 0 forthe bottom lightsolid line with � = 39:9 m eV,N (0)=N 0 � 0:77 in the num ericalworks.

The non selfconsistentestim ate (1� 2�=(W =2))� 0:68 which isconsiderable sm aller. Howeverselfconsistency has

actually reduced theim purity scattering ratebelow itsin�niteband valueof2�� becauseitisequalto 2��N (0)and

N (0)=N 0(0)issm allerthan one.Accounting forits23% reduction elim inatesm uch ofthedi�erencedescribed above.

A sim ilar sem iquantitative argum ent can be m ade to understand the reduction in phonon step size as � increases

when thesim plenon selfconsistentestim atebegin to fail.Finally,wenotethecrossingofthelightsolid curvesaround

!=(W =2)� 0:8 and the increase in density ofstatesin the tailsbeyond !=(W =2)= 1:5 asthe im purity scattering is

increased.

In Fig.7 weturn to them em ory function (solid lines)which iscom pared with thequasiparticleselfenergy (dotted

lines) for severalcases. W e present results for � = 0:71 (black curves) and for � = 2:0 (grey curves) and for two

di�erent im purity content,� = 5 and 25 m eV calculated with the m odelofthe extended � 2F (
) ofEq.(37). As

expected both quasiparticle and opticalscattering rates rise to a higher m axim um value when � is larger,but the

increaseisnotlinear.Thisisfollowed by a drop towardszero as! getslargeinstead ofsaturating ata com m on value

of2�a+ 2�� asdiscussed previously.The interceptof� �1
op (!)and �

�1
qp (!)at! = 0 isrelated to the elasticim purity

scattering asthe tem perature forthe �gure issm allT = 2:15 K .For��1qp itdoesnotdepend on the value of� but

for��1op itdoes.Thiscan beseen m ostclearly in the top setofcurvesforwhich � = 25 m eV butisnoticeablein the

lowersetwith � = 5 m eV.W hen � islarger� �1
op at! = 0 issm aller.Thise�ectresultsfrom the K ubo form ula and

isnotcaptured in any ofourapproxim ateanalyticform ulas.Aspreviously noted ��1op (! = 0)< ��1qp (! = 0)< 2��.

For�= 2 the m axim um value of��1
qp (!)(see grey dotted curvesin the top panelofFig.7)occursata frequency

slightly below !=(W =2)= 1 and isalm ostthesam eforthe� = 5 m eV and � = 25 m eV.Although wehaveincreased
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the im purity scattering we have notgained in m axim um quasiparticle scattering. In an in�nite band itwould have

risen from 3.22 to 3.72 forthe param etersused. Thise�ectisdue to the selfconsistency. Both elastic and inelastic

scattering involve notjust�2F (
)and � respectively butalso the selfconsistentvalue ofthe dressed quasiparticle

density ofstatesN (!)=N 0 which becom esreduced as� isincreased. Thisin turn reducesboth elastic and inelastic

scattering ratesleading,in case considered,to a saturation ofthe m axim um in ��1qp (!). For� = 5 m eV the rate is

about34% lowerthan its in�nite band value and for� = 25 m eV itisabout43% lower. A sim ilarsituation holds

forthe case when � = 0:71 (black dotted curves)although in thatcase the m axim um quasiparticle scattering does

increaseslightly with increasing�,for� = 5 m eV itis26% below itsin�niteband valueand for� = 25 m eV itis40%

below.Turning nextto theopticalscattering rate(solid curvesin Fig.7,top fram e),wenote�rstthatthey peaksat

a higherfrequency than doesthecorresponding quasiparticlerates.Also they areconsiderably sm allerin m agnitude,

approxim ately 0.95 and 0.8 for� = 25 and 5 m eV respectively forthe case�= 2.

In the bottom fram e ofFig.7 we com pareourresultsforthe m inusrealpartofthe electronic selfenergy � �1(!)

(dotted curves)with thecorresponding opticalquantity !�op(!)(solid curves)ofEq.(18),which isthem inusofthe

im aginary partofthe m em ory function M (!)de�ned in Eq.(15).Itisquite clearthatthe opticalm asses(slopesat

! = 0 forsolid curves)arein allcasesconsiderably sm allerthan the quasiparticlem asses(slopesat! = 0 fordotted

curves). Asan exam ple,for � = 2 the quasiparticle m assat� = 5 m eV is1.1 ascom pared to 0.70 forthe optical

m ass,while at� = 25 m eV we have 0.75 and 0.35 respectively.Using the non selfconsistentform ula Eq.(28)gives

forboth m asses� = 2 (� = 0:71)1.1 (0.39)and 0.94 (0.21)for� = 5 m eV and � = 25 m eV respectively. Forthe

pure case the agreem entforthe quasiparticle m assisgood butthisis no longerthe case for� = 25 m eV.Also for

the purercase considered on Fig.7 the zero crossing ofquasiparticle and opticalm assrenorm alization function can

be understood qualitatively with Eqs.(12)and (23)butthese sim pleestim atesbegin to failforhighervaluesof�.

Finally,we com m ent on the reectivity data ofDegiorgiet al42,43 on K 3C60. They did not analyze their data

to extract opticalscattering rate ��1op (!) am d m ass renorm alization !�op(!). Nevertheless we infer from the data

presented threequalitativefeatures.Thevalueof��1op (!)at! = 0which givesam easureoftheresidualscatteringisof

order160 m eV.Thislargevalueisincom patiblewith theobserved sm allDrudepeak in �1(!)ofwidth 20 m eV which

containsabout12 % ofthe totalopticalspectralweight. Second,at! ’ 500 m eV the scattering rate hasincreased

to approxim ately 500 m eV which im pliesan inelasticcontribution of360 m eV.Such a riseism uch largerthan can be

achieved in the m odelofFig.6 and would indicate thatthe bare band width issom ewhatlargerthan presentband

structurecalculationspredictand thatthespectral�de�ned by theinputelectron{phonon spectralfunction � 2F (!)

iseven largerthan 2.Thirdly,!�op(!)changessign atapproxim ately 220 m eV afterwhich itplungestowardslarge

negativevalues.Thisfeaturecan be taken asthe hallm ark of�nite band e�ectsasitdoesnotoccurin in�nite band

theories. W hile such a zero crossing occursnaturally in ourcalculationsand isgeneric,itisnotclearthata setof

m icroscopicparam eterschosen to reproducethefeaturesofthescattering rate��1op (!)would also accurately produce

the position ofthe zero in the opticalm ass.W edid notattem ptsuch a com bined �tasitwould requirea valueof�

which appearsto be ratherlarge.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In an electronicsystem with a constantbareelectronicdensity ofstatesN 0 the application ofa �nite band cuto�

profoundly m odi�esthe electron{phonon renorm alization e�ects. In the in�nite band case the dressed quasiparticle

density ofstates N (!) rem ains equalto N 0 and is independent ofim purity scattering and tem perature. A self

consistentsolution forthe selfenergy in a �nite band showsthatN (!)acquireslow energy structure on the scaleof

the phonon energies. The band edge becom essm eared and the band extendsbeyond the originalbare cuto�. This

extension ofthe band to higher energiesis accom panied by a com pensating reduction ofspectralweightbelow the

barecuto�.Equally im portantly N (!)isa�ected by im purity scattering and by tem perature.N (! = 0)isreduced

in both cases. O n the other hand,while tem perature rapidly sm ears out the phonon structure,im purities m ainly

reduceitsam plitude.

The em phasis ofprevious works was on the e�ects oftem perature and im purity scattering on the electron self

energy �(!),which isthe quantity thatdeterm inesquasiparticle properties. Here we have extended these worksto

opticalpropertiesand considered characteristic features ofthe m em ory function. For the in�nite band case elastic

im purity scattering justaddsa constantam ount(2��)to the quasiparticleinelastic scattering rate,butin ourcase,

becauseoftheapplication ofselfconsistency,they no longeradd.Even at! = 0 we�nd that��1op < ��1qp < 2��.The

wellknown resultthat,athigh energiesboth opticaland quasiparticlescattering ratesdueto phononsbecom eequal

and saturateata value2�a (with a thearea undertheelectron{phonon spectraldensity)no longerholds.W hilethe

m axim um in ��1qp can com e close in value to 2�a+ 2��,the corresponding opticalquantity � �1
op ism uch sm allerin

m agnitude. Itsm axim um value increaseswith increasing a butthis increase issublinear. A sim ilarsituation holds

when � isincreased.Atyethigherenergiesboth scattering ratesgo to zero becauseofthe �nite band.
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Theknown resultthattherealpartofthequasiparticleselfenergy isuna�ected by theim purity scatteringnolonger

holds and this hasan im pactaswellon the opticalm ass renorm alization. Q uasiparticle and opticale�ective m ass

renorm alization at! = 0 now di�erfrom each other,neitherisequalto � and both depend on im purity scattering.

The realpartofthe selfenergy changessign with increasing energy asdoes!�op(!). The energy atwhich the zero

crossing occursissetby the phonon energy scale and can depend both on tem perature and im purity content. Itis

largerfor optics than it is for the selfenergy in m any casesbut not always. The opticalspectralweight,i.e. the

area undertheabsorptivepartoftheopticalconductivity varieswith tem peratureand with im purity scattering.The

elasticand inelasticcontributionsto dc resistivity areno longeradditive.

Allthese e�ectswerefound to be signi�cantin m agnitude even when a ratherm odestvalue ofm assenhancem ent

param eter�= 0:71 isused with a band width of2.5 eV.W hilea threedelta function � 2F (!)wasused to em phasize

boson structure with m axim um phonon energy of190 m eV,a broader spectrum was also considered. This soften

phonon structuresbutdid notelim inatethem .O fcourse,forsim plem etalssuch asPb,theband width ism uch wider

than considered above and the m axim um phonon energy isalso an orderofm agnitude sm aller,so thatin thiscase

thein�niteband approxim ation isappropriateand the�niteband correctionsfound in thispaperwould benegligible.

W ehavefound thatincreasing thevalueof�to 2 increasesboson structurebuttheincreaseisnotlinearin thevalue

of�.Also decreasing thevalueofW to 500 m eV,a valuesuggested by band structurecalculationsin thealkalidoped

C60,leadsto a new regim ein which im portantm odi�cationsdue to the electron{phonon interaction dom inate atall

energiesand no easily identi�abletraceofthe underlying bareelectronicband cuto� rem ains.

W hile allthese conclusionsare based on num ericalsolution ofthe selfconsistentequationsforthe selfenergy and

the K ubo form ula for the conductivity,we have also derived m ore transparent analyticalform ulas evaluated in a

non selfconsistentapproxim ation. These sim ple form ulasare notalwaysaccurate butgive considerable insightinto

com plete num ericalresultsobtained and provevaluablein the analysisofopticaldata in �nite band m etals.
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