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H igh energy scales in electronic selfenergy im aged by optics
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W e use a new technique to directly extract an estim ate of the quasiparticle selfenergy from the
optical conductivity which can be easily related to both theory and angleresolved photoem ission
spectroscopy A RPES) experim ents. In the high T. cuprate B 2212 we nd evidence fora new high
energy scale at 900 m €V in addition to the two previously well known ones at roughly 50 and 400
m eV . The Interm ediate scale at 400 m €V has been recently seen n ARPES as a large kink which
optics ndsto be weaker and shiffed. In YBCO , the three energy scales are shifted to lower energy
relative to B 12212 and we observe the em ergence of a possble fourth high energy feature at 600

mev.

PACS numbers: 74.25G z,74.72+©,7420M n

One of the m ost beautifiil aspects of studying con—
densed m atter system s is that a large number of very
di erent types of experim ents are available to probe the
m any-body state, and in the quest for m icroscopic un—
derstanding all of the various probes m ust concur about
the features observed. T his provides a stringent test of
theories and further allow s for the perfection of experi-
m ental technigque and analysis. C onsequently, if there is
an opportunityy to bring two di erent techniques closer
together for the purpose of com parison, both theory and
experin ent w illbene tand therew illbe a great enhance—
m ent of the ability to identify potentially fundam ental
and robust signatures of the underlying physics. Two
powerful techniques which have been brought to bear
on the problem of high T. superconductivity are angle-
resolved photoem ission spectroscopy ARPES) E'}', ?g'] and
far-nfrared optical spectroscopy Ej]. These techniques
haveblossom ed w ith the dem andsofthisarea of study re—
suling in unprecedented resolution and new m ethods for
extraction and analysis of inform ation, such as through
nversion techniques.y, 8, #, i, &, 9]

Applying Inversion techniques to the optical conduc—
tivity has resulted In the identi cation of a coupling of
the charge carriers to a resonance mode at about 50
meV and a soin  uctuation background extending be-
yond 400 m &V .['E_i, :_‘j, .’__I-(j, :_1-1:] ARPES, on the other hand,
hasmainly con m ed the low energy scale as, until re—
cently, they were lin ited to presenting data forthe quasi-
particle dispersion curve up to about 200300 meV in
energy.[id, 13, 14, 5,116, 1[4, 18, 19, 201 H owever, new
advances have extended this range to greater than 1 &V
and severalworks{_z-]_}, éé, 2-2_;, éé_l', :_i!_i] are reporting fea—
tures at high energy at about 400 meV and 800 me&v,
which are speculated to arise from exotic physics. Con—

m ing the existence of these new energy scales and in—
vestigating a w ide range of m aterials is essential to the
developm ent of these or other new ideas.

In this ltter, we present com plem entary resuls ob-—

tained from optical data and dem onstrate, at the sam e
tin e, a new technigque which allow s for the direct, al-
though approxin ate, extraction of the quasiparticke self-
energy from the optical conductiviyy, which can be com —
pared m ost easily w ith the ARPE S via a dispersion-type
curve. T his is in portant because optics is a bulk probe
as opposed to ARPES which isonly sensitive to the sur-
face. In addition, optical spectroscopy m easures the self-
energy due to correlations directly while ARPES nds,
nstead, the renom alized energy and the selfenergy fol-
lIow s only once the bare dispersion is known. U sing our
new technigue to analyze the data on B 12212 sam ples of
varying doping, we can show that opticsalso sees features
at high energy and supports som e ofthe observations seen
In ARPES,butnot all. M oreover, as optical experin ents
aremore exble in the type ofm aterials which can be
studied, our work goes beyond B 2212 to exam ine the
high energy scalesin YBCO .

W e begin by discussing the theoretical basis for the
new analysis of optics which allows for the extraction
of the quasiparticle selfenergy. W ithin the experim en-—
tal community, i has become common to analyze the
com plex optical conductivity (!) for the correlated
charge carriers In temn s of the optical selfenergy, °F =

P(1)+ 1 3P (1), ushg an extended D rude m odelofthe
o <f, )

12 1

P

4 1L+ ©°P(1)]+ i=°pr(!)
12

P

-
4 1 2 o)

where !, is the plasna frequency. ©°° can be written
n term s of the optical scattering rate 1= °® (! ) and the
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opticalm ass renom alization 1+ °P (!) by
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and it is routine to present quantities such as 1= °®P or

°P | D egpite the suggestive structure of this form , °F is
not the quasiparticle selfenergy ¥ and 1= °P isnot the
quasiparticle scattering rate. However, these quantities
do encode such Inform ation and w ithin a set ofreasonable
approxin ations, a surprisingly sin ple procedure can be
applied to extract ® from °F.

Ifwe can assum e, for the sake of argum ent, that the
renom alization and scattering of charge carriers is due
to som e sort of frequency-dependent interaction with a
bosonic spectrum which wew illcall ?F (!) i analogy to
the oonventjonalel_ect_tpn—phonon spectral finction, then
we can show thatB6, 27, 28, 29]

Lo+ 71?
0 . [l 04 ]2 12
where the electronic density of states N' (! ) can be
energy-dependent and w e have ignored the di erence be-
tween the transport and quasiparticle spectral densities,
2 -F and 2F , respectively. T he approxin ationsbehind
these form ulas and their range of va]Jthy m ay be found
in the work of A llen BO], Shulga et aLB]:], and Sharapov
and C arbotte I_Bg]. For convenience, these equations are
stated here for T = 0 and for no in purity scattering. In
the cuprates, we can assum e the clean lin it. Finite tem -
peratures e ects are easily Incorporated when needed. If
we de ne anew quantiy, follow ing the work ofC arbotte
et al.33], which we w ill call the optically-derived quasi-
particle selfenergy,
d
F ) a[! P ()] )
then from Egs. ('_5) and ('_6),the derivative n Eq. ('_"2) gives
exactly ®.

To illustrate the e ectiveness of Eq. (-'j:) to determ ine
the exact quasiparticle selfenergy, we show am odelcal-
culation n Fjg.:}',where an °F (!) spectrum consisting
of three delta functions has been used to calculate both
the exact ¥ from m any-body theory and the optical
conductivity In the usual K ubo approxin ation. Qé .21
T he optical conductivity is then processed via Egs. 63)—
(ZI) and {j) to cbtain °® ® . In the gure, we have
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FIG.1l: (color online) Theoretical illustration based on the

m odel descrbed in the text which dem onstrates that the
quasiparticle dispersion curve can be extracted from optics
(op—gp) via our new procedure. It agrees well in m agnitude
and detailed structure w ith the exact theoretical curve (gp).
Ifthe opticalselfenergy isused, the resultting dispersion curve
(op) is structureless and does not agree w ith the exact resul.
T he Inset illustrates for a realm aterial B 2212 the di erence
between the dispersion curve derived from the optical self-
energy and that from the new procedure which gives rise to
detailed structure and speci ¢ energy scales.

chosen to plot the realpart of in tem s ofa renom al-
ized dispersion curve where B, = 1 Ex) Q-é_i]aswe
w ish eventually to m ake com parison with ARPES in the
sam e om at. The dispersion curve for P show s very
clearly three structures due to the three -function peaks
in the %F at 0.04,0.09,and 019 eV 7. However, the
curve fom ed from P is fairly featureless and does not
capture any of the underlying structure of the spectral
function. In addition, this calculation has included a -
nite band density of statest_z-é, 2-]', :_2-§'] which causes the
renom alized digpersion curve to cross the bare disper-
sion curve (@ fact that is not wellknown, but is a signa-—
ture of nite bands) and once again the curve from P
has not crossed the bare dispersion at the sam e energy
and indeed the crossing is higher in energy by a factor
of roughly two. O n the other hand, the optically-derived
quasiparticle selfenergy P ® gives a dispersion curve
In excellent agreem ent w ith the exact one and it repro-
duces all of the structures at the correct energies and
w ith the proper m agniude. A side from a small over—
shoot of the curve between about 0.3 and 04 €V due to
the derivative technigque w hich is known to produce such
characteristics just after the end of the boson spectrum ,
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FIG .2: (coloronline) (a) D igpersion curve derived from optics
for optim ally-doped B 12212, for T = 100 K, in a color m ap
show ing the relative height and w idth ofA (k;w ), as isdone in
ARPES. (o) D ispersion curve from (@) repeated (op—-gp) and
com pared w ith the result reported by ARPES and w ith the
theoretical LDA curve from Ref. B@]. T he grey shading gives
the width of the optically-derived quasiparticle curve based
on the in agihary part of the selfenergy.

the op—gp curve also crosses the bare dispersion at the
sam e point as the gp curve. T he agreem ent is rem arkable
and sin ilar agreem ent is found in the detailed com par-
ison of the realand in agihary parts of ® and ©° ®
(not shown). The grey shading show s the broadening of
the dispersion curve which occurs wih . and is indi-
cated by Jj &3 The inset ofthis gure show s the pro—
cedure ofEq. @'j) applied to experin entalopticaldata for
optin ally-doped B#2212 at T = 100K [0, 35]. Again,

°P gives a featureless dispersion curve, but P P re-
stores structures In the curve (such as the kink at 50
meV) which can now be compared to ARPES. Fjg.:g:
am phasizes that £ is °° ® which must be used for this
purpose. A point that must be m ade before continu-
Ing to such a com parison is that optics is a transport
property and it does not contain m om entum -dependent
Inform ation. Consequently, along w ith the assum ption
that 2F = Z2F,we stress that the \dispersion curves"
presented here are to be viewed asm om entum -averaged
curves In tem s ofthe selfenergy and the only rem aining
m om entum -dependence enters through the bare disper-
sion , which istaken from LDA calculations.

Having established the technique, we now present our
new resuls on high energy scales in B12212 and YBCO
as In aged by optics. In Fig. ::2:, we present the analy—
sis of the optical data for optim ally-doped B 12212 at
100 K . The derivative needed in Eq. (1) to extract

°P ® can Introduce noise and we have applied sm ooth—
ing techniques as is reasonable since we are interested
mainly In capturing global features. For com parison
with ARPES, we have presented the °° ® in the fom
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FIG. 3: (color online) Upper fram e: The real part of the

optically-derived quasiparticle selfenergy for three B 12212
sam ples, overdoped, optin ally-doped and underdoped, and
one underdoped YBCO in the orthoIIl phase [38], allat T =
100 K . Lower fram e: The im agihary part of the optically—
derived quasiparticle selfenergy. Various energy scales are
indicated on the curves and discussed in the text. The inset
gives the 2F (1) obtained in the optin ally doped B 12212
from inversion of opticaldata. [._L@]

of a dispersion curve using an LDA calculation l_§§] for
the bare digpersion . W ith this informm ation, we can
form a color m ap of the quasiparticle spectral function
AkiD) = 23F TR o« FTEYH(FF)
to connect to the raw data as presented by ARPES. In
Fjg.:_ﬁb, we com pare our data w ith that ofG rafet aLl_ZZ_L:]
from ARPES in the nodaldirection on a sin ilar optin ally
doped sam ple. In the ARPE S, they identify three energy
scalesw ith thesedata atE ¢ 50mevV,E;q 04 eV ,and
E, 08 eV .In ourdata, we can con m a structure at
E, 09eV and amuch strongerkink atEg 50mev,
however, we do not nd evidence for a very strong fea—
tureat 04 eV, although the ¥ ¥ does show a Jocal
maximum around 025 &V . The broadening that we nd
is w thin the range that is found by ARPES. Thus, we
conclide that overall, we nd agreesment wih ARPES
using our analysis as shown in Fig. :gtb, how ever, there
rem ain som e discrepancies which we w illnow address.
Inversion {g, .g] of optical data to recover the electron—
boson spectral density of Egs. C_ﬂ) and 6'_6) show s that
the kink at 50 m €V m ay be attrbuted to a peak in
°F (') which is Pllowed by a broad spin  uctuation
background extending beyond 04 €V (see Inset of F jg.-’_:%) .
T his spectrum accounts for the deviations, extending up



to 0.6 €&V, ofthe opgp data from the LDA curve seen
n Fig. Q:b The renom alization found in the ARPES
data, while lJarger than that found in the op—gp curve
around 04 &V, is an aller below the 50 m eV kink. The
lack of quantitative agreem ent between the optics and
ARPES In these two regionsmay re ect (1) the di er-
ences between the quasiparticle and transport spectral
densities, not included in this work, (i) the di erences
In k-dependence betw een opticaldata (averaged over the
Fem isurface) and that of ARPES (m om entum speci c¢),
and (iii) that form ally the selfenergy (k;!) can depend
on the m agniude ofk aswellas direction, but this goes
beyond the theory used here. It is clear that renom aliza-
tions are present in both experim ents on a broad energy
scale up to the end ofthe spin uctuation spectrum (
04 &V) which we take here to be the E, scale rather
than the position of the peak in the selfenergy. Further-
m ore, we associate the higher energy scale around 0.8-
09 eV wih the comm enceam ent of a new higher energy
band (see discussion below ) . O ne of the results, strongly
highlighted in some of the ARPES work R3, 24, 25] is
the vertical digpersion seen in the data from E; to E,.
The question arises as to whether this is due to some
sort of orderin '_BL ,'24] or if it is a renom alization ef-
fect. Indeed a vertical dispersion can be obtained w ithin
standard electron-boson m ode]sl_ig', :_5]‘] w ith appropriate
choice ofparam etersand in this instance, the high energy
scale of this feature points to a spin— uctuation spec—
trum rather than a low energy boson spectrum . Thus,
wewould conclide that the Jarge kink isdue to renom al
ization rather than som ething m ore exotic, as was also
concluded by Valk et al.R3].

In the upper fram e ofF ig.4, we show ¥ ¥ frthree
B 12212 m aterdals: underdoped (UD 69), optim ally-doped
OPT96) and overdoped (O D 60), and one underdoped
YBCO material UD59) B8], allat T = 100 K in the
nom al state. For the Bi2212 samples we have indi-
cated possble features that would correlate w ith the E o,
E;:,and E; seen n ARPES providing possible con m a—
tion ofthree sin ilar energy scales seen universally across
mem bers of Bi2212 fam ily. For the YBCO sampl, we
also can suggest the existence of the three energy scales.
W hile Ey ram ains the same, the E; and E, scals are
now shiffed to lower energy relative to B 12212 and are
labelled E { ot shown) and EJ. Th addition, there is a
possbl fourth scak EJ 0% eV . Ih the ower frame,
we show F ¥ for the four samples. This quantity
is positive de nie and show s som e of the characteristic
energy scalesm ore unam biguously. In particular, we see
the em ergence of a new band at larger energy. In the
case of a nite band, we expect the scattering rate to
drop [_ié, :_2-]‘, :_2-§] beyond the end of the boson spectrum .

In sum m ary, we have dem onstrated a new analysis to
extract the quasiparticle selfenergy directly from the op—
tical conductivity data, which w ill facilitate future com —
parisonsw ith both ARPES and theory. In applying this

m ethod to Bi2212 for various dopings, we nd good
agreem ent w th the ARPE S data In com parison w ith the
optically-derived quasiparticle dispersion curve. W hike
the optics data show features at both low and high en-
ergies E g 50meV and E, 09 evV) asin ARPES,
the pro le of the interm ediate scale E ¢ 04 eV ,which
has been identi ed as the background spin uctuation
scale, is very di erent in optics. Notw ihstanding the
lack ofm om entum resolution, optics provides a com ple—
m entary technique to ARPES in this case because it isa
bulk probe, has enhanced energy resolution, and is able
to exam Ine a w ider range ofm aterials such asthe YBCO

fam ily. Thdeed, we nd with the YBCO data shown here
that we can identify up to fourenergy scales, which range
from low to high energies, but that overall they appear
to be shiffted to lower energy relative to Bi2212. The
theoretical understanding of these features rem ains to be
more fully elicidated, but con m ation of these scales
by more than one technique gives im petus to such an
endeavour.
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