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ac and dc m agnetotransport data in the norm alstate ofYBa2Cu3O 7 are analyzed within Ferm i-

liquid and non-Ferm i-liquid m odels.In the Ferm i-liquid analysiswe use the Ferm isurface deduced

from band-structurecalculationsand angular-resolved photoem ission experim entsand assum e that

the electron relaxation rate varies over the Ferm isurface. The non-Ferm i-liquid m odels are the

two-dim ensionalLuttingerliquid m odeland thecharge-conjugation-sym m etry m odel.W e�nd that

the existing experim entaldata can be adequately �tby any ofthese m odels. Thiswork providesa

fram ework forthe analysisofexperim entsthatm ay discrim inate am ong these m odels.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thesim plestm odeloftheelectron transportin m etals

istheDrudem odel,whereallrelaxation processesarede-

scribed by a singlerelaxation tim e� [1].Thism odelfails

to describethetransportpropertiesofhigh-Tc supercon-

ductorsin thenorm alstate.Evidenceofthefailurecom es

from com parison ofthe tem perature (T)dependence of

the in-planeresistivity �xx = 1=�xx and theinverseHall

angle cot�H = �xx=�xy,where �xx and �xy are the lon-

gitudinaland the Hallcom ponents ofthe conductivity

tensor.In theDrudem odel,both �xx and cot�H arepro-

portionaltothescatteringrate�� 1,and thereforeshould

have the sam e tem perature dependence. Experim ents,

however,show a lineartem perature dependence for�xx
and T 2 dependenceforcot�H [2{8].Additionalevidence

com esfrom thefrequency (!)dependenceoftheHallco-

e�cientR H = �xy=(H �xx�yy)and theinverseHallangle

cot�H in YBa2Cu3O 7 thin �lm s [9]. The experim ental

data is shown in the upper and lower panels ofFig.1,

where the solid circlesrepresentthe realparts(Re)and

the solid squares represent the im aginary parts (Im ) of

R H (!)and cot�H (!).W hiletheinverseHallanglehasa

frequency dependence consistentwith the Drude m odel:

Recot�H (!) = const and Im cot�H (!) / ! (the lower

panelin Fig.1),theHallcoe�cientR H (!)exhibitsnon-

Drude behavior(the upper panelin Fig.1). Indeed,in

thesingle-relaxation-tim em odelReR H isfrequencyinde-

pendent,and Im R H � 0;whereasexperim entally ReRH
changesby a factorof3 from ! = 0 to ! = 200 cm � 1,

and Im R H (!)6� 0 [10].

In orderto explain di�erenttem peraturedependences

of�xx and cot�H ,Anderson[11]suggestedthatthetrans-

portpropertiesofcupratesare governed by two distinct

relaxation tim es �tr / T � 1 and �H / T � 2. The �rst

relaxation tim e controls the longitudinal conductivity,

whereastheproductofthetwotim esdeterm inestheHall

conductivity:

�xx =
!2p�tr

4�
; �xy =

!2p!H �tr�H

4�
: (1)

In aconventionalm odel,thecoe�cients!p and !H in Eq.

(1) would be the plasm a and the cyclotron frequencies,

butherethey areproposed to be related to the dynam i-

calresponseofthe quasiparticlesofthe two-dim ensional

(2D) Luttinger liquid. G eneralizing Eq.(1) to a �nite

frequency in a conventionalm anner:

�
� 1
j ! �

� 1
j � i!; j= tr;H ; (2)

K aplan etal.[9]produced a good quantitative �t of

theirm agneto-opticaldata [12].However,a m icroscopic

justi�cation of Anderson’s hypothesis is problem atic.

Anderson argued thatthetwo relaxation tim esoriginate

from two di�erentquasiparticles,holonsand spinons,in

the Luttinger-liquid picture oftwo-dim ensionalelectron

gas[11].However,distinctkinetic equationsforspinons

and holonsproducing two di�erentrelaxation tim eshave

notbeen dem onstrated explicitly. In a heuristic discus-

sion,the two tim es were introduced as di�erent coe�-

cients in front ofthe electric and the Lorentz forces in

thestationary Boltzm ann equation fortheelectrons[13].

However,this procedure violatesLorentz invariance be-

tween theelectricand Lorentzforcesand contradictsthe

electron equation ofm otion,which uniquely determ ines

theforceterm in theBoltzm ann equation.Itisproblem -

atic to write the kinetic equation ofRef.[13]asa tim e-

dependent Boltzm ann equation,because it is not clear

whether�tr or�H should be placed in frontofthe tim e

derivative ofthe electron distribution function [14]. Lee

and Lee[15]studied theHalle�ectin a holon-spinon liq-

uid and found a frequency-independentR H (!),thesam e

resultasin Refs.[12]and [14],which doesnotagreewith

experim ent[9].Abraham s[16]dem onstrated thatEq.(1)
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can bederived from theBoltzm ann equation fortheelec-

tronsifthescatteringintegralhastwodi�erentrelaxation

tim esfortheelectron velocitiesparalleland perpendicu-

lartotheapplied electric�eld.However,thisassum ption

cannotbevalid in linear-responsetheory,wherethescat-

teringintegraldoesnotdepend explicitly on thein�nites-

im alexternalelectric�eld.M oreover,K otliar,Sengupta,

and Varm a[17]proved in generalthatitisnotpossibleto

obtain them ultiplicativerule(1)from aBoltzm annequa-

tion forthe electrons.They observed thatskew scatter-

ing,ifdiverging as1=T,would produce the tem perature

dependence ofthe dc m agnetotransport.However,their

m odelpredictsthatR H (!)doesnotdepend on !,contra-

dicting the ac experim ent [9]. Colem an,Scho�eld,and

Tsvelik [18]proposed that the true quasiparticles m ay

have even and odd charge-conjugation sym m etry, and

theirrelaxation ischaracterized by twodi�erentrates�f
and �s. Thatassum ption requiresa Bogolyubov trans-

form ation ofelectronsintoM ajoranaferm ions,which im -

pliessom esortofCooperpairing with thetotalm om en-

tum oftwice the Ferm im om entum . Physicaljusti�ca-

tion for the charge-conjugation sym m etry is not clear.

Lange[19]dem onstrated thatthe frequency dependence

ofthe HallconstantR H (!)corresponding to the ansatz

(1)and (2)can benaturallyobtained within them em ory-

function form alism . However,a m icroscopic calculation

within thisform alism isnotavailableyet.

An alternative phenom enologicalexplanation for the

tem perature dependences of �xx and R H within stan-

dard Ferm i-liquid theorywith theelectron scatteringrate

varyingovertheFerm isurfacewasproposedinRefs.[4,5].

A conceptually sim ilarapproach [20]wasquantitatively

successfulin describing the Hallcoe�cientofsim ple cu-

bicm etals.In theapproach ofRefs.[4,5],theFerm isur-

faceofYBa2Cu3O 7 isassum ed to havea speci�cgeom e-

try: large at regions and sharp corners. The electron

scattering rate is assum ed to have linear tem perature

dependence on the at parts ofthe Ferm isurface and

quadraticin thecorners.W ith theappropriatechoiceof

param eters,the longitudinalconductivity is dom inated

by the contribution from the at regions,whereas the

sharply curved cornerscontroltheHallconductivity,and

them odelapproxim atelyyieldstherequired tem perature

dependences,�xx / T and �xy / T 3 [4,5]. A num ber

ofpapers exam ined this approach m icroscopically: the

lineartem peraturedependenceof1=� within thenested-

Ferm i-liquid m odel[21]and the distribution of1=� over

the Ferm isurfacewithin the m odelofantiferrom agnetic

uctuations [22{26]. The degree ofquantitative agree-

m entbetween theexperim entand them odelbyStojkovi�c

and Pineswasdebated in Refs.[27].Using a very di�er-

entm icroscopicapproach,theform alism ofslavebosons,

S�adeM elo,W ang,and Doniach [28]studied thedistribu-

tion of� overan e�ectiveFerm isurfaceofthet-J m odel

and calculated R H using an equation equivalent to our

Eqs.(3)and (4). An indirectexperim entalevidence for

theanisotropy of� wasfound in theangulardependence

ofm agnetoresistancein Tl2Ba2CuO 6 [29].A strongvari-

ation of� overthe Ferm isurface and the so-called \hot

spots" occurnotonly in the theoreticalm odelsofm ag-

netotransportin high-Tc superconductors,butalsoin or-

ganicquasi-one-dim ensionalconductors[30].

Recent m easurem ents oftherm opower [31]produced

an evidence that the two lifetim es exist in the cuprate

m etals even without m agnetic �eld. That would elim i-

natethetheoreticalm odelswherethesecond lifetim ehas

a purely m agnetic origin,such as the gauge m odel[15]

and the skew scattering m odel[17]. The therm opower

experim entposesa challenge forAnderson’sm odel[11],

wherethetwo lifetim esareassociated with theprocesses

norm aland tangentialtotheFerm isurface,becausether-

m opower involves only the norm alprocesses. O n the

otherhand,thecharge-conjugation and theFerm i-liquid

m odels,wherethetwolifetim esexistirrespectiveofm ag-

netic �eld,arecom patible with the experim ent.

In this paper, we generalize the phenom enological

Ferm i-liquid approach ofRefs.[4,5]to �nite frequencies.

W e�tRH (!)and cot�H (!)from Ref.[9]using a m odel

in which di�erentpartsofthe Ferm isurface are charac-

terized by two distinctrelaxation tim es�1 and �2.Since

the two partsofthe Ferm isurface contribute additively

totheconductivitytensor,wecallthism odeltheadditive

two-� m odel.Theadditivelaw (6)and (7)ofthism odel

is in the contrast to the m ultiplicative law (1) ofAn-

derson’sm odel.The additive law followsnaturally from

the Boltzm ann equation for the electrons,whereas the

m ultiplicativelaw hasnotbeen derived m icroscopically.

In ourm odel,we assum e thatthe relaxation tim es�1
and �2 them selvesdo notdepend on frequency.Thisas-

sum ption doesnotcontradicttheexperim entalfactthat

1=� � ! athigh frequencies[32,33],because we restrict

our �ts to the relatively low-frequency range ! � 200

cm � 1,where the frequency dependence of� is not yet

signi�cant.

II.FIT T IN G �xx(!)A N D �xy(!) IN A N A D D IT IV E

T W O -� M O D EL

W e consider a layered electronic system consisting of

two-dim ensional(2D)squarelatticesparalleltothe(x;y)

plane and spaced along the z axis with the distance d.

A weak m agnetic�eld H isapplied perpendicularto the

planes. W e neglectcoupling between the layersand as-

sum e thatelectronsform a 2D Ferm isurface. Di�erent

pointson theFerm isurfacecan belabeled by kt,thetra-

versecom ponentoftheelectron wavevector.In general,

the electron relaxation tim e �(kt) and the Ferm iveloc-

ity v(kt)=

q

v2x(kt)+ v2y(kt)m ay vary along the Ferm i

surface.W ithin theconventionalrelaxation-tim eapprox-

im ation fortheBoltzm ann equation [1],the com ponents

ofthefrequency-dependentconductivity tensoraregiven

by the following equations:
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�xx(!)=
e2

2�2�hd

I
v2x(kt)~�(kt;!)

v(kt)
dkt

=
e2

(2�)2�hd

I

v(kt)~�(kt;!)dkt; (3)

�xy(!)=
e3H

(2��h)2cd

I

dkt

ez �

�

v(kt)~�(kt;!)�
d[v(kt)~�(kt;!)]

dkt

�

; (4)

1

~�(kt;!)
=

1

�(kt)
� i!; (5)

where �h is the Planck constant,c is the speed oflight,

e is the electron charge,ez is a unit vectoralong the z

axis,and the integralsare taken overthe Ferm isurface.

Equation (4)isa �nite-frequency generalization ofO ng’s

form ula [34],which expressesthe Hallconductivity ofa

2D system in term softheareaenclosed bythem ean-free-

path curve. Equation (4)applieswhen m agnetic �eld is

weak: !c� � 1,where !c = (2�eH =�hc)[
H
dkt=v(kt)]

� 1

isthe cyclotron frequency corresponding to the electron

m otion around the Ferm isurface[1].

Although in generalthescattering rateshould becon-

tinuously distributed overthe Ferm isurface,to sim plify

analysisweconsidera m odelin which the Ferm isurface

isdivided into two regionscharacterized by di�erentre-

laxation tim es�1 and �2.W ith thisassum ption,Eqs.(3)

and (4)can be param etrized asfollows:

�xx(!)=
!2p

4�
[a1~�1(!)+ a2~�2(!)]; a1 + a2 = 1; (6)

�xy(!)=
!2p!H

4�
[b1~�

2
1(!)+ b2~�

2
2(!)]; b1 + b2 = 1; (7)

1

~�1;2(!)
=

1

�1;2
� i!; (8)

where

!
2
p =

e2

��hd

I

v(kt)dkt; (9)

!H =
eH

�hc

I

ez �
�
v(kt)� dv(kt)

�
� I

v(kt)dkt; (10)

a1 =

Z

1

v(kt)dkt

� I

v(kt)dkt; (11)

b1 =
Z

1

ez �
�
v(kt)� dv(kt)

�
� I

ez �
�
v(kt)� dv(kt)

�
: (12)

In Eqs.(11)and (12),
R

1
denotesintegrationoverthepart

ofthe Ferm isurface with the relaxation tim e �1. Equa-

tion (9)de�nesthe plasm a frequency !p ofthe electron

gas.Thefrequency !H in Eq.(10)isproportionalto the

m agnetic �eld H ,howeverisdoesnotcoincide with the

cyclotron frequency !c except for a circular Ferm isur-

face. Equations (6){(8) represent the generalform for

�xx(!) and �xy(!) in the additive two-� m odeland in

thisgeneralcase correspond to a conventionaltwo-band

m odel. The equationscontain six param eters:the pref-

actors!p and !H ,theweightsa1 and b1,and thescatter-

ing tim es�1 and �2.Thedim ensionalparam eters!p and

!H determ ine the overallscale of�xx and �xy,whereas

thetim e�1 setstheoverallfrequency scale.Therem ain-

ing threedim ensionlessparam etersa1,b1,and � = �2=�1
determ ine the shape ofthe frequency dependence. The

frequency ! appearsin Eqs.(6)and (7)only through the

e�ectivetim es~�1(!)and ~�2(!)de�ned in Eq.(8).Athigh

frequencies! � 1=�1;2,the two e�ective tim escoincide:

~�1(!)= ~�2(!)= � i!,and them odelreducesto a sim ple

Drudem odel.(Thediscussion ofthehigh-frequencylim it

! � 1=�1;2 hereand in the nextparagraph isgiven only

to illustratethem athem aticalpropertiesofthefunctions

involved. Itshould notbe applied literally to the high-

frequency experim ent,wheretherelaxation tim e�1 itself

startsto depend on frequency:1=�1 � ! [32,33].)

The additive two-� m odelcan describe the observed

frequency dependence of the Hall coe�cient R H =

�xy=(H �2xx). As follows from Eqs. (6){(8), ReR H (!)

starts at one value at ! = 0 and saturates to a di�er-

ent value at ! = 1 . W hile Im R H = 0 at ! = 0 and

! = 1 , it is in generalnonzero at other frequencies.

Thisisthequalitativebehavioroftheexperim entaldata

shown in theupperpanelofFig.1.Theratio ofthelow-

and high-frequency lim its,

ReR H (! = 0)

ReR H (! = 1 )
=

b1�
2
1 + b2�

2
2

(a1�1 + a2�2)2
; (13)

can be �tted to the experim entalvalue. O n the other

hand,in theadditivetwo-� m odel,cot�H (!)cannothave

an exactly lineardependenceon !.However,itcan have

a dependencethatiscloseto linearforspecialchoicesof

the m odelparam eters. Thisisin contrastto the m ulti-

plicative m odel(Eqs.(1)and (2)),which autom atically

produces Recot�H (!) = const and Im cot�H (!) / !.

Thisim portantdistinction between the two m odels can

be tested by m easuring cot�H (!) at di�erent tem per-

atures and verifying whether a linear frequency depen-

denceexistsatalltem peratures.

W e now discussthe analysisofthe experim entaldata

ofRef.[9]in term softhe additive two-� m odel(6){(8).

Instead of�ttingcot�H and R H deduced from theexper-

im entaldata by K ram ers-K roniganalysis,we�ttheraw

data shown in Fig.2 by solid circles.Thelowerpanelin

this�gureshowsthetransm ission spectrum T (!)in zero

m agnetic�eld,and theupperpanelgivestheratio ofthe

transm ittancesT + (!)and T � (!)ofcircularly polarized

lightfortwo opposite orientationsofthe m agnetic �eld:

H = 9 T and H = � 9 T.Thetransm ission coe�cientof

a thin �lm ofthicknessD isrelated to conductivities(6)

and (7)by thestandard form ula thattakesinto account

m ultiple reectionsin the substrate[9]:

T � (!)=
4 n Tcorr

j1+ n + Z0D (�xx � i�xy)j
2
; (14)
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where

Tcorr =
1+ R s

1� RsR
� (!)

; (15)

R s =

�
n � 1

n + 1

� 2

; (16)

R
� (!)=

�
�
�
�

1� n + Z0D (�xx � i�xy)

1+ n + Z0D (�xx � i�xy)

�
�
�
�

2

; (17)

Z0 = 4�=c is the im pedance offree space,and n is the

substrate refraction index. The superscripts � in Eqs.

(14),(15),and (17) refer to the m agnetic �eld parallel

and antiparallelto the z axis.

Becausetheadditivetwo-� m odelhasm any adjustable

param eters, we divide our �tting procedure into two

stagesand each stageintoseveralsteps.Atthe�rststage

we treatallsix param etersofthe two-� m odelasinde-

pendentvariables.Atthisstageweexam inehow wellthe

generaladditivetwo-� m odel�tsthe experim entaldata.

W e consecutively optim ize over the �tting param eters,

leaving theoptim ization overa1 and b1 forthelaststep.

Atthe second stage (Sec.III)we take into accountthat

a1 and b1 are related to the electron dispersion law via

Eqs.(11)and (12)and perform optim ization fora m odel

Ferm isurfaceofYBa2Cu3O 7.

Firstwe �t the transm ittance spectrum in zero m ag-

netic �eld,T (!),which involves the param eters a1,�1,

�2,and !p,butnotb1 and !H .Forthe�xed valuesofthe

param etersa1 � 1 and � = �2=�1 > 1,we �nd the value

of!p(a1;�;�1)from T (! = 0)and the value of�1(a1;�)

by m inim izing the m ean-square deviation between the

theoreticaland experim entaldata forT (!):

�1 =

v
u
u
t 1

N

NX

i= 1

�
�
�
�

T (exp)(!i)� T (!i)

T (exp)(!i)

�
�
�
�

2

: (18)

In Eq.(18) the sum is taken over the N experim ental

values offrequencies,the superscript (exp) denotes the

experim entaldata, and T (!i) refers to the theoretical

valuesfrom theadditivetwo-� m odel.Then wescan the

valuesoftheparam etersa1 and �,and retain forfurther

consideration only those sets(a1;�)where �1 � 5% and

� � 6. The latter condition is im posed on the grounds

that the scattering rate variation � = �2=�1 should not

be too large,because a very strong variation of� would

be hard to justify within the Ferm i-liquid picture.

Next, for given values of a1 and �, we determ ine

the param eters !H and b1 in Eq. (7) by m atching

the two extrem alpointsofthe m agnetic m easurem ents:

Recot�H (! = 0) = 43 and ReR H (! = 0)=ReR H (! =

200cm � 1)= 3.Fora �xed valueofa1,b1(�)isfound to

�rstincreasewith increasing � and then decrease.Thus,

b1 doesnotexceed a certain m axim alvaluethatdepends

on a1,and there existtwo di�erentvaluesof� thatgen-

erate the sam e value ofb1 below the m axim um . Again

assum ing that the scattering rate variation should not

be too large,we set � to the lowerofthese two values.

W ith theserestrictions,wecan m ap thepairofvariables

(a1;�)ontothepair(a1;b1)and usethelatterasthepair

ofindependentvariables.Tocharacterizethequality ofa

�tin m agnetic �eld,we calculate the m ean-squaredevi-

ation between the experim entaland theoreticaldata for

r(!)= T + (!)=T � (!):

�2 =

v
u
u
t 1

N

NX

i= 1

�
�
�
�

r(exp)(!i)� r(!i)

r(exp)(!i)

�
�
�
�

2

; (19)

and presentthecontourplotsof�1(a1;b1)and �2(a1;b1)

in Fig. 3. The above listed constraints are satis�ed

in the (a1;b1) area below the dashed curve in Fig.3.

The contour lines of�1(a1;b1) and �2(a1;b1) intersect

in a roughly orthogonal m anner. The optim al �t of

the experim entalcurves for T (!) and r(!) is achieved

in the shaded area in Fig.3,where both deviationsbe-

tween thetheoreticaland experim entaldataarem inim al:

�1(a1;b1)< 2% and �2(a1;b1)< 0:3% .The lattervalue

issm allerthantheexperim entalerrorbarsapproxim ately

equalto 0:5% .

Itwasnoticed in Ref.[9]thatthe zero-�eld transm it-

tanceT (!)can bewell�tted with asim pleDrudem odel.

According to Fig.3,the sim ple Drude m odel(a1 = 1)

indeed provides a good �t for T (!) with �1 = 3:5% ,

butthe additive two-� m odelprovidesa better �t with

�1(a1;b1) < 2% . W hile this is naturalbecause the ad-

ditive two-� m odelhasm ore �tting param eters,it does

signify thatsm allcorrectionsto thesim pleDrudem odel

arerequired to properly describeT (!).

III.M A P P IN G �1 A N D �2 T O T H E FER M I

SU R FA C E O F YBa2Cu3O 7

In thissection we willincorporate the band structure

ofYBa2Cu3O 7 into our �tting procedure for the addi-

tivetwo-� m odel.Theband structureofYBa2Cu3O 7 has

been calculated byseveralgroups[35{38].TheFerm isur-

face ofthism aterialisfound to contain foursheets:the

bonding and antibonding bandsoriginatingfrom thetwo

CuO 2 planes,the CuO chain band,and a sm allcolum n-

shaped (theso-called\stick")pocketoriginatingfrom the

BaO planes(see,forexam ple,Fig.2 in Ref.[37]). Pho-

toem issionm easurem ents[39{42]agreequalitativelywith

thetheoreticalresults,although thestick pocketwasre-

ported only in Ref.[39]. The chain band was observed

in positron annihilation experim ents [43],and the stick

pockethasalsobeen reported in thedeHaas-van Alphen

experim ents[44].Unfortunately,itisvery di�cultto ex-

tracttheelectron dispersion law in YBa2Cu3O 7 from the

photoem ission m easurem entsquantitatively [42].Never-

theless,a beste�ortattem pt wasm ade by Schabel[45]

forthe�{S and X {S directionsin theYBa2Cu3O 7 Bril-

louin zone. The band-structure calculations[36,37]give

thefollowingvaluesoftheFerm iwavevectorand velocity
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alongthe�{S and X {S directionsforthebonding CuO2

band atkz = �=d [46]:k
(�� S)

F
= 0:9 �=a,k

(X � S)

F
= 0:72

�=b,v(�� S) = 0:6 eV � b=�h,and v(X � S) = 1:2 eV � b=�h,

where a = 3:8 �A and b= 3:9 �A are the lattice constants

ofYBa2Cu3O 7.Thesevaluesagreewith thedata ofSch-

abel[45]within 10% forkF and 25% forvF .

Thissem iquantitative agreem entwith the photoem is-

sion experim ent encouragesus to use the band calcula-

tions ofRefs.[36,37]in ouranalysis. W e �rstcalculate

the contributionsofeach band to �xx,�yy,and �xy,as-

sum ingthatallbandshaveasinglerelaxation tim e� and

using Eqs.(3)and (4)integrated overkz from 0 to 2�=d.

Theresultsareshown in TableI.Thevaluesoftotal!p;x,

!p;y,and R H arein reasonableagreem entwith previous

band-structure calculations [47]. As follows from Table

I,the CuO 2 bonding band gives m axim alcontribution

to both the longitudinaland Hallconductivities. Thus,

to sim plify the analysis,we m ake the approxim ation of

neglecting thecontributionsoftheotherbandsand con-

sider only the bonding band. The Ferm isurface ofthe

bonding band is shown in Fig.4 for kz = �=d. It con-

tainsthesam egeom etricalfeatures(largeatregionsand

sharp corners)thatwere discussed forthe additive two-

� m odelin Refs.[4,5](see Sec.I). The observed shape

ofthe Ferm isurface and the close valuesofthe plasm a

frequencies,!2p;x = 4:1� 108 cm � 1 and !2p;y = 4:5� 108

cm � 1,con�rm that the bonding band has an approxi-

m ate tetragonalsym m etry. Strictly speaking,the con-

ductivities should be calculated for a given value ofkz
using the 2D form alism ofSec.II and then integrated

over kz. However,because the dispersion ofthe bond-

ing band in the z direction is weak,we willsim ply use

"(kx;ky;kz = �=d)in the equationsofSec.IIasthe 2D

electron dispersion law. W e select the value kz = �=d,

since only for that value ofkz the CuO 2 bonding band

doesnothybridize with the CuO chain band because of

parity;thus,distortion oftheplaneband duetothechain

band ism inim al.

In m apping the additive two-� m odel considered in

Sec.IIonto the bonding band ofYBa2Cu3O 7,we m ust

address two basic questions. First,is it possible to di-

vide the Ferm isurface ofYBa2Cu3O 7 in such a m anner

thatthe dim ensionlessweightsa1 and b1,calculated via

Eqs.(11)and (12),have the values required by the ad-

ditivetwo-� m odel? An answerto thisquestion depends

only on thevariation oftheFerm ivelocity v(kt)overthe

Ferm isurface,butnoton the overallscaleofv.Second,

do the valuesofthe dim ensionalparam eters!p and !H

for YBa2Cu3O 7 agree with those in the additive two-�

m odel?

W e assign the shorterrelaxation tim e �1 to the large

at regions,m aking them \hot" with respect to relax-

ation,and the longertim e �2 to the corners(bold lines

in Fig.4),m aking them \cold".Thisassignm ent,which

is required to �t the ac and dc m agnetotransport data

form agnetic�eld alongthecaxis,isalso consistentwith

the conclusions of the transport experim ents with the

�eld in theabplane[29].To �nd an optim aldecom posi-

tion ofthe Ferm isurface into the hotand cold regions,

we gradually increase the size ofthe cold regions sym -

m etrically with respect to the �{S diagonaland calcu-

late the weightsa1 and b1 ofthe contribution ofthe hot

regions to �xx and �xy from Eqs.(11) and (12). The

weightsa1 and b1 gradually decreasefrom 1 to 0,which

generatesthedotted curvein Fig.3 labeled YBCO .The

YBCO curvepassesthrough theupperpartoftheshaded

area in Fig.3,wherethe deviation ofthe additive two-�

m odelfrom theexperim entalpointsism inim al.Thesolid

squarein Fig.3 indicatesthe pointofthe bestm apping

oftheYBa2Cu3O 7 Ferm isurfaceontotheadditivetwo-�

m odel. The param etersofthe additive two-� m odelat

thisoptim alpointare given in Table II. The frequency

dependencesofT (!),r(!),R H (!),and cot�H (!),gen-

erated in the additive two-� m odelwith this set ofpa-

ram eters,are shown by the solid lines in Figs.2 and 1.

Theselinesarein good agreem entwith theexperim ental

points.Thus,theanswerto the�rstquestion form ulated

earlier in this section is positive: The Ferm isurface of

YBa2Cu3O 7 can be decom posed into the hot and cold

regionsin such a m annerthattheshapeofthefrequency

dependencesagreeswellwith the experim ent.

Since the additive two-� m odelwith the param eters

given in Table II �ts the experim ental data [9] very

well,we willrefer to the values in Table II as the ex-

perim entalvalues. The value ofthe plasm a frequency,

!
(exp)
p = 104 cm � 1,in TableIIisin reasonableagreem ent

with the values !p;x = 104 cm � 1 and !p;y = 1:6� 104

cm � 1 found in previous m easurem ents [48]. (Unlike

[48],experim ent [9]was perform ed on twinned sam ples

of YBa2Cu3O 7, thus !
(exp)
p is an average of !p;x and

!p;y. The di�erence between !p;x and !p;y is m ostly

due to the CuO chains,which contribute predom inantly

to !p;y, but not to !p;x.) The values !
(exp)
p = 104

cm � 1 and !
(exp)

H
= 1:7 cm � 1 from Table II di�er con-

siderably from the corresponding values found in the

band structurecalculationsforthe CuO 2 bonding band:

!
(bond)
p;x = 2� 104 cm � 1 and !

(bond)

H
= 4 cm � 1 (see Ta-

ble I). Ifa1,b1,�1,and �2 from Table II are assigned

to the CuO 2 bonding band with !p and !H calculated

in Table I,the discrepanciesbetween the calculated and

m easured values are as follows: �
(bond)
xx (!)=�

(exp)
xx (!) =

(!
(bond)
p;x =!

(exp)
p )2 = 4 and R

(bond)

H
(!)=R

(exp)

H
(!) =

(!
(bond)

H
=!

(exp)

H
)(!

(bond)
p;x =!

(exp)
p )� 2 = 0:6.(Theratiosare

frequency-independent,because the m odelm atches the

shape ofthe experim entalfrequency dependence.) The

discrepancybetween thecalculated andexperim entalval-

uesofthe plasm a frequencieshasbeen noticed and dis-

cussed in literature [47,48].The sim plestway to resolve

thisdiscrepancyistoassum ethattheFerm ivelocity,pro-

portionalto!2p viaEq.(9),isuniform ly reduced by afac-

torof4duetom any-bodyrenorm alization e�ectscom ing

from electron-phonon interaction orothercorrelation ef-

fects. Indeed, a factor oftwo to four renorm alization
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hasbeen deduced from am em ory function analysisofin-

frared data by Schlesingeretal.[33]. However,the uni-

form renorm alizationoftheFerm ivelocitycannotcorrect

the discrepancy in the Hallcoe�cient,since R H is not

sensitive to the velocity scaling factor(see Eqs.(3)and

(4)).Thus,theanswertothesecond question form ulated

earlierin thissection isnegative:Theoverallscalesofthe

transportcoe�cientscalculated fortheband structureof

YBa2Cu3O 7 di�er signi�cantly from the m easured val-

ues.Nevertheless,consideringthecrudenessofourm odel

assum ptions (discontinuous distribution of�,neglected

contributions ofother bands, and ignoring m any-body

renorm alization e�ects),the qualitative and sem iquan-

titative agreem ent ofthe �ts indicates that the Ferm i-

liquid interpretation rem ainsviable.

Every point kt on a 2D Ferm isurface has a certain

Ferm ivelocity vector v(kt) = (vx(kt);vy(kt)). As the

point kt m oves along the Ferm isurface,the 2D vector

v(kt) traces a certain curve in the 2D velocity space

(vx;vy). This curve is shown in Fig. 5 by the solid

curve for the bonding band ofYBa2Cu3O 7. The cold

regions ofthe Ferm isurface are indicated by the bold

linesin Fig.5.Correspondingly,them ean-free-path vec-

torl(kt)= �(kt)v(kt)also tracesa certain curve in the

m ean-free-path space(lx;ly)(the lcurve).Itwasshown

by O ng [34]thatthe Hallconductivity �xy ofa 2D elec-

tron gas is proportionalto the area enclosed by the l

curve(seeEq.(4)).Toillustratetheshapeofthelcurve,

wem ultiply theFerm ivelocity in thecold regionsby the

factor� = �2=�1 = 3:9and presentthescaled curvebythe

dashed linesin Fig.5. The lcurve forthe YBa2Cu3O 7

bonding band is the sam e (up to the overallfactor �1)

as the curve consisting ofthe dashed and thin lines in

Fig.5. Thiscurve isqualitatively sim ilarto the lcurve

found in Ref.[22]in them odelofantiferrom agneticspin

uctuations.O n theotherhand,ourlcurvedi�ersfrom

the l curve used in Refs. [4,5], where it was assum ed

the variation ofl(kt) = �(kt)v(kt) is dom inated by the

variation ofv(kt).Contrarily,we�nd thatthe variation

ofthe scattering tim e �(kt) outweighs the variation of

the Ferm i-surface velocity v(kt). Since the area ofthe

sector enclosed by dashed lines in Fig.5 is larger than

the area enclosed by the thin curves,the Hallconduc-

tivity atzero frequency isdom inated by thecold regions

with the long relaxation tim e �2. In the opposite lim it

ofhigh frequency,the e�ective scattering tim es (8) be-

com e equal, and the contributions of the hot and the

cold regionsofthe Ferm isurface to the Hallconductiv-

ity �xy becom ecom parable.In contrast,thelongitudinal

conductivity �xx,which isproportionaltothem ean-free-

path averageovertheFerm isurface(3),isdom inated by

the hot regions ofthe Ferm isurface in both high-and

low-frequency lim its.

Following Ref.[5],weassign linearand quadratictem -

peraturedependencesto thescattering ratesoftheaddi-

tivetwo-� m odel:

�
� 1
1 = �T; �

� 1
2 = T

2
=W :

Using the valuesof�
� 1
1 and �

� 1
2 (see Table II)obtained

by the�toftheacHalldata to theadditivetwo-� m odel

and taking into account that the ac m easurem ents of

Ref.[9]were taken at T = 95 K ,we �nd � = 4:5 and

W = 82:5K .Usingtheseand theotherparam eterslisted

in Table II,we calculate the tem perature dependences

�xx(T), R H (T), and cot�H (T) for the additive two-�

m odeland show them by the solid curvesin Fig.6.The

top panelin Fig.6 dem onstratesa nearly lineartem per-

ature dependence of�xx(T). The bottom panelshows

the tem perature dependence ofcot�H . W hile not ex-

actly quadratic,itdoes resem ble the experim entaldata

of Refs. [3,4]. W ith the assum ed tem perature depen-

dencesforthe scattering tim es,we �nd thatthe two re-

laxation tim es becom e approxim ately equalatT = 371

K :�1(T = 371 K )� �2(T = 371 K ). Thus,we m ay ex-

pect Drude-like behavior for allfrequency dependences

at T = 371 K , i. e., ReR H (!) to be approxim ately

frequency-independentand Im R H (!)� 0.

In our discussion ofthe Halle�ect,we have assum ed

thelow-m agnetic-�eld lim it!H � � 1,where�xy isgiven

by Eq.(4)in term softhe distribution ofthe scattering

tim eand theFerm ivelocityovertheFerm isurface.Using

the param eters given in Table II,we �nd that for the

m oderate m agnetic �eld of9 T used in experim ent [9]

!H �1 = 5:7 � 10� 3 and !H �2 = 2:2 � 10� 2,thus the

low-�eld condition !H � � 1 isindeed satis�ed. O n the

otherhand,in the strong-m agnetic-�eld lim it!H � � 1,

the Hallcoe�cientisgiven by a di�erentform ula [1]in

term softhe concentration ofcarriers(holes):

R H =
V

2ecS
; (20)

whereS isthedim ensionlessfraction oftheBrillouin zone

enclosed by the Ferm isurface,and V = abd isthe unit-

cellvolum e ofthe crystal[46]. Forthe bonding band of

YBa2Cu3O 7,we �nd that S = 0:51,and the Hallco-

e�cient in a strong m agnetic �eld, RH (!H � � 1) =

1:1� 109 m 3=C � 0:3RH (!H � � 1),isthreetim eslower

than in aweak m agnetic�eld.Thethree-tim esreduction

ofthedcR H from low to high m agnetic�eldsisapproxi-

m ately thesam easthereduction ofR H from low to high

frequencies (see Fig.1). Both e�ects have the com m on

origin:Thestrong variation of� overthe Ferm isurface,

essentialfortheHalle�ectatlow ! and low H ,becom es

irrelevant for high ! or high H . Recent experim ent in

overdoped Tl2Ba2CuO 6+ � with Tc � 30 K [49]found

a decrease ofR H in a very strong �eld of60 T where

!H � = 0:9,in qualitativeagreem entwith thetheoretical

pictureoutlined above.

W e can also consider m apping ofthe additive two-�

m odelonto two distinctbandscharacterized by di�erent

relaxation tim es,for exam ple the CuO 2 bonding band

and the BaO stick pocket.Assum ing forsim plicity that

thebandshaveparabolicdispersion and usingtheparam -

eterslisted in Table II,we estim ate the Ferm iwavevec-

tors,m asses,and plasm afrequenciesofthecorresponding

bands: kF;1 = 0:84 �=a and kF;2 = 0:14 �=a,m 1 = 6m
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and m 2 = 1:7m ,!2p;1 = 9� 107 cm � 1 and !2p;2 = 107

cm � 1,where m isthe free-electron m ass. The valuesof

the Ferm im om enta roughly agree with the Ferm im o-

m enta ofthe CuO 2 bonding band (see the beginning of

this Section) and the BaO stick pocket (k
(stick)

F
= 0:11

�=a along the S{X direction at kz = �=d) found in

band-structure calculations [37], as well as the values

0:12 �=a and 0:17 �=a found in de Haas-van Alphen

experim ents [44]for k
(stick)

F
. The value of !p;1 di�ers

signi�cantly from the plasm a frequency ofthe bonding

band by about the sam e factor that we discussed ear-

lierin thisSection:!2p;1 = 0:2(!
(bond)
p;x )2,whereas!p;2 is

com parableto the plasm a frequency ofthe stick pocket,

!2p;2 = 1:25(!
(stick)
p;x )2. However, de Haas-van Alphen

experim ents [44]give the value 7m for the m ass ofthe

stick pocket,which strongly disagreeswith the value re-

quired by thetwo-� m odel.Thecontribution ofthestick

pocket to the Hall conductivity, 6% according to the

band-structure calculations (see Table I), is too sm all

com pared with the value b2 = 1 � b1 = 29% required

by the two-� m odel(see Table II). In other words,to

�t experim ent [9], one needs a large and heavy Ferm i

surface,com bined with a sm alland light one. O n the

contrary,band-structure calculations [37],as wellas de

Haas-van Alphen experim ents[44],evince the large and

lightbondingFerm isurface,com bined with thesm alland

heavy stick Ferm isurface. As a result,m apping ofthe

additive two-� m odelonto the CuO2 bonding band and

the BaO stick pocket does not appear to be consistent

with the acand dcm agnetotransportdata.

IV .FIT T IN G �xx(!) A N D �xy(!) IN

M U LT IP LIC A T IV E T W O -� M O D ELS

Asm entioned in Sec.I,the experim entaldata ofRef.

[9]can be well�tted by the m ultiplicative two-� m odel

de�ned by Eqs. (1) and (2). The charge-conjugation

m odel[18]has the sam e m ultiplicative law for the Hall

conductivity,buta di�erentexpression forthelongitudi-

nalconductivity:

�xx(!)=
!2p

2�[~�f(!)+ ~�s(!)]
; (21)

�xy(!)=
!2p!H

4�~�f(!)~�s(!)
; (22)

~�j(!)= �j � i!; j= f;s: (23)

In this section,we �t the experim entalfrequency de-

pendencesT (!),r(!),R H (!),and cot�H (!)using both

m ultiplicativetwo-� m odels.Both m odelshavefourphe-

nom enologicalparam eters:theprefactors!p and !H and

the relaxation rates�
� 1
tr and �

� 1

H
or�f and �s.In both

form alism s,�tting thezero-�eld transm ittancespectrum

T (!)isequivalentto using a m odelwith a single relax-

ation tim e,which we have already studied in Sec.IIas

the specialcase a1 = 1. That gives the following val-

ues of the param eters: !p = 9:2 � 103 cm � 1, �� 1tr =

(�f + �s)=2 = 185 cm � 1,and �1 = 3:5% .The zero-�eld

transm ittancespectrum T (!),generatedbytheseparam -

eters,isshown by thedashed curvein thelowerpanelof

Fig.2. Then we �nd !H by �tting cot�H (! = 0)= 43

and �nd the ratio ofthe relaxation ratesby m inim izing

thedeviation�2 (seeEq.(19)).Forthem odel(1){(2),we

�nd �
� 1

H
= 54 cm � 1,!

� 1

H
= 1:3 cm � 1,and �2 = 0:22% .

For the charge-conjugation m odel(21){(23),the values

ofthe param etersare: �f = 322 cm � 1,�s = 49 cm � 1,

!H = 2 cm � 1, and �2 = 0:29% . The frequency de-

pendencesofR H (!),cot�H (!),and r(!)generated with

thesesetsofparam etersareshown in Figs.1and 2by the

dashed curves for the m odel(1){(2) and by the dotted

curvesforthem odel(21){(23).W hileboth m odelsarein

reasonably good agreem entwith the experim entaldata,

the�ttoAnderson’sm odelappearssystem aticallybetter

than the charge-conjugation m odel. Assigning the fol-

lowing tem perature dependencesto the scattering rates:

�
� 1
tr ;�f / T and �

� 1

H
;�s / T 2,we obtain the tem pera-

ture dependences �xx(T),R H (T),and cot�H (T)shown

in Fig.6by thedashed linesforAnderson’sm odeland by

the dotted lines for the charge-conjugation m odel. The

tem perature dependences in allthree m odels are rela-

tively close to each other and agree qualitatively with

the experim ent.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have exam ined various phenom eno-

logicalinterpretations ofthe ac Halle�ect in the nor-

m alstateofYBa2Cu3O 7.W ehavedem onstrated thatit

ispossible to �tthe m agnetotransportdata obtained in

Ref.[9]within a Ferm i-liquid m odel,ifdi�erentregions

on the Ferm isurface are characterized by two di�erent

relaxation tim es (the additive two-� m odel). M apping

the additive two-� m odelonto the CuO2 bonding band

ofYBa2Cu3O 7 calculated in Refs.[36,37],we �nd that

thelargeatregionsoftheFerm isurfacehaveashortre-

laxation tim e(are\hot"),whereasthesharp cornershave

a long relaxation tim e (are \cold").Thisdistribution of

the relaxation tim esoverthe Ferm isurface ofthe CuO 2

bondingband allowsusto�ttheshapeoftheexperim en-

talfrequency dependencesvery well.O n theotherhand,

there are considerable discrepancies between the band-

structure calculationsand the experim entin the overall

m agnitude oftransport coe�cients,which can be par-

tially resolved by including m any-body renorm alization

ofthe Ferm ivelocity.

W ealso �nd thatthedata ofRef.[9]can bewell�tted

by the two unconventional,m ultiplicative two-� m odels:

Anderson’s2D Luttinger-liquid m odel[11]generalized to

�nite frequenciesby K aplan etal.[9]and som ewhatless

wellby thecharge-conjugation-sym m etrym odelby Cole-

m an,Scho�eld,and Tsvelik [18]. W e conclude thatthe
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existing experim entaldata does not perm it a de�nitive

discrim ination between these three m odels. M easure-

m entsofthe frequency dependence ofthe ac Halle�ect

at di�erent tem peratures would be very useful. Since

the relaxation rates have di�erent tem perature depen-

dences,the frequency dependencesofm agnetotransport

coe�cientsin the threem odelsshould changewith tem -

perature di�erently,so that discrim ination between the

di�erentm odelsm ay becom e possible.
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FIG .1. Frequency dependenceofrealand im aginary parts

ofthe inverse Hallangle cot�H (lower panel) and the Hall

coe�cientR H (upperpanel).Experim entalvaluesfrom Ref.

[9]are represented by the solid circles (realparts) and the

solid squares(im aginary parts). The solid,dashed,and dot-

ted curvesshow the frequency dependencesgenerated by the

additive two-� m odel (Eqs. (6){(8)), by the m ultiplicative

two-� m odel(Eqs.(1)and (2)),and bythecharge-conjugation

m odel(Eqs.(21){(23)),respectively.
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FIG .2. Far-infrared transm ission spectra ofa YBa2Cu3O 7

thin �lm . The lower panelgives the frequency dependence

ofthe transm ittance T (!) in zero m agnetic �eld. The up-

per panelshows the ratio of the transm ittances at H = 9

and H = � 9 T.The solid circles represent the experim en-

talvaluesfrom Ref.[9].The solid curvesshow the frequency

dependencesgenerated by the additive two-� m odel(6){(8).

The dashed and the dotted curvesin the upperpanelrepre-

sents the m ultiplicative two-� m odel(Eqs.(1) and (2)) and

the charge-conjugation m odel(Eqs.(21){(23)),respectively.

The dashed curve in the lower panelis obtained in the sin-

gle-relaxation-tim e D rude m odel.

FIG . 3. Contour plots of �1(a1;b1) (Eq. (18)) and

�2(a1;b1)(Eq.(19))shown by thesolid lines.Both �1(a1;b1)

and �2(a1;b1)are m inim alin the shaded area:�1 < 2% and

�2 < 0:3% . Various constraints listed in Sec.II are satis-

�ed below the dashed line. The dotted line,labeled YBCO ,

illustratestherelation between a1 and b1 fortheCuO 2 bond-

ing band ofYBa2Cu3O 7. The solid square denotes the best

m apping oftheadditivetwo-� m odelonto theCuO2 bonding

band ofYBa2Cu3O 7.

FIG . 4. Ferm i surface of the CuO 2 bonding band of

YBa2Cu3O 7 for kz = �=d according to the band-structure

calculations of Ref.[37]. The regions denoted by the thin

lines have the short scattering tim e �1,whereas the bold re-

gionshave the long scattering tim e �2.
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FIG .5. Solid lines: distribution ofthe Ferm ivelocity vec-

tor (vx;vy) for the CuO 2 bonding band ofYBa2Cu3O 7 ac-

cording to the band-structure calculations of Ref. [37] for

kz = �=d. Bold lines: regions with the long scattering tim e

�2. D ashed lines: the Ferm i velocity scaled by the factor

of� = �2=�1 = 3:9. The area enclosed by the dashed and

thin linesdeterm inesthezero-frequency Hallconductivity via

O ng’sform ula [34].

FIG .6. Tem perature dependences of resistivity �xx (top

panel),theHallcoe�cientR H (m iddlepanel),and theinverse

Hallanglecot�H atH = 9T (bottom panel),generated in the

additive and m ultiplicative two-� m odels by assigning �
�1

1
,

�
�1

tr
,�f / T and �

�1

2
,�

�1

H
,�s / T

2
.The solid,dashed,and

dotted curvescorrespond to the additive,m ultiplicative,and

charge-conjugation m odels,respectively.
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TABLE I. Contributions of di�erent YBa2Cu3O 7 bands to the longitudinal and Hall conductivities in a

single-relaxation-tim e-� m odel. As it is conventionalin optics,the frequencies are given in cm
�1
. The plasm a frequencies

!p;x and !p;y are taken from Ref.[36].

Bonding Antibonding Chains Stick
Total

CuO 2 band CuO 2 band CuO band BaO pocket

4��xx=� = !
2

p;x 7� 10
8
cm

�2
59% 36% 4% 1%

4��yy=� = !
2

p;y 12� 10
8
cm

�2
37% 32% 30% 1%

4��xy=�
2 atH = 9 T 2� 109 cm �3 82% 40% � 28% 6%

R H = �xy=(H �xx�yy) 0:16� 10
�9

m
3
=C

TABLE II. Param etersofthe additive two-� m odelforthe bestm apping onto the YBa2Cu3O 7 Ferm isurface.

a1 b1 � = �2=�1 �
�1

1
�
�1

2
!p !H atH = 9 T �1 �2

0:9 0:71 3:9 297 cm
�1

76 cm
�1

10
4
cm

�1
1:7 cm

�1
2% 0:3%
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