arXiv:2401.11322v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 20 Jan 2024

First-Principles Electron-Phonon Interactions and Polarons in the Parent Cuprate La_2CuO_4

Benjamin K. Chang,^1 Iurii Timrov,^2 Jinsoo Park,^{1, 3} Jin-Jian Zhou,^4 Nicola Marzari,^{5, 2} and Marco Bernardi^{1, ∗} 1Department of Applied Physics and Materials Science, and Department of Physics, California Institute of Technology, Pasadena, California 91125, USA 2Laboratory for Materials Simulations, Paul Scherrer Institut, 5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland 3Pritzker School of Molecular Engineering, University of Chicago, Chicago, Illinois 60637, USA 4School of Physics, Beijing Institute of Technology, Beijing 100081, China 5Theory and Simulation of Materials (THEOS), and National Centre for Computational Design and Discovery of Novel Materials (MARVEL), École Polytechnique Fédérale de Lausanne (EPFL), CH-1015 Lausanne, Switzerland

Understanding electronic interactions in high-temperature superconductors is an outstanding challenge. In the widely studied cuprate materials, experimental evidence points to strong electronphonon (e-ph) coupling and broad photoemission spectra. Yet, the microscopic origin of this behavior is not fully understood. Here we study e-ph interactions and polarons in a prototypical parent (undoped) cuprate, La2CuO4 (LCO), by means of first-principles calculations. Leveraging parameter-free Hubbard-corrected density functional theory, we obtain a ground state with band gap and Cu magnetic moment in nearly exact agreement with experiments. This enables a quantitative characterization of e-ph interactions. Our calculations reveal two classes of longitudinal optical (LO) phonons with strong e-ph coupling to hole states. These modes consist of Cu-O plane bondstretching and bond-bending as well as vibrations of apical O atoms. The hole spectral functions, obtained with a cumulant method that can capture strong e-ph coupling, exhibit broad quasiparticle peaks with a small spectral weight (Z ≈ 0.25) and pronounced LO-phonon sidebands characteristic of polaron effects. Our calculations predict features observed in photoemission spectra, including a 40-meV peak in the e-ph coupling distribution function not explained by existing models. These results show that the universal strong e-ph coupling found experimentally in lanthanum cuprates is an intrinsic feature of the parent compound, and elucidates its microscopic origin.

Angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) has provided ample evidence for broad spectral functions in several cuprate compounds [1–5]. This spectral broadening has been associated with strong electron-phonon (e-ph) interactions and polaronic behavior in doped and undoped cuprates [2, 3, 5]. Existing models can account phenomenologically for the observed spectral broadening [1, 2, 6]. Yet, developing a deeper understanding based on rigorous theory and quantitative calculations has been difficult, mainly due to the strong electron correlations governing cuprate physics [7, 8].

In parent (undoped) cuprate compounds, the strong Coulomb repulsion of localized Cu 3d electrons induces an antiferromagnetic (AFM) Mott insulating ground state [9, 10] which can be described qualitatively using Hubbard-like or t–J models [11, 12]. These Hamiltonians can also be combined with model e-ph interactions to predict the broadening of electron spectral functions [3, 13–17]. However, key microscopic quantities needed for a realistic description of e-ph coupling in most high-temperature superconductors remain unknown, including the strength of the e-ph interactions, their dependence on electron and phonon momenta, their effects on electron spectral functions, and which atomic vibrations dominate the coupling.

∗ bmarco@caltech.edu

Owing to recent progress, first-principles calculations are able to characterize e-ph interactions and electron spectral functions also in correlated metals and insulators [18–20]. For cuprates, such quantitative studies have so far focused on metallic (doped) compounds relying on the local-density approximation (LDA) [21–23], which cannot correctly describe the Mott insulating ground state of parent cuprates. Recent work has studied parent cuprates using improved functionals [24–27] or Hubbardcorrected density functional theory (DFT+U) [28–30] to obtain reliable ground state and phonon spectra [30, 31]. Even within these improved schemes, e-ph interactions in parent cuprates remain unexplored.

In this Letter, we show fully ab initio calculations of e-ph interactions and electron spectral functions in a prototypical parent cuprate, La_2CuO_4 (LCO). We employ a combination of advanced first-principles techniques, including linear-response DFT+U and recently developed treatments of anharmonic phonons [32], strong e-ph interactions, and polarons [33, 34]. Starting from an accurate ground state, we show that e-ph interactions in LCO are governed by two families of longitudinal optical (LO) phonons with strong Fröhlich-type coupling. These LO modes consist of stretching and bending of Cu-O bonds and vibration of apical O atoms. The computed valence band spectral functions exhibit significant peak broadening and renormalization, as well as pronounced phonon sidebands. These features are governed by the stronglycoupled LO phonons, with a smaller contribution from lower-energy polar modes. Our results provide a quantitative evidence for strong e-ph interactions and polarons in parent cuprates mediated by multiple optical phonons, thus deepening our microscopic understanding of cuprate physics beyond analytical models.

We compute the ground state of LCO in the lowtemperature orthorhombic phase [35–37] using collinear spin-polarized DFT+U calculations in a plane-wave basis with the Quantum ESPRESSO package [38, 39]. The Hubbard-U parameter for the Cu 3d states is calculated (rather than fitted) self-consistently with the relaxed crystal structure [40–42], thus removing any tunable parameter in our calculations. We employ the SSCHA method [32] to compute effective harmonic phonon dispersions at 150 K, a temperature where LCO is in its antiferromagnetic (AFM) state [37, 43]. The e-ph perturbation potentials, obtained on a coarse irreducible q-point grid with DFPT+U [39, 44], include both the Kohn-Sham and Hubbard perturbation terms [18]. We use the Perturbo code [45] to compute the e-ph matrix elements [18, 45], g^σ_{mnν} (k, q), and interpolate them using Wannier functions from Wannier90 [46]. (These matrix elements represent the probability amplitude for an electron in a Bloch state ψ^σ_{nk}, with band index n, spin σ, and crystal momentum k, to scatter into state ψ^σ_{mk+q} by emitting or absorbing a phonon with mode index ν and wave-vector q [39, 45, 47].) The electron spectral functions are computed at finite temperature with a cumulant approach described in Ref. [34]. This method can capture strong e-ph interactions and polaron effects, such as the broadening and weight renormalization of the quasiparticle peak and the emergence of phonon sidebands, as we have shown in recent studies on oxides [18, 34] and organic crystals [48]. Additional computational details are provided in the Supplemental Material (SM) [49].

Figure 1 shows the band structure of LCO computed with DFT+U. The valence band dispersion near the gap resembles conventional t–J model results for insulating cuprates [51, 52], with the valence band maximum (VBM) at the nodal point N [k = (^π_2 ,^π_2 )] and additional lower-energy valleys near the antinodal point M [k = (π, 0)]. The computed band gap is E_g = 2.04 eV and the Cu magnetic moment is μ_{Cu} = 0.62μ_B, in excellent agreement with the respective experimental values, E^{exp}_g = 2.0 eV [53, 54] and μ^{exp}_{Cu} = 0.60–0.64μ_B [36, 55] (see additional discussion in the SM [49]).

Starting from this accurate ground state, we compute the phonon dispersions (inclusive of anharmonic effects) and map out the mode-resolved strength of the e-ph interactions in Fig. 2(a). The experimental frequency of a Cu-O bond-stretching LO mode, measured by neutron scattering [50] and given for comparison in Fig. 2(a), is in very good agreement with our calculations. As the high-symmetry X-point in the nonmagnetic (NM) phase is equivalent to the zone center (Γ point) of the AFM

FIG. 1. Band structure of LCO in its AFM phase computed with DFT+U. The inset shows the in-plane Brillouin zone of the nonmagnetic (NM, blue) and antiferromagnetic (AFM, red) phases, with high-symmetry points Γ, M, N and X labeled. The right panel gives the total density of states (DOS) and its contributions from O 2p and Cu 3d atomic states. The energy zero is set to the top of valence band.

phase, we find multiple discontinuities in the phonon dispersion near X due to LO–TO splitting combined with orthorhomic ab-anisotropy, similar to the behavior observed in orthorhombic YBa_2Cu_3O_{6+x} [56, 57]. We highlight the importance of temperature and anharmonic effects included in our SSCHA calculation; conversely, zero-temperature DFPT+U phonons exhibit unphysical dynamical instabilities [49].

Figure 2(a) also shows the e-ph coupling strength for each phonon mode [45], |g_ν (k, q)|, computed at the electron nodal point k = N. We identify two groups of LO phonons with strong Fröhlich-type coupling [58], named here LO_1 and LO_2, with respective energies ω_1 ≈85 meV and ω_2 ≈ 55 meV. We further distinguish between strongly coupled modes at opposite sides of the AFM zone center (X point), labeling them with indices a and b respectively. At small wave-vector (Δq ≈ 0.015 Å^{−1}) near X, these LO modes exhibit large e-ph coupling strengths, with values |g_2| ≈ 5.5 eV for the LO_{2a,b} and |g_1| ≈ 3.9 eV for the LO_{1a,b} phonons. These longwavelength modes govern the e-ph physics in LCO as their e-ph coupling strengths are orders of magnitude greater than the Brillouin-zone average value (44 meV). Such coupling strengths exceed those in strongly correlated metals (highest |g| ≈ 100 meV in Sr_2RuO_4) [20], and have the same order of magnitude as the Fröhlich coupling strengths in insulating oxides with polaron effects, including CoO and SrTiO_3 [18, 34, 59].

Notably, the energies of the LO_1 and LO_2 modes coincide with those of strongly-coupled phonons observed ex-

FIG. 2. (a) Calculated phonon dispersion overlayed with the e-ph coupling strength |gν (k, q)| computed at the nodal point k = N. Experimental LO-mode energies are given for comparison with hollow circles [50]. The four most stronglycoupled LO modes (LO_{1a,b} and LO_{2a,b}) are indicated with black arrows, and lower-energy (LE) strongly-coupled modes with gray arrows. (b) Atomic displacements for the four strongly-coupled LO modes, with blue and pink spheres representing Cu and O atoms, respectively.

perimentally in several doped cuprates, as evidenced by a universal kink in their quasiparticle (QP) band dispersion found in ARPES measurements [60–62]. So far, these features have not been observed experimentally in undoped cuprates due to their broader ARPES spectra [4]. Our results show quantitatively that strong e-ph interactions are already present at these energies in the parent cuprate LCO.

The four strongly-coupled LO modes are associated with O-atom vibrations, as shown in Fig. 2(b). The LO_{1a} and LO_{1b} modes correspond to vibrations in the CuO_2 plane consisting of oxygen breathing motions. These

FIG. 3. (a) Spectral function of the VBM hole state in LCO computed at 150 K. The satellite peak is centered at ωLO, the average of the LO1 and LO2 phonon energies. A second overtone feature at 2ωLO is also shown. The energy zero is set to the QP peak energy. (b) Temperature-dependent spectral function of the VBM state computed at three temperatures, with the QP peak energies shown with dashed lines. The spectral functions are aligned at their energy onsets.

Cu-O bond-stretching modes have been shown to couple strongly with holes in neutron scattering measurements [63] and are linked to Cu-O charge transfer [56] and formation of charge-ordered phases [57]. The LO_{2a} and LO_{2b} modes, on the other hand, involve both inplane Cu-O bond-bending, with O atoms moving normal to the Cu-O bonds [57], and motion of the apical O atoms outside the CuO_2 planes [64]. The ∼55 meV energy of the LO_{2a,b} modes is consistent with bond-bending modes measured in the doped LCO compound La_{2−x}Sr_xCuO_4 (LSCO) [63].

We find additional lower-energy (LE) modes, with energies between 15−50 meV, whose e-ph coupling strengths are significant (|g|≈ 1–2 eV at Δq from X) but weaker than those of the LO_{1,2} modes. These stronglycoupled LE modes consist mainly of Cu-O bond-bending and apical O vibrations, with modes at lower energies associated with higher-amplitude oscillations of Cu and La atoms. Animations for all strongly-coupled modes described above are given in the SM [49]. Importantly, while Cu-O bond-stretching modes have received the most attention in the cuprates, our results show that bond-bending and apical oxygen motions possess the strongest e-ph coupling and govern e-ph physics in LCO.

The spectral functions exhibit clear signatures of strong e-ph coupling. Figure 3(a) illustrates this result for the valence band maximum (VBM) hole state. The e-ph interactions broaden the QP peak and significantly decrease its spectral weight to Z = 0.25. In addition, we find a satellite peak at hole energy ω_{LO} ≈70 meV accompanied by a less pronounced overtone at 2ω_{LO} ≈140 meV relative to the QP peak [65]. These phonon sidebands form as a result of strong e-ph coupling with the LO_1 and LO_2 modes, whose average energy equals the satellite energy ω_{LO} ≈70 meV. Other phonons with appreciable e-ph coupling, such as the LE modes, can also redistribute spectral weight and modify the spectral function. Yet, due to their lower energy and weaker e-ph coupling, their satellites carry less weight and merge into a broad incoherent background.

Our spectral function calculations can be viewed as a quantitative version of the Franck-Condon broadening (FCB) model, which describes the spectral functions in (un)doped cuprates as a superposition of multiple incoherent peaks [1, 2, 6]. The QP-peak broadening and renormalization in our calculations is consistent with both experimental results and the FCB model. Yet, our computed spectral functions exhibit well-defined QP peaks, which are typically missing in experiments on undoped cuprates [1, 2]. We attribute this discrepancy to the small QP weight (Z =0.25), as predicted here, which makes the QP peak easily washed out in real samples by defect- and magnon-induced broadening not considered in this work [66–68]. One difference with the FCB model is that the phonon sidebands decay rapidly with hole energy in our calculations, similar to previous results for large polarons in oxides [18, 34], and are not visible beyond the second overtone at 2ω_{LO}. In contrast, the FCB model predicts a series of intense satellites.

Our calculations can also explain an anomalous shift with temperature of the spectral function peak [1]. A model proposed by Kim et al. [1] predicts that the peak energy E_p of the spectral function shifts with temperature according to ΔE_p ≈ πk_BΔT , where k_B is the Boltzmann constant. This formula provides only a crude estimate − for example, the measured temperature dependence is twice greater than predicted by this model in undoped Sr_2CuO_2Cl_2 and Ca_2CuO_2Cl_2 between 100−400 K. In contrast, our calculations on LCO can predict with a high accuracy the temperature dependence of the peak observed experimentally. Figure 3(b) shows the computed spectral functions of the VBM hole state at three temperatures between 150−200 K. For an initial temperature of 150 K, increasing the temperature to 170 K and 200 K gives, respectively, a peak shift of 5 and 13 meV when using the simple model, versus 9 and 21 meV in our calculation, which corresponds to a ∼0.45 meV/K peak shift. Our computed values are twice greater than the model and are in very good agreement with the ∼0.5 meV/K peak shift extracted from ARPES experiments on undoped cuprates [1].

Conventional analysis of e-ph interactions in cuprates

FIG. 4. Electron-phonon coupling distribution function, γ(E), computed using Eq. (1) (solid curve). For comparison, we show t–J model results from Ref. [3] (dashed curve) and the range of the experimental self-energy peaks in LSCO from Ref. [69] (shaded regions). The distribution curves are normalized to the same maximum height.

focuses on the e-ph coupling distribution function [3], which combines contributions to e-ph coupling from all phonons (with energies ℏω_{νq}) at a given energy E: γ(E) = ∑ νq |g_ν (k, q)|^2 δ(E − ℏω_{νq}). (1)

This quantity has been computed using a t–J model [3] to interpret the measured electron self-energy in underdoped LSCO [69]. This model calculation gives a distribution function that captures the experimental selfenergy peaks at 25, 60, and 80 meV (see Fig. 4). However, the peak observed in experiments at ∼40 meV is absent in the model calculations. Previous work attributed this missing peak to surface effects or distortions due to doping in real samples [3].

We compute the e-ph coupling distribution function for the nodal point k = N in our first-principles settings. As shown in Fig. 4, our computed distribution function agrees with t–J model results above 60 meV and brings the position of the 25-meV peak closer to experiments [69]. Importantly, our calculations recover the missing peak at 40 meV, which is due to e-ph interactions with LE modes associated with bond-bending and apical O vibrations. This demonstrates that the 40-meV feature observed in LSCO [69] is already present in the undoped parent phase and is not a consequence of doping. The 40-meV feature is absent in the t–J model because it considers only the Cu d_x2_{−y}2 and O p_{x,y} orbitals [11, 13], so e-ph interactions from Cu-O bond-bending and apical O vibrations are not properly described. Our results suggest that an accurate effective model of e-ph physics in cuprates would need to take into account additional electronic orbitals and phonon modes.

In summary, we study e-ph interactions in the parent cuprate LCO using state-of-the-art first-principles calculations. We show that strong e-ph interactions are an intrinsic feature of the undoped phase and are mediated by two classes of LO phonons with Fröhlich coupling, both consisting of Cu-O bond-bending, bond-stretching and apical O-atom vibrations, with smaller contributions from LE polar modes. Capturing this physics allows us to explain key features of the valence band spectral functions, including their significant broadening and QP weight renormalization, the presence of phonon sidebands with a broad incoherent background, and the origin of a 40 meV peak in the energy distribution functions not accounted for by existing models. As many parent high-temperature superconductors are ionic insulators, we believe that strong Fröhlich-type e-ph coupling may be a general feature of parent phases, and plan to investigate this point in broader classes of superconductors in the future.

This work was primarily supported by the AFOSR and Clarkson Aerospace Corp under award FA9550-21-1- 0460. Code development was supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. OAC-2209262. I.T. and N.M. acknowledge support by the NCCR MARVEL, a National Centre of Competence in Research, funded by the Swiss National Science Foundation (Grant number 205602). This research used resources of the National Energy Research Scientific Computing Center (NERSC), a U.S. Department of Energy Office of Science User Facility located at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, operated under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231.

[1] C. Kim, F. Ronning, A. Damascelli, D. L. Feng, Z.-X.

Shen, B. O. Wells, Y. J. Kim, R. J. Birgeneau, M. A. Kastner, L. L. Miller, H. Eisaki, and S. Uchida, Phys. Rev. B 65, 174516 (2002).

[2] K. M. Shen, F. Ronning, D. H. Lu, W. S. Lee, N. J. C.

Ingle, W. Meevasana, F. Baumberger, A. Damascelli, N. P. Armitage, L. L. Miller, Y. Kohsaka, M. Azuma, M. Takano, H. Takagi, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 267002 (2004).

[3] O. Rösch, O. Gunnarsson, X. J. Zhou, T. Yoshida, T. Sasagawa, A. Fujimori, Z. Hussain, Z.-X. Shen, and S. Uchida, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 227002 (2005).

[4] F. Ronning, K. M. Shen, N. P. Armitage, A. Damascelli, D. H. Lu, Z.-X. Shen, L. L. Miller, and C. Kim, Phys. Rev. B 71, 094518 (2005).

[5] K. M. Shen, F. Ronning, W. Meevasana, D. H. Lu, N. J. C. Ingle, F. Baumberger, W. S. Lee, L. L. Miller, Y. Kohsaka, M. Azuma, M. Takano, H. Takagi, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. B 75, 075115 (2007).

[6] G. A. Sawatzky, Nature 342, 480 (1989).

[7] O. Gunnarsson and O. Rösch, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 20, 043201 (2008).

[8] B. Keimer, S. A. Kivelson, M. R. Norman, S. Uchida, and J. Zaanen, Nature 518, 179 (2015).

[9] P. A. Lee, N. Nagaosa, and X.-G. Wen, Rev. Mod. Phys.

78, 17 (2006).

[10] A. Damascelli, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 75, 473 (2003).

[11] F. C. Zhang and T. M. Rice, Phys. Rev. B 37, 3759 (1988).

[12] M. T. Schmid, J.-B. Morée, R. Kaneko, Y. Yamaji, and M. Imada, Phys. Rev. X 13, 041036 (2023).

[13] O. Rösch and O. Gunnarsson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 146403 (2004).

[14] A. S. Mishchenko and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 036402 (2004).

[15] O. Rösch and O. Gunnarsson, Eur. Phys. J. B 43, 11 (2005).

[16] I. A. Makarov, E. I. Shneyder, P. A. Kozlov, and S. G.

Ovchinnikov, Phys. Rev. B 92, 155143 (2015). [17] E. I. Shneyder, S. V. Nikolaev, M. V. Zotova, R. A.

Kaldin, and S. G. Ovchinnikov, Phys. Rev. B 101, 235114 (2020).

[18] J.-J. Zhou, J. Park, I. Timrov, A. Floris, M. Cococcioni, N. Marzari, and M. Bernardi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 126404 (2021).

[19] Z. Li, M. Wu, Y.-H. Chan, and S. G. Louie, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 126, 146401 (2021).

[20] D. J. Abramovitch, J.-J. Zhou, J. Mravlje, A. Georges, and M. Bernardi, Phys. Rev. Mater. 7, 093801 (2023).

[21] S. Y. Savrasov and O. K. Andersen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 4430 (1996).

[22] R. Heid, K.-P. Bohnen, R. Zeyher, and D. Manske, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 100, 137001 (2008).

[23] F. Giustino, M. L. Cohen, and S. G. Louie, Nature 452, 975 (2008).

[24] K. Pokharel, C. Lane, J. W. Furness, R. Zhang, J. Ning, B. Barbiellini, R. S. Markiewicz, Y. Zhang, A. Bansil, and J. Sun, npj Comput. Mater. 8, 31 (2022).

[25] J. W. Furness, Y. Zhang, C. Lane, I. G. Buda, B. Barbiellini, R. S. Markiewicz, A. Bansil, and J. Sun, Commun. Phys. 1, 11 (2018).

[26] C. Lane, J. W. Furness, I. G. Buda, Y. Zhang, R. S.

Markiewicz, B. Barbiellini, J. Sun, and A. Bansil, Phys. Rev. B 98, 125140 (2018).

[27] J. Ning, C. Lane, Y. Zhang, M. Matzelle, B. Singh, B. Barbiellini, R. S. Markiewicz, A. Bansil, and J. Sun, Phys. Rev. B 107, 045126 (2023).

[28] P. Wei and Z. Qing Qi, Phys. Rev. B 49, 12159 (1994). [29] V. I. Anisimov, M. A. Korotin, J. Zaanen, and O. K.

Andersen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 345 (1992).

[30] T. C. Sterling and D. Reznik, Phys. Rev. B 104, 134311 (2021).

[31] P. Zhang, S. G. Louie, and M. L. Cohen, Phys. Rev. Lett.

98, 067005 (2007).

[32] L. Monacelli, R. Bianco, M. Cherubini, M. Calandra, I. Errea, and F. Mauri, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 33, 363001 (2021).

[33] J.-J. Zhou and M. Bernardi, Phys. Rev. B 94, 201201 (2016).

[34] J.-J. Zhou and M. Bernardi, Phys. Rev. Res. 1, 033138 (2019).

[35] M. Reehuis, C. Ulrich, K. Prokeš, A. Gozar, G. Blumberg, S. Komiya, Y. Ando, P. Pattison, and B. Keimer, Phys. Rev. B 73, 144513 (2006).

[36] J. M. Tranquada, in Handbook of High-Temperature Superconductivity (Springer-Verlag New York, 2007) pp. 257–298.

[37] Y. Yamaguchi, H. Yamauchi, M. Ohashi, H. Yamamoto, N. Shimoda, M. Kikuchi, and Y. Syono, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 26, L447 (1987).

[38] P. Giannozzi, S. Baroni, N. Bonini, M. Calandra, R. Car, C. Cavazzoni, D. Ceresoli, G. L. Chiarotti, M. Cococcioni, I. Dabo, A. Dal Corso, S. de Gironcoli, S. Fabris, G. Fratesi, R. Gebauer, U. Gerstmann, C. Gougoussis, A. Kokalj, M. Lazzeri, L. Martin-Samos, N. Marzari, F. Mauri, R. Mazzarello, S. Paolini, A. Pasquarello, L. Paulatto, C. Sbraccia, S. Scandolo, G. Sclauzero, A. P. Seitsonen, A. Smogunov, P. Umari, and R. M. Wentzcovitch, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 395502 (2009).

[39] P. Giannozzi, O. Andreussi, T. Brumme, O. Bunau, M. Buongiorno Nardelli, M. Calandra, R. Car, C. Cavazzoni, D. Ceresoli, M. Cococcioni, N. Colonna, I. Carnimeo, A. Dal Corso, S. de Gironcoli, P. Delugas, R. A. DiStasio, A. Ferretti, A. Floris, G. Fratesi, G. Fugallo, R. Gebauer, U. Gerstmann, F. Giustino, T. Gorni, J. Jia, M. Kawamura, H.-Y. Ko, A. Kokalj, E. Küçükbenli, M. Lazzeri, M. Marsili, N. Marzari, F. Mauri, N. L. Nguyen, H.-V. Nguyen, A. Otero-de-la Roza, L. Paulatto, S. Poncé, D. Rocca, R. Sabatini, B. Santra, M. Schlipf, A. P. Seitsonen, A. Smogunov, I. Timrov, T. Thonhauser, P. Umari, N. Vast, X. Wu, and S. Baroni, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 29, 465901 (2017).

[40] I. Timrov, N. Marzari, and M. Cococcioni, Phys. Rev. B 103, 045141 (2021).

[41] I. Timrov, N. Marzari, and M. Cococcioni, Comput.

Phys. Commun. 279, 108455 (2022).

[42] I. Timrov, N. Marzari, and M. Cococcioni, Phys. Rev. B 98, 085127 (2018).

[43] B. Keimer, A. Aharony, A. Auerbach, R. J. Birgeneau, A. Cassanho, Y. Endoh, R. W. Erwin, M. A. Kastner, and G. Shirane, Phys. Rev. B 45, 7430 (1992).

[44] A. Floris, I. Timrov, B. Himmetoglu, N. Marzari, S. de Gironcoli, and M. Cococcioni, Phys. Rev. B 101, 064305 (2020).

[45] J.-J. Zhou, J. Park, I.-T. Lu, I. Maliyov, X. Tong, and M. Bernardi, Comput. Phys. Commun. 264, 107970 (2021).

[46] A. A. Mostofi, J. R. Yates, Y.-S. Lee, I. Souza, D. Vanderbilt, and N. Marzari, Comput. Phys. Commun. 178, 685 (2008).

[47] M. Bernardi, Eur. Phys. J. B 89, 239 (2016). [48] B. K. Chang, J.-J. Zhou, N.-E. Lee, and M. Bernardi, npj Comput. Mater. 8, 63 (2022).

[49] See Supplemental Material at [URL will be inserted by publisher] for more computational details, computed band gap and magnetic moment as a function of U, and the phonon dispersion computed from DFPT+U.

[50] S. R. Park, T. Fukuda, A. Hamann, D. Lamago, L. Pintschovius, M. Fujita, K. Yamada, and D. Reznik, Phys. Rev. B 89, 020506 (2014).

[51] B. O. Wells, Z. X. Shen, A. Matsuura, D. M. King, M. A.

Kastner, M. Greven, and R. J. Birgeneau, Phys. Rev. Lett. 74, 964 (1995).

[52] J. A. Sobota, Y. He, and Z.-X. Shen, Rev. Mod. Phys.

93, 025006 (2021).

[53] T. Thio, R. J. Birgeneau, A. Cassanho, and M. A. Kastner, Phys. Rev. B 42, 10800 (1990).

[54] J. M. Ginder, M. G. Roe, Y. Song, R. P. McCall, J. R.

Gaines, E. Ehrenfreund, and A. J. Epstein, Phys. Rev. B 37, 7506 (1988).

[55] T. A. Kaplan and S. D. Mahanti, J. Appl. Phys 69, 5382 (1991).

[56] F. Stercel, T. Egami, H. A. Mook, M. Yethiraj, J.-H.

Chung, M. Arai, C. Frost, and F. Dogan, Phys. Rev. B 77, 014502 (2008).

[57] L. Pintschovius, W. Reichardt, M. Kläser, T. Wolf, and H. v. Löhneysen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 037001 (2002).

[58] H. Fröhlich, Adv. Phys. 3, 325 (1954).

[59] J.-J. Zhou, O. Hellman, and M. Bernardi, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 121, 226603 (2018).

[60] A. Lanzara, P. V. Bogdanov, X. J. Zhou, S. A. Kellar, D. L. Feng, E. D. Lu, T. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, A. Fujimori, K. Kishio, J.-I. Shimoyama, T. Noda, S. Uchida, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Nature 412, 510 (2001).

[61] P. D. Johnson, T. Valla, A. V. Fedorov, Z. Yusof, B. O. Wells, Q. Li, A. R. Moodenbaugh, G. D. Gu, N. Koshizuka, C. Kendziora, S. Jian, and D. G. Hinks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 177007 (2001).

[62] X. J. Zhou, T. Yoshida, A. Lanzara, P. V. Bogdanov, S. A. Kellar, K. M. Shen, W. L. Yang, F. Ronning, T. Sasagawa, T. Kakeshita, T. Noda, H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, C. T. Lin, F. Zhou, J. W. Xiong, W. X. Ti, Z. X. Zhao, A. Fujimori, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Nature 423, 398 (2003).

[63] R. J. McQueeney, Y. Petrov, T. Egami, M. Yethiraj, G. Shirane, and Y. Endoh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 628 (1999).

[64] A. Bianconi, N. L. Saini, A. Lanzara, M. Missori, T. Rossetti, H. Oyanagi, H. Yamaguchi, K. Oka, and T. Ito, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 3412 (1996).

[65] Our results are given in terms of hole energies, which correspond to negative electron energies relative to the QP peak. Note also that phonon satellites appear at electron energies lower than the QP peak for p-doped materials, as we assume here; the sign of the satellite energy would be reversed in the n-doped case [34].

[66] A. Bohrdt, E. Demler, F. Pollmann, M. Knap, and F. Grusdt, Phys. Rev. B 102, 035139 (2020).

[67] D. Betto, R. Fumagalli, L. Martinelli, M. Rossi, R. Piombo, K. Yoshimi, D. Di Castro, E. Di Gennaro, A. Sambri, D. Bonn, G. A. Sawatzky, L. Braicovich, N. B. Brookes, J. Lorenzana, and G. Ghiringhelli, Phys. Rev. B 103, L140409 (2021).

[68] I. J. Hamad, L. O. Manuel, and A. A. Aligia, Phys. Rev.

B 103, 144510 (2021).

[69] X. J. Zhou, J. Shi, T. Yoshida, T. Cuk, W. L. Yang, V. Brouet, J. Nakamura, N. Mannella, S. Komiya, Y. Ando, F. Zhou, W. X. Ti, J. W. Xiong, Z. X. Zhao, T. Sasagawa, T. Kakeshita, H. Eisaki, S. Uchida, A. Fujimori, Z. Zhang, E. W. Plummer, R. B. Laughlin, Z. Hussain, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 117001 (2005).