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Understanding electronic interactions in high-temperature superconductors is an outstanding chal-
lenge. In the widely studied cuprate materials, experimental evidence points to strong electron-
phonon (e-ph) coupling and broad photoemission spectra. Yet, the microscopic origin of this be-
havior 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 quantita-
tive 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 bond-
stretching 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 broad-
ening 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 broaden-
ing [1, 2, 6]. Yet, developing a deeper understanding
based on rigorous theory and quantitative calculations
has been difficult, mainly due to the strong electron cor-
relations 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 Hamilto-
nians can also be combined with model e-ph interac-
tions to predict the broadening of electron spectral func-
tions [3, 13–17]. However, key microscopic quantities
needed for a realistic description of e-ph coupling in most
high-temperature superconductors remain unknown, in-
cluding the strength of the e-ph interactions, their depen-
dence 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 insula-
tors [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 Hubbard-
corrected 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 pro-
totypical parent cuprate, La2CuO4 (LCO). We employ a
combination of advanced first-principles techniques, in-
cluding linear-response DFT+U and recently developed
treatments of anharmonic phonons [32], strong e-ph in-
teractions, and polarons [33, 34]. Starting from an accu-
rate 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 broaden-
ing and renormalization, as well as pronounced phonon
sidebands. These features are governed by the strongly-
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coupled LO phonons, with a smaller contribution from
lower-energy polar modes. Our results provide a quanti-
tative 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 low-

temperature 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 pa-
rameter in our calculations. We employ the SSCHA
method [32] to compute effective harmonic phonon dis-
persions at 150 K, a temperature where LCO is in its
antiferromagnetic (AFM) state [37, 43]. The e-ph per-
turbation 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], gσmnν(k,q), and interpolate them using
Wannier functions from Wannier90 [46]. (These matrix
elements represent the probability amplitude for an elec-
tron in a Bloch state ψσ

nk, with band index n, spin σ,
and crystal momentum k, to scatter into state ψσ

mk+q by
emitting or absorbing a phonon with mode index ν and
wave-vector q [39, 45, 47].) The electron spectral func-
tions are computed at finite temperature with a cumulant
approach described in Ref. [34]. This method can cap-
ture strong e-ph interactions and polaron effects, such as
the broadening and weight renormalization of the quasi-
particle 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 insulat-
ing cuprates [51, 52], with the valence band maximum
(VBM) at the nodal point N [k = (π

2
, π
2
)] and addi-

tional lower-energy valleys near the antinodal point M
[k = (π, 0)]. The computed band gap is Eg = 2.04 eV
and the Cu magnetic moment is µCu=0.62µB, in excel-
lent agreement with the respective experimental values,
Eexp

g = 2.0 eV [53, 54] and µ
exp
Cu = 0.60–0.64µB [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 in-
teractions 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
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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 la-
beled. 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 YBa2Cu3O6+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], |gν(k,q)|, computed at the elec-
tron nodal point k=N . We identify two groups of LO
phonons with strong Fröhlich-type coupling [58], named
here LO1 and LO2, with respective energies ω1≈85 meV
and ω2 ≈ 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 (∆q ≈ 0.015 Å−1)
near X , these LO modes exhibit large e-ph coupling
strengths, with values |g2| ≈ 5.5 eV for the LO2a,b and
|g1| ≈ 3.9 eV for the LO1a,b phonons. These long-
wavelength 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 corre-
lated metals (highest |g| ≈ 100 meV in Sr2RuO4) [20],
and have the same order of magnitude as the Fröhlich
coupling strengths in insulating oxides with polaron ef-
fects, including CoO and SrTiO3 [18, 34, 59].
Notably, the energies of the LO1 and LO2 modes coin-

cide with those of strongly-coupled phonons observed ex-
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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 strongly-
coupled LO modes (LO1a,b and LO2a,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 rep-
resenting 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 un-
doped cuprates due to their broader ARPES spectra [4].
Our results show quantitatively that strong e-ph interac-
tions 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 LO1a

and LO1b modes correspond to vibrations in the CuO2

plane consisting of oxygen breathing motions. These
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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 cou-
ple strongly with holes in neutron scattering measure-
ments [63] and are linked to Cu-O charge transfer [56]
and formation of charge-ordered phases [57]. The LO2a

and LO2b modes, on the other hand, involve both in-
plane Cu-O bond-bending, with O atoms moving normal
to the Cu-O bonds [57], and motion of the apical O atoms
outside the CuO2 planes [64]. The ∼55 meV energy of
the LO2a,b modes is consistent with bond-bending modes
measured in the doped LCO compound La2−xSrxCuO4

(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 ∆q from X) but
weaker than those of the LO1,2 modes. These strongly-
coupled LE modes consist mainly of Cu-O bond-bending
and apical O vibrations, with modes at lower energies as-
sociated with higher-amplitude oscillations of Cu and La
atoms. Animations for all strongly-coupled modes de-
scribed 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
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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 ωLO≈70 meV accom-
panied by a less pronounced overtone at 2ωLO≈140 meV
relative to the QP peak [65]. These phonon sidebands
form as a result of strong e-ph coupling with the LO1

and LO2 modes, whose average energy equals the satel-
lite energy ωLO≈70 meV. Other phonons with apprecia-
ble e-ph coupling, such as the LE modes, can also redis-
tribute 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 broaden-
ing (FCB) model, which describes the spectral func-
tions in (un)doped cuprates as a superposition of mul-
tiple incoherent peaks [1, 2, 6]. The QP-peak broaden-
ing 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 un-
doped 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 en-
ergy in our calculations, similar to previous results for
large polarons in oxides [18, 34], and are not visible be-
yond the second overtone at 2ωLO. 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 Ep of the spectral function shifts with
temperature according to ∆Ep ≈ πkB∆T , where kB is
the Boltzmann constant. This formula provides only a
crude estimate − for example, the measured tempera-
ture dependence is twice greater than predicted by this
model in undoped Sr2CuO2Cl2 and Ca2CuO2Cl2 be-
tween 100−400 K. In contrast, our calculations on LCO
can predict with a high accuracy the temperature depen-
dence 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
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First-principles (this work)
t− J m del (Rösch et al., PRL 2005)
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FIG. 4. Electron-phonon coupling distribution function,
γ(E), computed using Eq. (1) (solid curve). For compari-
son, 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 ~ωνq) at a given energy E:

γ(E) =
∑

νq

|gν (k,q)|
2
δ(E − ~ωνq). (1)

This quantity has been computed using a t–J model [3]
to interpret the measured electron self-energy in under-
doped LSCO [69]. This model calculation gives a dis-
tribution function that captures the experimental self-
energy 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 dop-
ing in real samples [3].
We compute the e-ph coupling distribution function

for the nodal point k = N in our first-principles set-
tings. 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 ex-
periments [69]. Importantly, our calculations recover the
missing peak at 40 meV, which is due to e-ph interac-
tions 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 dx2

−y2 and O px,y orbitals [11, 13],
so e-ph interactions from Cu-O bond-bending and api-
cal 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.
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In summary, we study e-ph interactions in the parent
cuprate LCO using state-of-the-art first-principles calcu-
lations. 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 spec-
tral functions, including their significant broadening and
QP weight renormalization, the presence of phonon side-
bands with a broad incoherent background, and the ori-
gin of a 40 meV peak in the energy distribution func-
tions not accounted for by existing models. As many
parent high-temperature superconductors are ionic insu-
lators, we believe that strong Fröhlich-type e-ph coupling
may be a general feature of parent phases, and plan to in-
vestigate this point in broader classes of superconductors
in the future.
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[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).
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H. v. Löhneysen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 037001 (2002).
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