arXiv:1904.06602v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 13 Apr 2019

Mode-selective coupling of coherent phonons to the Bi2212 electronic band structure

S.-L. Yang,^{1, 2, ∗} J. A. Sobota,^{1, 3} Y. He,^{1, 2} D. Leuenberger,^{1, 2} H. Soifer,^1 H. Eisaki,^4 P. S. Kirchmann,^{1, †} and Z.-X. Shen^{1, 2, ‡} 1Stanford Institute for Materials and Energy Sciences, SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory, 2575 Sand Hill Road, Menlo Park, CA 94025, USA 2Geballe Laboratory for Advanced Materials, Departments of Physics and Applied Physics, Stanford University, Stanford, CA 94305, USA 3Advanced Light Source, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA 4Electronics and Photonics Research Institute, National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-8558, Japan (Dated: April 16, 2019)

Cuprate superconductors host a multitude of low-energy optical phonons. Using time- and angleresolved photoemission spectroscopy, we study coherent phonons in Bi2Sr2Ca0.92 Y0.08Cu2O_{8+δ} . Sub-meV modulations of the electronic band structure are observed at frequencies of 3.94±0.01 and 5.59 ± 0.06 THz. For the dominant mode at 3.94 THz, the amplitude of the band energy oscillation weakly increases as a function of momentum away from the node. Theoretical calculations allow identifying the observed modes as CuO2-derived A1g phonons. The Bi- and Sr-derived A1g modes which dominate Raman spectra in the relevant frequency range are absent in our measurements. This highlights the mode-selectivity for phonons coupled to the near-Fermi-level electrons, which originate from CuO2 planes and dictate thermodynamic properties.

PACS numbers: 74.72.-h, 78.47.J-, 71.38.-k

Understanding electron-phonon coupling (EPC) has been crucial to the study of superconductivity. In conventional superconductors, EPC facilitates Cooper pair formation [1]. In cuprate high temperature superconductors, a complex phonon spectrum is observed [2–11], and the contribution of particular phonon modes to superconductivity remains debated. It is thus important to study individual phonon modes and their respective coupling to the electronic states in cuprates.

A variety of spectroscopic techniques have been utilized to study EPC in cuprates. Phonon spectroscopies such as Raman spectroscopy [5–11], optical spectroscopy [13, 14], inelastic x-ray scattering [15, 16] and neutron scattering [3, 4] have been extensively applied to cuprates. However, these scattering experiments do not directly resolve the coupling to electronic states. Angleresolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) resolves disperson kinks in the electron momentum space, indicating strong coupling between electrons and bosonic modes [17–25]. These kinks have been assigned to EPC involving oxygen-derived phonons [19–25]. However, it remains difficult to separate the contributions from individual phonon modes in the analysis of dispersion kinks [24, 25].

Optical pump-probe experiments [26, 27] have been employed to study EPC in cuprates based on the twotemperature model [28]. These experiments extract the EPC strength by tracking the changes of the optical reflectivity due to photoexcited electrons. However, the extracted EPC strength is averaged over the entire Fermi surface and all phonon modes, and is based on the assumption that electrons and phonons can be treated as instantaneously thermalized ensembles [28].

Ultrafast excitation of coherent phonon oscillations simultaneously modulates the lattice and electronic properties at the same frequency. This provides an opportunity to resolve phonon frequencies with a resolution < 0.1 THz (0.4 meV), thus enabling a mode-specific investigation of EPC [29–31]. For cuprate superconductors, time-resolved optical spectroscopies have observed coherent phonons [32–39], yet the inability to directly resolve electronic states limits the understanding on microscopic interactions.

Notably, the EPC strength is characterized by the momentum-dependent deformation potential D(k), which is defined by the ratio of the electronic energy shift δϵ(k) and the corresponding lattice distortion δu: D(k) = δϵ(k)/δu [41]. Time-resolved ARPES (trARPES) is an ideal tool to access δϵ(k) as the lattice vibrates. Among others, this technique has been applied to Bismuth [42, 43], Bi_2Se_3 [29], Bi_2Te_3 [44], CeTe_3 [30], and FeSe/SrTiO_3 thin films [31], yielding important insight on the momentum-dependent EPC in these materials. Meanwhile, despite the significant progress in revealing quasiparticle dynamics in cuprates using trARPES [45–51], there has not been any trARPES study reporting coherent phonons in cuprates.

In this Letter we report the first trARPES study of coherent phonon oscillations in a cuprate superconductor. In optimally doped Bi_2Sr_2Ca_{0.92}Y_{0.08}Cu_2O_{8+δ} (OP Bi2212, T_c = 96 K), we discover a dominant modulation of the electronic band structure at 3.94 ± 0.01 THz, and a sub-dominant modulation at 5.59 ± 0.06 THz. Our study reveals that the oscillation amplitude of the dominant mode weakly increases from the node to the antinode, which reflects the momentum dependence of the de-

FIG. 1. (color online). Oscillations of the nodal band dispersion at T = 145 K with an incident pump fluence of 0.28 mJ/cm^2. (a) ARPES spectrum at the node before time zero. The overlaid band dispersion (black) is obtained by fitting the momentum distribution curves (MDCs). Inset illustrates the momentum-space trajectory (red) and the Fermi surface calculated by a tightbinding model (black) [12]. (b) MDCs for select binding energies from 0 to −160 meV, as indicated by colored markers in panel (a). The Lorentzian fits (black) are overlaid on the MDCs. (c) Momentum dynamics (Δk) extracted from the time-dependent MDCs. Traces are offset for clarity. (d) Coherent responses extracted from the momentum dynamics. The coherent momentum oscillation (δk) is extracted by removing the smooth backgrounds in panel (c), and integrated within the energy windows of [−60, 0] meV (solid black), [−160, −80] meV (dashed black), and [−160, 0] meV (blue-red shade), respectively. The coherent energy oscillation (δE) is obtained by multiplying δk with the Fermi velocity 1.86 eV.Å(blue-red shade, bottom).

formation potential for an A_{1g} phonon involving CuO_2 motions [52, 53]. The ability to precisely determine the phonon frequency permits us to discern that the electronic states near the Fermi level E_F are selectively coupled to the CuO_2 related A_{1g} phonon, rather than the Bi and Sr related phonons which dominate Raman spectra in the relevant frequency range [5–11]. This illustrates the mode- and band-selective nature of EPC in complex materials such as cuprates and the power of trARPES to uniquely address it.

Our trARPES system is based on a Ti-Sapphire regenerative amplifier which outputs 1.5 eV, 35 fs pulses at a repetition rate of 312 kHz. The fundamental beam is split into pump and probe paths. In the pump path, a mechanical translation stage tunes the pump-probe delay. In the probe path, two stages of second harmonic generation provide 6 eV probe pulses. Pump and probe beam profiles are characterized by the full-widths-at-half-maximum (FWHMs), which are 154 × 166 μm^2 and 50 × 103 μm^2, respectively. The overall time resolution is 77 fs as characterized by a resolution-limited cross-correlation [40]. We use an incident pump fluence of 0.28 mJ/cm^2. Photoelectrons are collected by a Scienta R4000 hemispherical analyzer, under ultrahigh vacuum with a pressure < 7 × 10^{−11} Torr. The overall energy resolution is 40 meV. The measurement temperature is 145 K.

The band dispersion along the Brillouin zone diagonal (node) before time zero is displayed in Fig. 1(a). We extract band dispersions by fitting the momentum distribution curves (MDCs) to Lorentzian functions (Fig. 1(b)). The extracted band dispersion at 145 K does not exhibit strong dispersion kinks, which is likely due to both the 40 meV energy resolution and thermal spectral broadening [54]. Figure 1(c) displays the change of MDC peak positions (Δk) as a function of pump-probe delay for select binding energies. We identify periodic oscillations in the momentum dynamics on top of incoherent dynamics.

To investigate the binding energy dependence of the coherent response, we define two energy integration windows with respect to E_F: [−160, −80] and [−60, 0] meV. We remove the incoherent signal by fitting the momentum dynamics to a 4^{th}-order polynomial function and extracting the fitting residuals δk [55]. In the top panel of Fig. 1(d) we compare δk integrated within the two energy windows. The oscillation amplitude is independent of binding energy within experimental uncertainties. Therefore we integrate the coherent response over the entire energy range of [−160, 0] meV for an improved signalto-noise ratio (SNR), as shown in the middle panel of Fig. 1(d). Since the band dispersion is approximately linear (Fig. 1(a)), we cannot distinguish momentum shifts versus energy shifts. We calculate band energy oscillations via δE = v_Fδk, where v_F = 1.86 eV·Å is the nodal Fermi velocity (Fig. 1(d), bottom panel).

The coherent energy oscillations δE at the node and 18° off the node are obtained using their corresponding Fermi velocities, and presented in Fig. 2(a) and (b). These oscillations are fitted to an exponentially-decaying cosine function,

FIG. 2. (color online). Frequency analysis of coherent phonon modes. (a, b) Coherent energy oscillations (blue-red shades) at (a) θ = 45° (node) and (b) θ = 27°. Fitting to an exponentially-decaying cosine function (green) yields the phonon frequency f1 and phase ϕ1. (c) Fitting residues (circles) from the analysis in (a) and (b) exhibit a distinct coherent mode. Fitting the residual data to exponentially-decaying cosine functions yields f2 = 5.59 ± 0.06 THz with a phase ϕ2 = 0.05 ± 0.08 π. (d) Fourier transforms (FTs) of the coherent energy oscillations for θ = 45° (red) and 27° (black). The momentum trajectories are indicated in the inset.

A exp (−t/τ) cos (2πft + ϕ) (1)

which yields the frequency f and phase ϕ for each data set. A and τ stand for the oscillation amplitude and the relaxation time constant, respectively. t is the time delay, with time zero independently determined by a resolutionlimited cross-correlation [40]. The extracted frequency and phase of the dominant mode are f_1 = 3.94±0.01 THz and ϕ_1 = 0.84 ± 0.02 π, respectively, and are consistent across nodal and off-nodal measurements within fitting uncertainties. The fitting residues in Fig. 2(c) display weak but discernible oscillations. This is particularly evident in the residual data at θ = 45°, for which fitting using Eqn. 1 yields a second mode at f_2 = 5.59 ± 0.06 THz with a phase ϕ_2 = 0.05 ± 0.08 π. In Fig. 2(d) we plot the normalized Fourier transforms (FTs) corresponding to the nodal and off-nodal data. Both FTs confirm the existence of a dominant modulation near 4 THz and a sub-dominant modulation near 5.6 THz. The phase difference between these two modulations is close to π.

We present a detailed momentum-dependent study of the dominant 3.94 THz mode in Fig. 3. To compare results obtained with different sample orientations, we enforce a constant absorbed energy per pulse per unit cell while rotating the sample (22 meV/(pulse·unit cell)) [30, 40]. We also consider the anisotropy of optical constants and the effect of time-resolution broadening

FIG. 3. (color online). Momentum dependence of the coherent phonon oscillation. (a) Fermi surface (FS) plot (black) with contours (red and blue) indicating the momenta for trARPES measurements. (b) Coherent energy oscillations as a function of the FS angle. The absorbed energy density of 22 meV/(pulse·unit cell) is enforced while rotating the sample [40]. (c) Amplitudes of the energy oscillations as a function of the FS angle. Measurement 1 is emphasized by thicker markers considering its higher signal-to-noise and smaller fitting uncertainties. Overlaid are the theoretical EPC strengths (lines) for the A1g and B1g modes, the apical mode (apex), and the breathing mode (br), respectively. The theoretical results are normalized by their respective maxima in the Brillouin zone.

due to the change in incident angles. These factors only contribute to < 5% uncertainties of the oscillation amplitudes [40]. Results from two measurements on the same sample are displayed in Fig. 3(b). Measurement 1 refers to the same data as shown in Fig. 2, which covers only the two extreme Fermi surface (FS) angles with a high SNR. In contrast, Measurement 2 examines 8 FS angles with a lower SNR. Sub-meV coherent energy oscillations are resolved for all FS angles and both measurements. Due to the limited SNR in Measurement 2, we fit the oscillations to non-decaying cosine functions to extract average amplitudes in the time window of [0.2, 1.1] ps. The extracted average amplitude A_E shows a weak momentum dependence (Fig. 3(c)).

The momentum-resolved oscillation amplitude directly reflects the underlying deformation potential D(k) for q = 0 modes [41, 56]. D(k) is proportional to the electron-phonon coupling vertex g(k, q = 0) which is more commonly discussed in theoretical studies [41, 54].

g(k, q = 0) = ( h̄ 2MNω )_{1/2} ϵ̂ · D(k) ∝ A_E (k) (2)

Here h̄, M, N, ω, and ϵ̂ represent the reduced Planck constant, the mode effective mass, the number of unit cells, the phonon frequency, and the phonon eigenvector, respectively. Eqn. 2 allows us to use the experimental oscillation amplitude A_E to compare to theoretical predictions of g(k, q = 0).

Johnston et al. provides a comprehensive theoretical survey of several important oxygen phonons in cuprates based on the charge-transfer induced coupling [52]. The formalism can be significantly simplified for q = 0 modes which are coherently driven by optical excitations. Here we summarize the EPC vertices for the in-plane breathing mode (“br”), the out-of-plane A_{1g} and B_{1g} modes, and the apical oxygen mode (“apex”).

g_{br}(k, q = 0) = 0 g_{A1g ,B1g} (k, q = 0) ∼ sin^2 (k_xa/2) ± sin^2 (k_ya/2)

g_{apex}(k, q = 0) ∼ [cos (k_xa/2) − cos (k_ya/2)]^2 (3)

Here a is the lattice constant assuming a tetragonal unit cell. In Fig. 3(c) we plot the EPC vertices for various phonon modes using Eqn. 3. The theoretical EPC vertices are normalized by their respective maxima in the Brillouin zone. Notably, only A_{1g} modes exhibit nonzero coupling at the node and their coupling strength increases slightly as the momentum moves away from the node. In addition, the coherent response in time-resolved spectroscopies is generally dominated by A_{1g} modes which inherit the full lattice symmetry [29, 31, 57, 58]. We thus conclude that the 3.94 THz modulation corresponds to an A_{1g} mode in the tetragonal notation, or an A_g mode in the orthorhombic notation [6, 10, 11]. Similarly, the 5.59 THz mode is likely a fully symmetric mode considering its nonzero coupling near the node.

We discuss the significance of our observations in comparison to the previous literature on optical phonons in Bi2212. We focus on low-energy modes in the frequency range of 0 ∼ 6 THz (0 ∼ 200 cm^{−1}), as the amplitudes of coherent oscillations at higher frequencies are significantly reduced due to the finite time resolution [31]. Bi2212 has 6 A_{1g} modes based on the I4/mmm tetragonal structure [9, 10, 14]. Near optimal doping, the pronounced A_{1g} modes in Raman spectra are at 1.8 and 3.6 THz (60 and 120 cm^{−1}) [5–11]. A time-resolved reflectivity experiment also observes these two modes, verifying that ultrafast optical excitations at 1.5 eV can indeed launch these modes coherently [39]. Meanwhile, in our trARPES experiment the 1.8 and 3.6 THz modes are below the noise level in the Fourier transform of the coherent response (Fig. 2(d)). The dominant mode in trARPES is instead at 3.94 THz (∼ 130 cm^{−1}), and we observe it for a wide range of dopings [40]. This mode only appears as a weak shoulder-like feature in Raman spectra [10, 11]. These discrepancies challenge our understanding of the coupling between electrons and lowenergy optical phonons in Bi2212.

We resolve these discrepancies by considering the nature of different phonon modes. From Raman spectroscopy, the 1.8 and 3.6 THz modes have been assigned to the A_{1g} phonons mainly involving Bi and Sr motions [6–10, 14, 59]. These modes are unlikely to be strongly coupled to the electrons near E_F due to the spatial separation between the CuO_2-derived electrons and the atomic motions in the charge reservoir layers. On the other hand, the assignment of the 3.94 THz mode in the Raman literature has been debated. While some studies assign it to a Cu A_g mode in the orthorhombic notation [6, 9], others attribute it to disorder-induced Sr- or Bi-derived vibrations [10]. Based on the momentum dependence of the coupling strength (Fig. 3(c)), our study supports the assignment to a Cu A_g mode. This is also consistent with the theoretical framework in Ref. [52]. These considerations highlight an important fact: Raman spectroscopy and time-resolved reflectivity measurements are powerful tools for identifying phonon modes, but do not directly reflect how the modes couple to the electronic bands near E_F. Moreover, a time-resolved reflectivity experiment on La_{1.85}Sr_{0.15}CuO_4 shows that different probe photon energies reveal coherent modes at different frequencies, emphasizing the nontrivial correspondence between electronic bands and the phonon modes they couple to [38]. trARPES probes the EPC through the band-specific low-energy electron dynamics, and allows us to identify which of the many phonons in cuprates are coupled to the electronic band responsible for transport and thermodynamic properties.

Our experiment is complementary to equilibrium ARPES, which probes EPC via the analysis of dispersion kinks [17–25, 60, 61]. In particular, high-resolution ARPES studies have revealed EPC involving multiple phonon modes in the range of 2.4 ∼ 7.3 THz (10 ∼ 30 meV) [60, 61]. Meanwhile, it is difficult to quantify the coupling to individual modes due to the complication of bare-band dispersions and the effective integration over all phonon momenta. In contrast, coherent phonon studies using trARPES avoid the complication of bare-band dispersions, and are only sensitive to q = 0 modes. Moreover, time-domain measurements provide higher sensitivity to lower-frequency optical modes. The effective phonon energy resolution is only limited by the time range of coherent oscillations. Therefore, different modes which are closely spaced in energy can be distinguished in the time domain and selectively investigated [29].

In this study we measure the momentum dependence of EPC strength in cuprate superconductors, enabled by the capabilities of trARPES to resolve electronic bands modulated by phonon modes. As a step beyond traditional phonon spectroscopies, our measurement identifies two A_{1g} modes which selectively couple to the electronic states near E_F. An immediate extension of the present study is to combine with a time-resolved diffraction measurement, which tracks the lattice distortion δu for the corresponding phonon oscillation. Combining the electron energy shift and the lattice distortion defines a coherent “lock-in” experiment which determines the deformation potential purely experimentally [31]. Furthermore, improvements of the time resolution will grant access to other important modes, in particular the 8.5 THz B_{1g} mode [20–22, 62] and the 17 THz apical mode [63]. These experimental pursuits will be vital for theories examining the complex interactions underlying high temperature superconductivity.

Acknowledgments We thank Brian Moritz and Thomas Devereaux for fruitful discussions. This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Basic Energy Sciences, Materials Sciences and Engineering Division under contract DE- AC02-76SF00515. S.-L.Y. acknowledges support by the Stanford Graduate Fellowship. S.-L.Y. is also supported by the Kavli Postdoctoral Fellowship at Cornell University. J.A.S. is in part supported by the Gordon and Betty Moore Foundations EPiQS Initiative through Grant GBMF4546. D.L. acknowledges partial support by the Swiss National Science Foundation under fellowship P300P2151328. H.S. acknowledges support from the Fulbright Scholar Program.

∗ current affiliations: Kavli Institute at Cornell for Nanoscale Science; Laboratory of Atomic and Solid State Physics, Department of Physics; Department of Materials Science and Engineering. Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 14853, USA † kirchman@slac.stanford.edu ‡ zxshen@stanford.edu [1] J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer, Phys.

Rev. 106, 162 (1957).

[2] B. Renker, F. Gompf, D. Ewert, H. Schmidt, E. Gering, and H. Mutka, Z. Phys. B - Condensed Matter 75, 65 (1989).

[3] D. Reznik, L. Pintschovius, M. Ito, S. Iikubo, M. Sato, H. Goka, M. Fujita, K. Yamada, G. D. Gu, and J. M. Tranquada, Nature 440, 1170 (2006).

[4] H. F. Fong, B. Keimer, P. W. Anderson, D. Reznik, F. Dogan, and I. A. Aksay, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 316 (1995).

[5] M. Cardona, C. Thomsen, R. Liu, H. G. von Schnering, M. Hartweg, Y. F. Yan, and Z. X. Zhao, Solid State Commun. 66, 1225 (1988).

[6] S. Sugai and M. Sato, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 28, 1361 (1989).

[7] M. Boekholt, A. Erle, P. C. Splittgerber-Hunnekes, and

G. Guntherodt, Solid State Commun. 74, 1107 (1990). [8] V. N. Denisov, B. N. Mavrin, and V. B. Podobedov, Solid State Commun. 70, 885 (1989).

[9] R. Liu, M. V. Klein, P. D. Han, and D. A. Payne, Phys.

Rev. B 45, 7392 (1992).

[10] M. Kakihana, M. Osada, M. Kall, L. Borjesson, H. Mazaki, H. Yasuoka, M. Yashima, and M. Yoshimura, Phys. Rev. B 53, 11796 (1996).

[11] S. Sugai, H. Suzuki, Y. Takayanagi, T. Hosokawa, and N. Hayamizu, Phys. Rev. B 68, 184504 (2003).

[12] R. S. Markiewicz, S. Sahrakorpi, M. Lindroos, H. Lin, and A. Bansil, Phys. Rev. B 72, 054519 (2005).

[13] A. A. Tsvetkov, D. Dulic, D. van der Marel, A. Damascelli, G. A. Kaljushnaia, J. I. Gorina, N. N. Senturina, N. N. Kolesnikov, Z. F. Ren, J. H. Wang, A. A. Menovsky, and T. T. M. Palstra, Phys. Rev. B 60, 13196 (1999).

[14] N. N. Kovaleva, A. V. Boris, T. Holden, C. Ulrich, B. Liang, C. T. Lin, B. Keimer, C. Bernhard, J. L. Tallon, D. Munzar, and A. M. Stoneham, Phys. Rev. B 69, 054511 (2004).

[15] M. Le Tacon, A. Bosak, S. M. Souliou, G. Dellea, T. Loew, R. Heid, K.-P. Bohnen, G. Ghiringhelli, M. Krisch, and B. Keimer, Nature Phys. 10, 52 (2014).

[16] Y. He, S. Wu, Y. Song, W. S. Lee, A. H. Said, A. Alatas, A. Bosak, A. Girard, S. M. Souliou, A. Ruiz, M. Hepting, M. Bluschke, E. Schierle, E. Weschke, J. S. Lee, H. Jang, H. Huang, M. Hashimoto, D. H. Lu, D. Song, Y. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, Z. X. Shen, R. J. Birgeneau, M. Yi, and A. Frano, Phys. Rev. B 98, 035102 (2018).

[17] A. D. Gromko, A. V. Fedorov, Y.-D. Chuang, J. D. Koralek, Y. Aiura, Y. Yamaguchi, K. Oka, Y. Ando, and D. S. Dessau, Phys. Rev. B 68, 174520 (2003).

[18] A. Kaminski, M. Randeria, J. C. Campuzano, M. R. Norman, H. Fretwell, J. Mesot, T. Sato, T. Takahashi, and K. Kadowaki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 1070 (2001).

[19] 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).

[20] T. Cuk, F. Baumberger, D. H. Lu, N. Ingle, X. J. Zhou, H. Eisaki, N. Kaneko, Z. Hussain, T. P. Devereaux, N. Nagaosa, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 117003 (2004).

[21] T. P. Devereaux, T. Cuk, Z.-X. Shen, and N. Nagaosa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 117004 (2004).

[22] W. S. Lee, W. Meevasana, S. Johnston, D. H.

Lu, I. M. Vishik, R. G. Moore, H. Eisaki, N. Kaneko, T. P. Devereaux, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. B 77, 140504(R) (2008).

[23] H. Iwasawa, J. F. Douglas, K. Sato, T. Masui, Y. Yoshida, Z. Sun, H. Eisaki, H. Bando, A. Ino, M. Arita, K. Shimada, H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, S. Tajima, S. Uchida, T. Saitoh, D. S. Dessau, and Y. Aiura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 157005 (2008).

[24] 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).

[25] W. Meevasana, N. J. C. Ingle, D. H. Lu, J. R. Shi, F. Baumberger, K. M. Shen, W. S. Lee, T. Cuk,

H. Eisaki, T. P. Devereaux, N. Nagaosa, J. Zaanen, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 157003 (2006).

[26] C. Gadermaier, A. S. Alexandrov, V. V. Kabanov, P. Kusar, T. Mertelj, X. Yao, C. Manzoni, D. Brida, G. Cerullo, and D. Mihailovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 257001 (2010).

[27] S. Dal Conte, C. Giannetti, G. Coslovich, F. Cilento, D. Bossini, T. Abebaw, F. Banfi, G. Ferrini, H. Eisaki, M. Greven, A. Damascelli, D. van der Marel, and F. Parmigiani, Science 335, 1600 (2012).

[28] P. B. Allen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 1460 (1987). [29] J. A. Sobota, S.-L. Yang, D. Leuenberger, A. F. Kemper, J. G. Analytis, I. R. Fisher, P. S. Kirchmann, T. P. Devereaux, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 157401 (2014).

[30] D. Leuenberger, J. A. Sobota, S.-L. Yang, A. F. Kemper, P. Giraldo-Gallo, R. G. Moore, I. R. Fisher, P. S. Kirchmann, T. P. Devereaux, and Z.-X. Shen, Phys. Rev. B 91, 201106(R) (2015).

[31] S. Gerber, S.-L. Yang, D. Zhu, H. Hoifer, J. A. Sobota, S. Rebec, J. J. Lee, T. Jia, B. Moritz, C. Jia, A. Gauthier, Y. Li, D. Leuenberger, Y. Zhang, L. Chaix, W. Li, H. Jang, J.-S. Lee, M. Yi, G. L. Dakovski, S. Song, J. M. Glownia, S. Nelson, K. W. Kim, Y.-D. Chuang, Z. Hussain, C.-C. Kao, R. G. Moore, T. P. Devereaux, W.-S. Lee, P. S. Kirchmann, and Z.-X. Shen, Science 357, 71 (2017).

[32] J. M. Chwalek, C. Uher, J. F. Whitaker, G. A. Mourou, J. Agostinelli, and M. Lelental, Appl. Phys. Lett. 57, 1696 (1990).

[33] W. Albrecht, T. Kruse, and H. Kurz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 1451 (1992).

[34] Y. Okano, H. Katsuki, Y. Nakagawa, H. Takahashi, K. G. Nakamura, and K. Ohmori, Faraday Discuss. 153, 375 (2011).

[35] H. Takahashi, K. Kato, H. Nakano, M. Kitajima, K. Ohmori, and K. G. Nakamura, Solid State Commun. 149, 1955 (2009).

[36] J. P. Hinton, J. D. Koralek, Y. M. Lu, A. Vishwanath, J. Orenstein, D. A. Bonn, W. N. Hardy, and R. Liang, Phys. Rev. B 88, 060508(R) (2013).

[37] D. H. Torchinsky, F. Mahmood, A. T. Bollinger, I. Božović, and N. Gedik, Nature Mater. 12, 387 (2013).

[38] B. Mansart, J. Lorenzana, A. Mann, A. Odeh, M. Scarongella, M. Chergui, and F. Carbone, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 110, 4539 (2013).

[39] O. V. Misochko, Phys. Solid State 42, 1169 (2000). [40] See Supplemental Material (online), which includes Refs. [30, 64–68].

[41] F. S. Khan and P. B. Allen, Phys. Rev. B 29, 3341 (1984).

[42] E. Papalazarou, J. Faure, J. Mauchain, M. Marsi, A. Taleb-lbrahimi, I. Reshetnyak, A. van Roekeghem, I. Timrov, N. Vast, B. Arnaud, and L. Perfetti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 256808 (2012).

[43] M. Greif, L. Kasmi, L. Castiglioni, M. Lucchini, L. Gallmann, U. Keller, J. Osterwalder, and M. Hengsberger, Phys. Rev. B 94, 054309 (2016).

[44] E. Golias and J. Sánchez-Barriga, Phys. Rev. B 94, 161113(R) (2016).

[45] L. Perfetti, P. A. Loukakos, M. Lisowski, U. Bovensiepen, H. Eisaki, and M. Wolf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 197001 (2007).

[46] J. Graf, C. Jozwiak, C. L. Smallwood, H. Eisaki,

R. A. Kaindl, D.-H. Lee, and A. Lanzara, Nature Phys. 7, 805 (2011).

[47] R. Cortés, L. Rettig, Y. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, M. Wolf, and U. Bovensiepen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 097002 (2011).

[48] C. L. Smallwood, J. P. Hinton, C. Jozwiak, W. Zhang, J. D. Koralek, H. Eisaki, D.- H. Lee, J. Orenstein, and A. Lanzara, Science (New York, N.Y.) 336, 1137 (2012).

[49] W. Zhang, C. Hwang, C. L. Smallwood, T. L. Miller, G. Affeldt, K. Kurashima, C. Jozwiak, H. Eisaki, T. Adachi, Y. Koike, D.-H. Lee, and A. Lanzara, Nat. Commun. 5, 4959 (2014).

[50] S.-L. Yang, J. A. Sobota, D. Leuenberger, Y. He, M. Hashimoto, D. H. Lu, H. Eisaki, P. S. Kirchmann, and Z. X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 247001 (2015).

[51] T. L. Miller, W. Zhang, H. Eisaki, and A. Lanzara, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 097001 (2017).

[52] S. Johnston, F. Vernay, B. Moritz, Z.-X. Shen, N. Nagaosa, J. Zaanen, and T. P. Devereaux, Phys. Rev. B 82, 064513 (2010).

[53] T. P. Devereaux, A. M. Shvaika, K. Wu, K. Wohlfeld, C. J. Jia, Y. Wang, B. Moritz, L. Chaix, W.-S. Lee, Z.-X. Shen, G. Ghiringhelli, and L. Braicovich, Phys. Rev. X 6, 041019 (2016).

[54] G. Grimvall, The Electron-Phonon Interaction in Metals (North-Holland Pub. Co., Amsterdam, 1981).

[55] S.-L. Yang, J. A. Sobota, D. Leuenberger, A. F. Kemper, J. J. Lee, F. T. Schmitt, W. Li, R. G. Moore, P. S. Kirchmann, and Z.-X. Shen, Nano Lett. 15, 4150 (2015).

[56] A. V. Kuznetsov and C. J. Stanton, Phys. Rev. Lett. 73, 3243 (1994).

[57] S. Gerber, K. W. Kim, Y. Zhang, D. Zhu, N. Plonka, M. Yi, G. L. Dakovski, D. Leuenberger, P. Kirchmann, R. G. Moore, M. Chollet, J. M. Glownia, Y. Feng, J.-S. Lee, A. Mehta, A. F. Kemper, T. Wolf, Y.-D. Chuang, Z. Hussain, C.-C. Kao, B. Moritz, Z.-X. Shen, T. P. Devereaux, and W.-S. Lee, Nat. Commun. 6, 7377 (2015).

[58] J. J. Li, J. Chen, D. A. Reis, S. Fahy, and R. Merlin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 047401 (2013).

[59] C. Falter and F. Schnetgöke, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 15, 8495 (2003).

[60] I. M. Vishik, W. S. Lee, F. Schmitt, B. Moritz, T. Sasagawa, S. Uchida, K. Fujita, S. Ishida, C. Zhang, T. P. Devereaux, and Z. X. Shen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 207002 (2010).

[61] T. Kondo, Y. Nakashima, W. Malaeb, Y. Ishida, Y. Hamaya, T. Takeuchi, and S. Shin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 217006 (2013).

[62] Y. He, M. Hashimoto, D. Song, S.-D. Chen, J. He, I. M.

Vishik, B. Moritz, D.-H. Lee, N. Nagaosa, J. Zaanen, T. P. Devereaux, Y. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, D. H. Lu, and Z.-X. Shen, Science 362, 62 (2018).

[63] A. Pashkin, M. Porer, M. Beyer, K. W. Kim, A. Dubroka, C. Bernhard, X. Yao, Y. Dagan, R. Hackl, A. Erb, J. Demsar, R. Huber, and A. Leitenstorfer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 067001 (2010).

[64] M. Born and E. Wolf, Principles of Optics, 6th ed. (Pergamon Press, New York, 1980).

[65] S. Freutel, Transient change of the electronic structure of Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+x, Ph.D. thesis, University of Duisburg- Essen (2015).

[66] M. P. Seah and W. A. Dench, Surf. Interface Analysis 1, 2 (1979).

[67] S. Tajima, G. D. Gu, S. Miyamoto, A. Odagawa, and

N. Koshizuka, Phys. Rev. B 48, 16164 (1993). [68] M. A. Quijada, D. B. Tanner, R. J. Kelley, M. Onellion,

H. Berger, and G. Margaritondo, Phys. Rev. B 60, 14917 (1999).