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Recent re ectivity m easurem ents indicated a possible violation of the in-plane optical integral in

the underdoped high-T. com pound B 1, S, C aC u,0 g+

up to frequenciesm uch higher than expected

by standard BC S theory. The sum rule violation m ay be related to a loss of In-plane kinetic energy
at the superconducting transition. Here, we show that a m odelbased on phase uctuations of the
superconducting order param eter introduces a change of the inplane kinetic energy at T.. The
change is due to a transition from a phase-incoherent C ooperpair m otion in the pseudogap regin e

above T. to a phase-coherent m otion at Tc.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 71274+ a, 7425.0b, 74.712H s

I. NTRODUCTION

The key idea of the phase— uctuation scenario In the
high-T. superconductors is the notion that the pssudo—
gap observed In a w ide variety ofexperin ents arises fon

In this scenario, below a m ean— eld tem perature scale
TY ¥, a dyz y2-wave gap am plitude is assumed to de-
velop. However, the superconducting transition is sup—
pressed to a considerably, lower transition tem perature
T. by phase uctuationst?!. In the Interm ediate tem per-
ature regin e between T ¥ and T., phase uctuations
of the superconducting order param eter give rise to the
pseudogap phenom ena. Recently, we have shown that
Indeed a two-dim ensional BC S-lke Ham iltonian with
a dy» yz2-wave gap and phase uctuations, which were
treated by a M onte€C arlo sinulation of an X Y m odel,
yields resultswhich com pare very wellw ith scanning tpn—
neling m easurem ents over a w ide tem perature range? .
T hus, they support the phase— uctuation scenario for the
pseudogap .

There is also increasing evidence from a number of
recent experin ents for the relevance of phase, uctua-
tions such as the Corson et al. measurem ents of the
high-frequency conductivity that track the phase corre—
lation tine. X Y vortjces are probably responsble for
the large Nemst e ect?%Li. The evolufion of T. with
electron irradiation und very recentl3 also em pha-
sizes the In portance of phase uctuations. In this pa—
per, we argue that phase uctuations should have yet
another rather unexpected consequence: they induce a
reduction of the kinetic energy at the superconducting
transition. This reduction is due to a transition from
a \disordered", i. e. phase-ncoherent C ooperpair m o—
tion In the pseudogap regin e above T, to an \ordered",
i. e. phase-ocoherent m otion at T.. C om parison of our re—
sults, based on the B,CS phase— uctuation m odel, w ith
optical experin entd 324 support this idea.

In ordinary BC S superconductors the optical conduc—

tivity is suppressed at frequencies wihin a range of
about tw ice the superconducting gap. T he correspond-
Ing low—frequency spectral weight W, i, is transfered to
the zero-frequency delta peak W %3, associated with
the dissppationless trangport (and the super uid weight
D ) in the superconducting state. This is the G lover—
FerrellT inkham GFT) sum rule. On the other hand,
the total frequency integral of the optical conductivity
is conserved, when decreasing the tem perature acrpss
the superconducting transition, due to the fsum ru]e'-lga,
LeWSi=WJ.E..

H ow ever, regent m easurem ents of the in-plane optical
conductiviy2324 have indicated a viohtion of the GFT
opticalsum rule for frequenciesup to 26V in underdoped
Bi,Srh,CaCuy0g: (B12212). By entering the supercon—
ducting state, not only spectral weight W 1, from the
m icrow ave and far-nfrared, but also from the visble op-
tical spectrum i. e. high-frequency spectralweight W pign
contrbutes to the super uid condensate W , . That is,
in contrast to ordinary BC S-superconductors, a \cobr
change" is introduced at the superconducting transition.
T he Interpretation ofthisunusualresul m ay require the
inclusion of local eld e ects and other (such as exci-
tonic) m any-body e ects. They are known to play a
crucial role already in weakly-correlated system s (such
as sam joonductors), and introduce a shift of order of
the Coulomb correlation energy between, single-particle
and two-partick, i. e. optical excitationd 8. Therefore,
they m ay partly account for the \high-energy" features
observed n (!). On the other hand, wihin a tight-
binding oneband m odel, the anom alously large energy
scale, which contrbutes to the super uid weight, and the
corresponding color change can be attrbuted to a reduc—
tion of kinetic enerng at the superconducting transi-
tion. This is rather surprising, since one would expect
that in a conventional BCS) pairing process, it is the
potential energy which is reduced at the expense of the
kinetic energy, wih the latter being increased due to
particle-hole m ixing.

T he full optical integral, when integrated over all fre—
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quencies and energy bands, is proportional to the carrier

density (n) overthe baremass ()
Z
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and, thus, is conserved. W hen the optical integral is
restricted over a nie (low) range of frequencies , in
the HT SC typically ofthe order of eV, onem ay consider
theweight W i, + W p asbeing essentially due to a single
band around the Fem ienergy, i. e.
Z
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w here ~ isthe sihgleband conductiviy, a the lattice con—
stant and V the unit cellvolum e. W ith this sihgleband
assum ption, the frequency integral of the optical con-—
ductivity is proportional to the the inverse m ass tensor
(@k2 , R being the direction in which the conductiviy

is measured) weighted w ith the m om entum distrbution

X @2 K
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with N the number of k points. T his quantity depends
upon the bare single-particle band structure i, being
proportional to m Inus the kinetic energy Ex = Exin
fora (nearest-neighbor) tight-binding (TB) m odel, while
for free electrons it is a constant given by the electron
density divided by the e ective m ass.

II. PHASE FLUCTUATION SCENARIO FOR

KINETIC ENERGY REDUCTION

In thispaper, we propose asam echanian fora kinetic—
energy reduction phase- uctuations. That is, in order
to have condensation into the superconducting state,
one needs, in addition to the binding of charge carri-
ers Into C ooper pairs, long-range phase coherence am ong
the pairs. Since superconductorsw ith low superconduct—
Ing carrier densiy (such as the organic and underdoped
high-T. superconductors) are characterized by a rela—
tively am all phase sti ness, this In plies a signi cantly
larger roke for ph.ase. uctuations, than in conventional
St,lpemonductorsl"'zd‘z]l A's a consequence, In these m a—
terials the transition to the superconducting state does
not digplay a typical mean—-eld ®BCS) behavior, and
phase uctuations, both classicaland quantum ,m ay have
a signi cant In uence on low tem perature properties.
W hen coherence is lost due to them al uctuations ofthe
phase at and above the transition tem perature T, pairing
rem ains, together with short-range phase correlations.
These phase uctuations can cause the pseudogag, phe=
nom ena observed e. g. n tunneling experim ent2!22323
In the underdoped HT SC .

14

W e show here that indeed phase uctuations con-—
tribute to a signi cant reduction of the In-plane kinetic
energy upon entering into the superconducting phase be-
Iow T., wih a magniude com parable to recent experi-
m ental results. The physical reason for this kinetic en-
ergy low ering isthat, due to phase uctuationsand to the
associated incoherentm otion ofC ooperpairs (cf. F i;.:_]:),
the pseudogap region hasa higher kinetic energy than the
sinple BCS mean—- eld state. W hen long-ranged phase
coherence nally developsatT . , the C ooperpairm otion
becom esphase coherent and the kinetic energy decreases.
T he onset of the coherent m otion can be seen, for exam —
ple, from the developm ent of coherence peaks in the tqn.
neling spect_tum of BiSrCaCuO com pounds (see e. g¥
and Fig. G) The initial cost of kinetic energy, which
is needed for pairing, is payed at a m ean— eld tem pera—
ture T ¥ considerably higher than T.. Thereore, rhe
reduction of kinetic energy cbserved experin entall/2¥L4
can be attributed to a transition from a phase-disordered
pseudogap to a phase-ordered superconducting state. W e
stress that this e ect is Independent of the particular
m echanisn leading to pair form ation, as long as the su-
perconductor considered is characterized by a am allphase
sti nes?4.

O urstartingH am iltonian isofa sin pleBC S form given
by

lX y y
H=K - (1h i+ h ; i); @)
w ith the nearest-neighbor hopping tem
X
K=t ¢ +c a); ©)
hi 3i;
w here cZ creates an electron of spin  on the i® site

and tdenotes an e ective nearest-neighborhopping. T he
hiji sum isovernearest-neighborsitesofa 2D square lat—
tice, and, In the pairing term , connects ito its nearest—
neighbor sites. T he local d-wave gap,

1 i
h {i= p_ghdiCi ¢ G4l oi= ety ©)
is characterized by the uctuating phases
o Uit T =2 or  in x-direction
i (54 75 )=2+ for in y-direction,
(7)
and by a spatially constant am plitude . W e neglect
the relative bond phase uctuationsbetween = R and

¥ as well as am plitude uctuations. Thus, we consider
only center ofm asspairphase uctuations, which are the
relevant low -energy degrees of freedom , in a situation In
w hich the super uid density is am all, 1ke in the under—
doped cuprates. In our two-din ensional 2D ) m odel T,
corresponds to the K osterlitz-T houless transition tem —
perature Tx 7, where the phase correlation length di-
verges.



W ith this Ham iltonian it is tforward to show,
that the optical sum mule yieldd92%24,
Z
Re ~y (1) d! = & Ik, i=2; ®)
0

In units where ~ = ¢ = 1, wih hk,i being, the expec—

tation value of the nearest neighbor hoppjnggf n the x—
direction, i. e.

X

hk,i= t +d
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Since we are only interested in the tem perature region
T & T., one can safely assum e that the uctuations of
thephase’ ; arg.pxedom nantly determ ined by a classical

X Y free energy?®?d
X

Flil= J cos(i '3): (10)
hiji

O ur physical picture here is that the XY -action arises
from integrating out the shorter wavelength ferm ion de—
grees of freedom , Incluiding those responsble for the
formm ation of the local pair am plitude and the intemal
dy2 2 structure of the pair. T hus, the scak ofthe XY -
lattice spacing isactually set by the pair coherence length

0. In ourwork, we have chosen sothat , X 1.
In this case, the phase con gurations’ ; calculation can
be carried out on the samelL. L (L = ) Jattice that
is used for the diagonalization of the Ham iltonian. T his
allow s the K osterlitz-T houless phase correlation length
to grow overa su cient range asT approachesT g r and
m inin izes nitesize e ects. Thus, we are always in the
lim it where the phase correlation length  is larger than
the C ooperpair size ¢, when the tem perature T isbelow
the m ean— eld critical tem perature T F .

In principle, also the coupling energy J can be con—
sidered as arisihg from integrating out the high-energy
degrees of freedom of the underlying m icroscopic sys—
tem . Here, we w ill proceed phenom enologically, neglect—
Ing the tem perature dependence of J and sinply use
it to set the K osterlitz-T houless transition tem perature
Tk 1 equal to some fraction of TY' ¥ . Speci cally, for
the present calculationswe willset Tx ¢ ' %Tf F . This
choice ism otivated by the recent scanning-tunneling re—
sults In B SrnpCuOgy ,where T’ 10K and the pseu—
dogap regin e extends to about 50K , which we take as
T M F

In a previous paper7 we have presented a detailed nu-
m erical solution ofthe 2D BC S like H am iltonian ofEq. -fJ'l
w ith a d-wave gap and phase uctuations. Thisisam in-
In alm odel but, nevertheless, contains the key ideas of
the cuprate phase uctuation scenario: that is, a d-wave
BCS gap am plitude form s below a mean- eld tem per-
ature TY ¥, but phase uctuation suppress the actual
transition to a considerably lower tem perature T.. In
the interm ediate tem perature regin e between TY ¥ and
T., the phase uctuations ofthe gap give rise to pseudo—
gap phenom ena. C om parison ofthese resultsw ith recent

-0.74 T T T T T T T T T T T T

Pseudogap Regime

| Superconductor

-0.76}

/t

= -0.78]

<k >

FIG .1: K inetic energy perbond hkx 1 as a fiinction of tem per-
ature for the non-interacting tightbinding electrons (I B), the
BCS solution (BCS), and our phase- uctuation m odel PP)
for = 0 (tni= 1). The large vertical arrow s indicate the in—
crease In kinetic energy upon pairing relative to the free tight—
binding m odel, and the am all arrow s indicate the additional
Increase due to phase uctuations. This additional phase—

uctuation energy rapidly vanishes near T. Tk v , which
causes the signi cant change in the optical integral upon en—
tering the superconducting state at Tk r = 0:dt. Note that
the thick line follow s the actualkinetic energy encountered in
our m odel, when going from the pseudogap to the supercon-—
ducting regin e.

scanning tunneling spectra of B ibased high-T. cuprates
supports the idea that the pseudogap behavior observed
In these experin ents can be understood as arising from
phase uctuationsc.

In the present calculations, where we assume a BCS
tem perature dependence of the pairing gap (T), we
have therefore set (T = 0) = 1:0t corresoonging to
T F 7 0:42t and selected J 0 that Ty ¢ = 0:4t2%. The
condition that > ( is thus always ful lled, if we are
not too close to T' ¥ . The caloulation of the kinetic en—
ergy Prap.L.. L (L = 32) periodic lattice now proceeds
as Hlow £989: a st of phases f’ ;g is generated by a
M onte Carlo im portance sam pling procedure, in which
the probability of a given con guration is proportional
toexp( F [FT)wih F given by Eq. {{d). W ith £ ig
given, the Ham ittonian of Eq. (c4 is diagonalized and
the kinetic energy Exi, (T;£" 19) = hkyie 4 is extracted.
Further M onteCarlb f’ ;g con gurations are generated
and an average kinetic energy Eyi, (T) = hky i, at a given
tem perature, is determ ined.

F jg.-r_]: digplays the kinetic energy hk; i as a function of
tem perature for non-interacting tightfinding electrons,
for BC S electrons, and for our phase- uctuation m odel,
respectively. W e can clearly see that pairing, asexpected,
produces an overall ncrease of kinetic energy (indicated
as vertical arrow s) w ith respect to the freeelectron case.
W e observe that in the phase— uctuation m odel the ki-
netic energy is further increased (an all vertical arrow s)
due to the incoherent m otion of the paired electrons.
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FIG . 2: K inetic energy contribution from phase uctuations

hkyi= hkyipp hkyigcs . One can clarly see the sharp
decrease of the kinetic energy near the K osterlitz-T houless
transition at T = 0:lt Te. Ex gives a estim ate of the
kinetic condensation energy.

T he kinetic energy is a sm oothly decreasing fuinction of
tem perature for T ! 0. This is expected from the fact
that, at high tem perature, m ore electrons are transferred
to higher kinetic enermgies, and is in agreem ent w ith the
experin ental resultd dt4 . W hat we are epecially inter—
ested in, is the rather pronounced change (m agni ed In
Fig.d by using a di erent scale for the kinetic energy)
near T Tk r, where the kinetic energy of our phase—

uctuation m odel rather suddenly reduces to the BCS
value. This sudden deviation from the T & T. behavior
is also obtained in experin ents, which show a kink in
the tem perature dependence, of the low “frequency spec—
tralweight W oy + Wp at TLd.

T his pronounced change of in-plane kinetic energy can
be better observed in Fjg.:g,whereweplotthe di erence
betw een the BC S kinetic energy and the kinetic anergy of
our phase— uctuation model hk,i= hk;ipp hkyigcs -
A s discussed above, this reduction is due to the onset
of phase ooherence of the Cooper pairs below the su-
perconducting transition tem perature T. Tx 7 . This
is signaled by the appearance of sharp coherence peaks
In the singleparticle spectral finction upon developing
long-range phase coherence! . T he corresponding resuk
for the density of statesN (! ) displaying these coherence
peaks is shown in Fjg.'g’.

N otice that this argum ent for the reduction of kinetic
energy at T . due to a phase ordering transition is quite
robust. For exam ple, we expect it to be valid (and actu—
ally to be stronger) In a true three-din engional system .
As a matter of fact, i has been argued??d that even
an all interplane couplings play an in portant role due to
the in nite-order nature ofthe the KT transition.

In order to get a rough estin ate of the kinetic con—
densation energy, we calculate the reduction in kinetic

N(w)

FIG . 3: Singk particle density of states N (! ) for di erent
tem peratures T for a 32 32 lattice. Coherence peaks de—
velop (m arked with circles for T = 1:5T.) as T approaches
To Tkt J'nexactytﬂesametenpexatureregine To< TX<
15T.) where In Fig. d; the kinetic energy reduction occurs.
The inset show s the 5orrespondjng tem perature dependence
of the phase correlation length (T).

energy near T, i. e.

Z
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as indicated by the energy change E y in gure:_i. A s
sum ing that t’ 250m eV, we get a condensation energy
estin ate of 1:5m eV per Copper site, which is in order
of m agnitude agreem ent w ith the experim ental results
(@gain assum ing a oneband TB analysis).

Up to now, to refrain from further approxim ations,
we have set the chem ical potential equalto zero and
have only considered nearest-neighborhopping. W e have
checked to som e extent, how robust these results arew ith
respect to nite doping tni 0:9) and the nclision of
a next-nearest neighbor-hopping tem t° in our Ham i
tonian Eq.:ff. Notice that In this case Ex is no longer
proportional to the kinetic energy. For t® . 0:3t, our re—
suls forthe sum rule violation are reduced only by about
20%  30% .



III. SUM M ARY

In conclusion, we have shown that the recently ob-—
served violation of the low-frequency optical sum rule
In the superconducting state, associated with a reduc—
tion ofkinetic energy, can be related to the role of phase

uctuations. The decrease in kinetic energy is due to
the sharpening of the quasiparticle peaks close to the su—
perconducting transition at T Tk r, where the phase
correlation length diverges. W e suggest that this sum
rule violation should also appear in other superconduc—
torsw ith low charge carrierdensity (ohase sti ness) such
as the organic superconductors.
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