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Recentre
 ectivity m easurem entsindicated a possible violation ofthe in-plane opticalintegralin

theunderdoped high-Tc com pound B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � up tofrequenciesm uch higherthan expected

by standard BCS theory.Thesum rule violation m ay berelated to a lossofin-planekinetic energy

atthe superconducting transition. Here,we show thata m odelbased on phase 
 uctuationsofthe

superconducting order param eter introduces a change ofthe in-plane kinetic energy at Tc. The

change isdue to a transition from a phase-incoherentCooper-pairm otion in the pseudogap regim e

above Tc to a phase-coherentm otion atTc.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.27.+ a,74.25.Jb,74.72.H s

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The key idea ofthe phase-
uctuation scenario in the

high-Tc superconductors is the notion that the pseudo-

gap observed in awidevariety ofexperim entsarisesfrom

phase
uctuationsofthe superconducting gap1,2,3,4,5,6,7.

In this scenario,below a m ean-�eld tem perature scale

T M F
c ,a dx2�y 2-wave gap am plitude is assum ed to de-

velop. However,the superconducting transition is sup-

pressed to a considerably lower transition tem perature

Tc by phase
uctuations
1,7.In theinterm ediatetem per-

ature regim e between T M F
c and Tc,phase 
uctuations

ofthe superconducting orderparam etergive rise to the

pseudogap phenom ena. Recently,we have shown that

indeed a two-dim ensional BCS-like Ham iltonian with

a dx2�y 2-wave gap and phase 
uctuations,which were

treated by a M onte-Carlo sim ulation ofan X Y m odel,

yieldsresultswhich com pareverywellwith scanningtun-

neling m easurem ents overa wide tem perature range7,8.

Thus,they supportthephase-
uctuation scenarioforthe

pseudogap.

There is also increasing evidence from a num ber of

recent experim ents for the relevance of phase 
uctua-

tions such as the Corson et al. m easurem ents9 of the

high-frequency conductivity that track the phase corre-

lation tim e. X Y vortices are probably responsible for

the large Nernst e�ect10,11. The evolution of Tc with

electron irradiation found very recently12 also em pha-

sizes the im portance ofphase 
uctuations. In this pa-

per, we argue that phase 
uctuations should have yet

another rather unexpected consequence: they induce a

reduction ofthe kinetic energy at the superconducting

transition. This reduction is due to a transition from

a \disordered",i.e.phase-incoherent Cooper-pair m o-

tion in the pseudogap regim e above Tc to an \ordered",

i.e.phase-coherentm otion atTc.Com parison ofourre-

sults,based on the BCS phase-
uctuation m odel,with

opticalexperim ents13,14 supportthisidea.

In ordinary BCS superconductorsthe opticalconduc-

tivity is suppressed at frequencies within a range of

about twice the superconducting gap. The correspond-

ing low-frequency spectralweight W low is transfered to

the zero-frequency delta peak W D
15, associated with

the dissipationless transport(and the super
uid weight

D ) in the superconducting state. This is the G lover-

Ferrell-Tinkham (G FT) sum rule. O n the other hand,

the totalfrequency integralofthe opticalconductivity

is conserved, when decreasing the tem perature across

the superconducting transition,due to the f-sum rule15,

i.e.W sc
tot = W n

tot.

However,recentm easurem entsofthe in-plane optical

conductivity13,14 have indicated a violation ofthe G FT

opticalsum ruleforfrequenciesup to2eV in underdoped

B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � (Bi2212).By entering thesupercon-

ducting state,not only spectralweight W low from the

m icrowaveand far-infrared,butalso from thevisibleop-

ticalspectrum i.e.high-frequency spectralweightW high

contributes to the super
uid condensate W D . That is,

in contrast to ordinary BCS-superconductors,a \color

change" isintroduced atthesuperconducting transition.

Theinterpretation ofthisunusualresultm ay requirethe

inclusion of local-�eld e�ects and other (such as exci-

tonic) m any-body e�ects. They are known to play a

crucialrole already in weakly-correlated system s (such

as sem iconductors), and introduce a shift of order of

the Coulom b correlation energy between single-particle

and two-particle,i.e.opticalexcitations16. Therefore,

they m ay partly accountfor the \high-energy" features

observed in �(!). O n the other hand,within a tight-

binding one-band m odel,the anom alously large energy

scale,which contributestothesuper
uid weight,and the

correspondingcolor changecan beattributed to a reduc-

tion of kinetic energy17 at the superconducting transi-

tion. This is rather surprising,since one would expect

that in a conventional(BCS) pairing process,it is the

potentialenergy which isreduced atthe expense ofthe

kinetic energy, with the latter being increased due to

particle-holem ixing.

The fullopticalintegral,when integrated overallfre-
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quenciesand energy bands,isproportionalto thecarrier

density (n)overthe barem ass(m )

W tot � W low + W D + W high =

Z 1

0

Re�xx(!)d! =
ne2

2m
;

(1)

and, thus, is conserved. W hen the opticalintegralis

restricted over a �nite (low) range offrequencies 
,in

theHTSC typically oftheorderofeV,onem ay consider

theweightW low + W D asbeingessentially duetoasingle

band around the Ferm ienergy,i.e.

W low + W D =

Z 1

0

Re ~�xx(!)d! = (�e2a2=2~2V )E K ;

(2)

where~� isthesingle-band conductivity,a thelatticecon-

stantand V the unitcellvolum e.W ith thissingle-band

assum ption, the frequency integralof the opticalcon-

ductivity is proportionalto the the inverse m ass tensor

(@
2
�k

@k2
x

, x̂ being the direction in which the conductivity

ism easured)weighted with the m om entum distribution

nk
18,19:

E K = (2=a2N )
X

k

@2�k

@k2x
nk; (3)

with N the num berofk points. Thisquantity depends

upon the bare single-particle band structure �k, being

proportionalto m inus the kinetic energy E K = � E kin

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�ectivem ass.

II. P H A SE FLU C T U A T IO N SC EN A R IO FO R

K IN ET IC EN ER G Y R ED U C T IO N

In thispaper,weproposeasam echanism forakinetic-

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-

ersinto Cooperpairs,long-rangephasecoherenceam ong

thepairs.Sincesuperconductorswith low superconduct-

ing carrierdensity (such asthe organicand underdoped

high-Tc superconductors) are characterized by a rela-

tively sm allphase sti�ness,this im plies a signi�cantly

larger role for phase 
uctuations,than in conventional

superconductors1,20,21. As a consequence,in these m a-

terials the transition to the superconducting state does

not display a typical m ean-�eld (BCS) behavior, and

phase
uctuations,both classicaland quantum ,m ayhave

a signi�cant in
uence on low tem perature properties.

W hen coherenceislostduetotherm al
uctuationsofthe

phaseatandabovethetransitiontem peratureTc,pairing

rem ains, together with short-range phase correlations.

These phase 
uctuations can cause the pseudogap phe-

nom ena observed e.g.in tunneling experim ents7,8,22,23

in the underdoped HTSC.

W e show here that indeed phase 
uctuations con-

tribute to a signi�cantreduction ofthe in-plane kinetic

energy upon entering into thesuperconductingphasebe-

low Tc,with a m agnitude com parable to recent experi-

m entalresults. The physicalreason for this kinetic en-

ergyloweringisthat,duetophase
uctuationsand tothe

associated incoherentm otion ofCooperpairs(cf.Fig.1),

thepseudogapregionhasahigherkineticenergythan the

sim ple BCS m ean-�eld state. W hen long-ranged phase

coherence�nallydevelopsatT c ,theCooper-pairm otion

becom esphasecoherentand thekineticenergy decreases.

Theonsetofthecoherentm otion can beseen,forexam -

ple,from thedevelopm entofcoherencepeaksin thetun-

neling spectrum ofBiSrCaCuO com pounds (see e.g.7,8

and Fig.3). The initialcost of kinetic energy, which

isneeded forpairing,ispayed ata m ean-�eld tem pera-

ture T M F
c considerably higher than Tc. Therefore,the

reduction ofkinetic energy observed experim entally13,14

can beattributed toatransition from a phase-disordered

pseudogap toaphase-ordered superconductingstate.W e

stress that this e�ect is independent of the particular

m echanism leading to pairform ation,aslong asthe su-

perconductorconsideredischaracterizedbyasm allphase

sti�ness24.

O urstartingHam iltonianisofasim pleBCSform given

by

H = K �
1

4

X

i�

(� i�h�
y

i�
i+ �

y

i�
h� i�i); (4)

with the nearest-neighborhopping term

K = � t
X

hiji;�

(c
y

i�cj� + c
y

j�ci�); (5)

where c
y

i� creates an electron ofspin � on the ith site

and tdenotesan e�ectivenearest-neighborhopping.The

hijisum isovernearest-neighborsitesofa2D squarelat-

tice,and,in thepairing term ,� connectsito itsnearest-

neighborsites.The locald-wavegap,

h�
y

i�
i=

1
p
2
hc
y

i"
c
y

i+ � #
� c

y

i#
c
y

i+ � "
i= �e i� i�; (6)

ischaracterized by the 
uctuating phases

�i� =

�

(’i+ ’i+ �)=2 for � in x-direction

(’i+ ’i+ �)=2+ � for � in y-direction,

(7)

and by a spatially constant am plitude �. W e neglect

the relative bond phase 
uctuationsbetween � = x̂ and

ŷ as wellas am plitude 
uctuations. Thus,we consider

only centerofm asspairphase
uctuations,which arethe

relevantlow-energy degreesoffreedom ,in a situation in

which the super
uid density is sm all,like in the under-

doped cuprates. In ourtwo-dim ensional(2D) m odelTc
corresponds to the K osterlitz-Thouless transition tem -

perature TK T ,where the phase correlation length � di-

verges.
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W ith this Ham iltonian it is straightforward to show,

thatthe opticalsum ruleyields19,25,26,

Z 1

0

Re ~�xx(!)d! = � e
2
�hkxi=2; (8)

in units where ~ = c = 1,with hkxi being the expec-

tation value ofthe nearestneighborhopping27 in the x-

direction,i.e.

hkxi= � t
X

�

hc
y

i�ci+ x � + c
y

i+ x �ci�i: (9)

Sinceweareonly interested in thetem peratureregion

T & Tc,one can safely assum e that the 
uctuations of

thephase’i arepredom inantly determ ined by aclassical

X Y freeenergy1,20,

F [’i]= � J
X

hiji

cos(’i� ’j) : (10)

O ur physicalpicture here is that the XY-action arises

from integrating outthe shorterwavelength ferm ion de-

grees of freedom , including those responsible for the

form ation ofthe localpair am plitude and the internal

dx2�y 2 structure ofthe pair.Thus,the scale ofthe XY-

latticespacingisactuallysetbythepaircoherencelength

�0.In ourwork,wehavechosen � so that� 0 �
vF
��

� 1.

In thiscase,the phase con�gurations’i calculation can

be carried outon the sam e L � L (L = 32)lattice that

isused forthe diagonalization ofthe Ham iltonian.This

allowstheK osterlitz-Thoulessphasecorrelation length �

to grow overa su�cientrangeasT approachesT K T and

m inim izes�nite-size e�ects. Thus,we are alwaysin the

lim itwhere the phase correlation length � islargerthan

theCooperpairsize�0,when thetem peratureT isbelow

the m ean-�eld criticaltem peratureT M F
c .

In principle,also the coupling energy J can be con-

sidered as arising from integrating out the high-energy

degrees of freedom of the underlying m icroscopic sys-

tem .Here,we willproceed phenom enologically,neglect-

ing the tem perature dependence of J and sim ply use

it to setthe K osterlitz-Thoulesstransition tem perature

TK T equalto som e fraction of T M F
c . Speci�cally, for

the presentcalculationswe willsetTK T ’ 1

4
T M F
c .This

choice ism otivated by the recentscanning-tunneling re-

sultsin B i2Sr2C uO 6+ �,where Tc ’ 10K and the pseu-

dogap regim e extends to about 50K ,which we take as

T M F
c .

In a previouspaper7 wehavepresented a detailed nu-

m ericalsolution ofthe2D-BCS likeHam iltonian ofEq.4

with a d-wavegap and phase
uctuations.Thisisa m in-

im alm odelbut,nevertheless,contains the key ideas of

thecupratephase
uctuation scenario:thatis,a d-wave

BCS gap am plitude form s below a m ean-�eld tem per-

ature T M F
c , but phase 
uctuation suppress the actual

transition to a considerably lower tem perature Tc. In

the interm ediate tem perature regim e between T M F
c and

Tc,thephase
uctuationsofthegap giveriseto pseudo-

gap phenom ena.Com parison oftheseresultswith recent

0 1.0 2.0 3.0
T / T

KT

-0.8

-0.78

-0.76

-0.74

<
k

x
>

 /
 t

T
c

Pseudogap RegimeSuperconductor

TB
BCS
PP

FIG .1:K ineticenergy perbond hkxiasa function oftem per-

atureforthenon-interactingtight-bindingelectrons(TB),the

BCS solution (BCS),and our phase-
 uctuation m odel(PP)

for�= 0 (hni= 1).Thelargeverticalarrowsindicatethein-

creasein kineticenergy upon pairing relativetothefreetight-

binding m odel,and the sm allarrows indicate the additional

increase due to phase 
 uctuations. This additionalphase-


uctuation energy rapidly vanishes near Tc � TK T , which

causesthe signi� cantchange in the opticalintegralupon en-

tering the superconducting state at TK T = 0:1t. Note that

thethick linefollowstheactualkineticenergy encountered in

ourm odel,when going from the pseudogap to the supercon-

ducting regim e.

scanning tunneling spectra ofBi-based high-Tc cuprates

supportsthe idea thatthe pseudogap behaviorobserved

in these experim entscan be understood asarising from

phase
uctuations7.

In the present calculations,where we assum e a BCS

tem perature dependence of the pairing gap �(T), we

have therefore set �(T = 0) = 1:0t corresponding to

T M F
c ’ 0:42tand selected J so thatTK T = 0:1t28. The

condition that � > �0 is thus always ful�lled,ifwe are

nottoo closeto T M F
c .Thecalculation ofthe kineticen-

ergy foran L � L (L = 32)periodiclatticenow proceeds

as follows29,30: a set ofphases f’ig is generated by a

M onte Carlo im portance sam pling procedure,in which

the probability ofa given con�guration is proportional

to exp(� F [’i]=T)with F given by Eq.(10).W ith f’ig

given, the Ham iltonian of Eq.(4) is diagonalized and

the kineticenergy E kin(T;f’ig)= hkxif’ ig isextracted.

Further M onte-Carlo f’ig con�gurations are generated

and an averagekineticenergy E kin(T)= hkxi,ata given

tem perature,isdeterm ined.

Fig.1 displaysthekineticenergy hkxiasa function of

tem perature for non-interacting tight-binding electrons,

forBCS electrons,and forourphase-
uctuation m odel,

respectively.W ecan clearlyseethatpairing,asexpected,

producesan overallincreaseofkinetic energy (indicated

asverticalarrows)with respectto thefree-electron case.

W e observe that in the phase-
uctuation m odelthe ki-

netic energy is further increased (sm allverticalarrows)

due to the incoherent m otion of the paired electrons.
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3
T / t

0

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

δ 
<

k
x
>

 /
 t T

c

∆E
k

FIG .2: K inetic energy contribution from phase 
 uctuations

�hkxi = hkxiP P � hkxiB C S . O ne can clearly see the sharp

decrease of the kinetic energy near the K osterlitz-Thouless

transition at T = 0:1t � Tc. � E k gives a estim ate ofthe

kinetic condensation energy.

The kinetic energy isa sm oothly decreasing function of

tem perature forT ! 0. Thisis expected from the fact

that,athigh tem perature,m oreelectronsaretransferred

to higherkinetic energies,and isin agreem entwith the

experim entalresults13,14. W hatwe are especially inter-

ested in,is the ratherpronounced change (m agni�ed in

Fig.2 by using a di�erent scale for the kinetic energy)

near Tc � TK T ,where the kinetic energy ofour phase-


uctuation m odelrather suddenly reduces to the BCS

value. Thissudden deviation from the T & Tc behavior

is also obtained in experim ents,which show a kink in

the tem perature dependence ofthe low-frequency spec-

tralweightW low + W D atTc
13.

Thispronounced changeofin-planekineticenergy can

bebetterobserved in Fig.2,whereweplotthedi�erence

between theBCS kineticenergyand thekineticanergyof

ourphase-
uctuation m odel�hkxi= hkxiP P � hkxiB C S.

As discussed above,this reduction is due to the onset

of phase coherence of the Cooper pairs below the su-

perconducting transition tem perature Tc � TK T . This

is signaled by the appearance ofsharp coherence peaks

in the single-particle spectralfunction upon developing

long-range phase coherence7. The corresponding result

forthedensity ofstatesN (!)displaying thesecoherence

peaksisshown in Fig.3.

Notice thatthisargum entforthe reduction ofkinetic

energy atTc due to a phase ordering transition isquite

robust.Forexam ple,weexpectitto bevalid (and actu-

ally to be stronger)in a true three-dim ensionalsystem .

As a m atter of fact, it has been argued1,20 that even

sm allinterplanecouplingsplay an im portantroledueto

the in�nite-ordernatureofthe the K T transition.

In order to get a rough estim ate ofthe kinetic con-

densation energy,we calculate the reduction in kinetic

-4 -2 0 2 4
ω/t

N
(ω

)

T=1.00T
c

T=1.25T
c

T=1.50T
c

T=1.75T
c

T=2.00T
c

1 2 3
T / T

KT

0
2
4
6
8

 ξ
(T

)

FIG .3: Single 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 = 1:5Tc) as T approaches

Tc � TK T in exactly thesam etem peratureregim e(Tc < T <

1:5Tc) where in Fig.1 the kinetic energy reduction occurs.

The inset shows the corresponding tem perature dependence

ofthe phase correlation length �(T).

energy nearTc,i.e.

�E k = �
2

e2�

Z 1

0

(Re ~�scxx(!)� Re ~�nxx(!))d!; (11)

asindicated by the energy change �E k in �gure 2. As-

sum ing thatt’ 250m eV,we geta condensation energy

estim ate of1:5m eV per Copper site,which is in order

of m agnitude agreem ent with the experim entalresults

(again assum ing a one-band TB analysis).

Up to now, to refrain from further approxim ations,

we have set the chem icalpotential� equalto zero and

haveonly considered nearest-neighborhopping.W ehave

checked tosom eextent,how robusttheseresultsarewith

respectto �nite doping (hni� 0:9)and the inclusion of

a next-nearest neighbor-hopping term t0 in our Ham il-

tonian Eq.4. Notice that in this case E k is no longer

proportionalto the kinetic energy.Fort0. 0:3t,ourre-

sultsforthesum ruleviolation arereduced only byabout

20% � 30% .
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III. SU M M A R Y

In conclusion, we have shown that the recently ob-

served violation of the low-frequency opticalsum rule

in the superconducting state,associated with a reduc-

tion ofkineticenergy,can berelated to theroleofphase


uctuations. The decrease in kinetic energy is due to

thesharpening ofthequasiparticlepeakscloseto thesu-

perconducting transition atTc � TK T ,where the phase

correlation length � diverges. W e suggestthatthissum

rule violation should also appear in other superconduc-

torswith low chargecarrierdensity (phasesti�ness)such

asthe organicsuperconductors.
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