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T he FerrellG lover-T inkham (FGT ) sum rule hasbeen applied to the tem perature dependence of
the in-plane optical conductivity of optin ally-doped Y Ba,Cus0 6:95 and underdoped Y Ba,Cus0 ¢:60 -
W ithin the accuracy of the experin ent, the sum rule is obeyed in both m aterials. However, the
energy scale !. required to recover the fiill strength of the super uid s In the two m aterials is
dram atically di erent; ! . ¥ 800 an ! i the optim ally doped system (close to tw ice them axin um of
the superconducting gap, 2 o), but !< > 5000 an ' in the underdoped system . In both m aterials,
the nom alstate scattering rate close to the critical tem perature is amall, < 2 o, so that the
m aterials are not In the dirty lin i and the relevant energy scale or s in a BCS m aterial should
be twice the energy gap. The FGT sum rul in the optin ally-doped m aterial suggests that the
m a prity ofthe spectralweight of the condensate com es from energiesbelow 2 (, which is consistent
with a BCS m aterdal in which the condensate originates from a Fem i liguid nom al state. In the
underdoped m aterial the larger energy scale may be a result of the nonFemn i liquid nature of
the nom al state. The dram atically di erent energy scales suggest that the nature of the nom al
state creates gpeci ¢ conditions for observing the di erent aspects of what is presum ably a central
m echanism for superconductivity in these m aterials.

PACS numbers: 74.25.«q, 7425Gz, 78.30.~, 74.72 Bk

I. NTRODUCTION

the cupratem aterials presum e either strong coupling,’*°

Sum rules and conservation law s play an in portant
role in physics. In spectroscopy, the conductiviy sum
rule isparticularly usefiland is an expression ofthe con-—
servation of charge! Tn metallic system s, the conduc—
tivity sum rule usually yields the classical plasna fre—
quency or the e ective num ber of carriers. In supercon—
ductors, below the critical tem perature T, som e fraction
ofthe carriers collapse into the (!) function at zero fre—
quency that determ ines the London penetration depth

1, wih a comm ensurate loss of spectral weight from
low frequencies (pelow tw ice the superconducting energy
gap,2 ). This shift In spectralweight m ay be quanti ed
by the application of the conductiviy sum rule to the
nom aland superconducting states, as discussed by Fer-
rell, G over and T inkham (the FGT sum rul),* which
is used to estim ate the strength of the superconducting
condensate 5 = = 2. The theory of superconductiv—
iy described by Bardeen, Cooper and Schrie er BCS)
holds that w hile the kinetic energy of the superconduct-
ing state is greater than that of the nom alstate,*”® this
Increase is com pensated by the reduction in potentialen—
ergy which drives the transition (the net reduction of
energy is sin ply the condensation energy). However, it
has been proposed that In certain hole-doped m aterials
the superconductivity could arise from a lowering of the
kinetic rather than the potential energy® In such a sys-
tem non-local transfers of spectral weight would result
In the apparent violation of the FGT sum rule, which
would yield a value for the strength of ¢ that would be
too small ( ;, would be too large) 218 Sin ilar m odels n
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or that the nom al state is not a Fem i liquid and that
superconductivity is driven eitherby the recovery of frus—
trated kinetic energy when pairs are orm ed,''*? by low —
ering the inplane zero-poit kinetic energy,'® or by the
condensation of preform ed pairs!?

E xperim ental results along the poorly-conducting in—
terplane (caxis) direction in severaldi erent cupratem a—
terials support the view that the kinetic energy is reduced
below the superconducting transition }°*7 In som e m a—
terials, the low -frequency c-axis spectralw eight accounts
for only half of the strength of the condensate. How-—
ever, this violation of the FGT sum rule appears to be
restricted to the underdoped m aterials which display a
pseudogap i the conductivity!® T he dram atically lower
valie of the strength of the condensate along the c axis
m akes it easier to observe kinetic energy contrbutions.
In com parison, the m uch larger value of the condensate
In the copper-oxygen planes m akes i much more di —
cul to observe changes due to the kinetic energy based
on optical sum rules!®?° Recently, high-precision m ea—
surem ents In the near-infrared and visbl region have
reported an all changes In the In-plane spectral weight
associated w ith the onset of superconductivity, support—
Ing the argum ent that changes In the kinetic energy are
indeed occurring 21123 W hilk the relatively sm all changes
of the inplane spectralweight m ake it di cult to m ake
statem ents about the kinetic energy, i is nonetheless a
strong m otivation to exam ne the evolution of the spec—
tralweight in detail to see if there are unexpected signa—
tures of an unconventionalm echanisn for the supercon—
ductivity In this class ofm aterials.

In this paper we exam Ine the changes of the inplane
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spectralw eight and the evolution ofthe superconducting
condensate in the optin ally doped and underdoped de-
tw inned Y Ba,Cusz0 ¢+ x sihgle crystals for light polarized
perpendicular to the copperoxygen chains, along the a
axis. The BCS m odel requires that the spectral weight
of the condensate be fiilly form ed at energies com para—
bl to the energy gap (! ' 2 ), wih no subsequent

viclation of the FGT sum rule. This is precisely what
is observed for the optim ally-doped m aterial, w thin the
lin its of experim ental accuracy for the sum rules, which
is estim ated to be about 5% . However, in the under-
doped m aterdial only 80% of the spectral weight of the
condensate hasbeen recovered at energies com parable to
2 ;the FGT sum rule must be extended to consider-

ably higher frequencies to recover the rem aining spectral
weight (.~ 06 eV).ForT > T., the nom alstate scat—
tering rate is determm ined to be am all, so this shift in spec—
tralweight can not be attributed to dirty-lim it e ects in

response to in purities. However, the nature of the nor-
m alstate isdram atically di erent in the optin ally-doped
m aterial, which is rem iniscent of a Fem i liquid, and the
underdoped m aterial, which develops a pseudogap and
displays non-Fem i liquid behavior. The dram atically
di erent energy scales required to recover the full value
of s suggest that these aspects of the superconductivity
are related to the nom al state properties from which it
amn erges.

II. EXPERIM ENT AND SAM PLE
PREPARATION

Details of the growth and characterization of the
m echanically-detw inned YBa,CuszOe+x Crystals have
been previously descrbbed in detaif*?° and will be dis—
cussed only brie y. The crystalhad a sm all am ount of
N idelberately introduced, Cu; x Ni,wherex = 0:0075.
Such a sm allconcentration ofN iresults in a critical tem —
perature which is slightly lower ( 2 K) than the pure
m aterials, with a som ewhat broader transition . The
sam e detw inned crystal has been carefilly annealed to
produce two di erent oxygen concentrations, x = 0:95
(Tc * 91 K) and 060 (I * 57 K). The re ectance
for light polarized along the a axis (perpendicular to the
CuO chains, therefore probing only the CuO ; planes) has
been m easured at a variety of tem peratures over a w ide
frequency range (40 to 9000 am ! ) using an over lling
techniquef® this re ectance has been extended to very
high frequency (3:5 10 an !) using the data of Basov
et al?’?® and R om berg et al?’ T he absolite value ofthe
re ectance is estim ated to be accurate to within 02%
T he optical properties are calculated from a K ram ers—
K ronig analysis of the re ectance. T he optical conduc-
tivity, which dealt with the e ects of Nidoping on the
CuO chainsand the reduction ofthe in-plane anisotropy,
has been previously reported 3 The presence of Niin
such sm all concentrations was not ocbserved to have any
e ect on the conductivity of the CuO , planes in either

the nom al or superconducting states.

IIT. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A . Opticalsum rules

Optical sum rules com prise a powerfiil set of tools to
study and characterize the lattice vibrations and elec—
tronic properties of solids. T he spectral weight m ay be
estin ated by a partial sum rule of the conductiviy?-3*
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where ! 2 = 4 ne’=m , is the classical plasn a frequency,
n is the carrier concentration, and m ( is the bare optical
m ass. In the absence of bound excitations, this expres—
sion isexact inthelm tof!. ! 1 .However, any realis-
tic experim ent Involves choosing a low —-frequency cut-o
!'<. W hen applied to the D rude m odel

)2
- ‘P .
~(1)y= 1 ﬁ ; )
where 1 is the contrbution from the ionic cores, and
= 1= isthe scattering rate, the conductivity sum rule
Indicates that 90% of the spectral weight is recovered
for !, 6 . For even m odest choices of , !, can be
quite Jarge (* !,). This places som e usefil constraints
on the con dence lim its for the conductivity sum rule in
the nom alstate.
T he conductivity in the superconducting state for any
polarization r hastwo com ponents’

Ve ()= g e (0F () €)
The rstpartisassociatedw ith the superconducting (!)
function at zero frequency, where ;. is the super uid
sti ness, or strength ofthe superconducting order.>? T his
is often expressed as the square of a plasn a frequency
12, = 4 nse’=m ,, where n is the density of supercon-
ducting electrons, and m . is the e ective m ass tensor.
T he second com ponent ;3¢ (1) is referred to as the \reg-
ular" component or ! > 0 and is associated w ith the
unpaired charge carriers.

A vardation of the conductivity sum rule in a super—
conductor is to study the am ount of spectralw eight that
collapses Into the superconducting (!) function at the
origin below the critical tem perature® This scenario is
represented In Fig. 1, which show s the nom alized con—
ductivity ora BC S swavem odel for an arbirary puriy
level’® where the scattering rate in the nom al state is
chosen as = 2 (2 isthe fullgap value orT T o).
T he solid line show s the realpart of the optical conduc—
tivity 1 (!) in the nom al state or T > T, while the
dashed line is the calculated value for 4 (!) in the su-
perconducting state for T T.. ForT T. the gap is
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FIG.1: The real part of the optical conductivity calculated
fora BC S m odel for a nom alstate scattering rateof = 2 .

The conductivity in the nom alstate ; (! ;T ~ T.) is shown
by the solid line (nom alized to unity), while the conductivity
in the superconducting state 1 (! ;T T.) is shown by the
dashed line. For T T. the superconducting gap 2 is fully

form ed and there is no absorption below this energy. The
hatched area illustrates the spectralweight that has collapsed
into the superconducting (! ) function at the origin.

fully form ed, and there is no conductiviy for ! < 2,

above w hich the onset of absorption occurs. T hem issing
spectral weight represented by the hatched area repre—
sents the strength of the condensate ! ;S . Thisaream ay

be estin ated by the FGT sum rul?~
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where 1, (1) 1(1;T > To)and 1;5(1) 1 (15T
T.). An alemative m ethod for extracting the super uid
density relies on only the realpart of the dielectric func—
tion. Sin ply put, if upon entering the superconducting
state for T T. it is assum ed that all of the carriers
collapse into the condensate, then ! g 'sand ! O,
so that the form of the dielectric function In Eq. (2) be-
comes 1(!) = 1 12,=1%; in the lmit of ! | O,
s/ ' = 1?1(). This is a generic result in re-
soonse to the form ation of a (!) function and is not
m odel dependent. The value for 12 1 (!) is shown in
Fig.2for = 2 .Thereisa snalldip near2 (which
becom es som ew hat washed out for 2 ), and the
curve converges cleanly in the ! ! 0 lm i. The deter-
m ination of ¢ from 12 1 (') hastwom ah advantages:
(i) i relies only on the value of 1 (!) for T T. and
thus probes just the super uid response, and ({H) s is
determm ined in a low —frequency lim i, which rem oves the

BCS model
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FIG.2: The valuie of !* ;(!) calculated from the BCS
m odelfor T T. for the nom alstate scattering rate = 2
(solid Iine); s= > 1(!) nthelinitof! ! 0.Notethat
there is also a slight m inin a near 2 (long dashed line).

uncertainty of the high-frequency cuto frequency ! in
the FGT sum rul estim ates of the condensate. W e will
distinguish between values of the condensate determ ined
from 1> ,()as S,andtheFGTsumru]eas!és.The
tw o technigues should in fact yield the sam e resul, and it
is indeed usefiil to com pare the high—-frequency estim ates
of 125 with .

T he rapidity w ith which the spectralweight ofthe con—
densate is captured by the FerrellG lover-T inkham sum
rule is shown in Fig. 3 for three di erent choices of the
nom alstate scattering rate relative to the superconduct—
Ing energy gap. Here the solid line is the conductivity
sum rule applied to 1 (!) in the nom alstate (T > T.),
e ectively ! 2, while the dotted line is the conductivity
sum rule orT T, which yields!2 2. Thedier-
ence between the two curves is the dashed line, which is
sinply !Z; . To sinplify m atters, in each case the inte-
grals have been nom alized w ith respect to the strength
of the fully—form ed condensate ¢, to yield a din ension—
less ratio. In Fig. 3 (@) the nom al state scattering rate
hasbeen chosen tobe = =2 (\ckan lin it"). It may
be observed that nearly all of the spectralweight In the
nom alstate collapses into the condensate. Furthem ore,
the condensate is essentially fully—form ed above 2 . In
Fig. 3 () the nom al state scattering rate has been cho—
sen to have an interm ediate value = 2 (the situation
depicted In Fig. 1). The larger value of has the ef-
fect of shifting m ore of the nom alstate spectralweight
above 2 , which reduces the strength ofthe condensate.
H ow ever, despite the larger value for and the reduced
strength of the condensate, i is once again alm ost fully—
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FIG . 3: The FerrellG overT inhkam FGT) sum rul applied
to a BCS model for a variety of di erent nom alstate scat-
tering rates. T he solid line is the conductivity sum rule ap—
plied to the 1 (!;T > T¢) N, (!)], while dotted lne is for

1 (T Tc) N (!)]; the dashed line is the di erence be—
tween the two. The curves have been nom alized to the full
weight of the condensate s to yield a dim ensionless ratio.
@ = =2, ) =2 ,and () = 10 . The spectral
welght transferred from the nom al state to the condensate
decreases w ith increasing , illustrating the trend from the
clean to dirty-lim it case. Even for the largest value of cho-
sen, a large fraction of the condensate is captured by the
integralat !c = 2 (long-dashed line).

formed by 2 . Finally, in Fig. 3 (c) a large nom alstate
scattering rate = 10 is chosen to put the system
Into the dirty lim i. The large scattering rate broadens
the nom alstate conductivity and m oves a considerable
am ount of the spectral weight to high frequency, thus
only a relatively an all am ount of the spectral weight is
transferred to the condensate. D espite this, by 2 alm ost
60% ofthe condensate hasbeen captured, and by 4 the
condensate is alm ost fully form ed. This dem onstrates
that w ith the exception of the dirty lim it, the relevant
energy scake for ! ./ 2 . This result is in portant to the
argum ents that are to follow .

B. YBazCuz0 6+ x

T he tem perature dependence of the optical conductiv—
ity of optim ally-doped YBa;Cus304.95 (T ' 91 K) for
light polarized along the a axis is shown In Fig. 4@).
The D rudelke low—frequency conductivity narrow s as
the tam perature decreases from room tem peratureto jist
above T.; wellbelow the superconducting transition the
Jow —-frequency conductivity has decreased and the m iss—
Ing spectral weight has collapsed into the condensate.
However, an optical gap is not observed and there is a
great dealof residualconductivity at low frequency. The
conductivity can be reasonably well described using a
\tw o-com ponent" m odel,** w ith a D rude com ponent and
a num ber of bound excitations, usually Lorentz oscilla—
tors. W hile the low —-frequency conductiviy is satisfacto—
rily described by a D rude tem , them idinfrared region is
not and a large num ber of oscillators are required to re—
produce the conductivity. For this reason, a generalized
form ofthe D rudem odelis often adopted w here the scat—
tering rate is allowed to have a frequency dependence®®
(In order to preserve the K ram ersK ronig relation, the
e ective m ass m ust then also have a frequency depen-—
dence). T he frequency-dependent scattering rate has the
form 36
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The value for the plasn a frequency used to scale the
expression in Eq. (5) has been estim ated using the con—
ductivity sum rule or 1, (!;T 7 To),usng !’ 1€V,
which yields a value for !, * 16700 an 1, or about
2 eV Ref.30). The frequency-dependent scattering rate
1= ,(!) is shown In the inset of Fig. 4 @), and in the
nom alstate show s a m onotonic increase w ith frequency,
and an overalldow nward shift w ith decreasing tem pera—
ture. Below T, there is a strong suppression of 1= 5 (!)
at low frequency associated w ith the form ation ofthe su-
perconducting gap, w ith a slight overshoot and then the
recovery of the nom alkstate value at high-frequency 37-38
T his behavior is characteristic of optim ally-doped and
overdoped m aterials.

The behavior of the oxygen-underdoped m aterial
YBap;Cusz0g.60 (Tc’ 57 K) for light polarized along the
a axis, shown in Fig. 4 (o), show s som e signi cant di er-
ences from the optin ally-doped m aterial. T he D rude-lke
conductivity at room tem perature is extrem ely broad.
However,at T ’ T, the D rude-lke conductivity hasnar-
row ed dram atically, and there hasbeen a signi cant shift
of spectralweight to low frequencies. For T T, the Iow
frequency conductivity has decreased, indicating the for-
m ation of a condensate. However, the e ect is not as
dram atic as i was in the optin ally-doped m aterial, in—
dicating that the strength of the condensate is not as
great. Once again, there is a considerable am ount of
residual conductivity at low frequency for T T.. The
frequency-dependent scattering rate isshown in the nset,
along w ith the estin ated value of !, 7 13250 am 1,



8000 T T T T I T T T T I T T T T
[ (a) YBa,Cuy0g4y T+ ]
- (BEla) 1
6000 - ——295K g 2000 B
~ 4000
|
E
< 2000
S
2 0 ———+—+——+—+—+—+—F—+———
E - (b) YBa,Cuy0ggp T ]
T 4000 (Bla) __ femTIOR0mE
R A Pt
L 7 I C / 14
5 3000 ___ [ox Z2000 Ly 1
© - 3 Y ]
[ TE5TK E b 1
2000 = . ]
1000 |- .
0: T ]
0 1000 2000 3000
Frequency (cm™1)
FIG. 4: The optical conductivity of (a) optim ally-doped

YBa;Cuz04:95, and (o) underdoped YBaxCusz0 6:60 at room

tem perature (solid lne), T > T. (dotted line), and T Te
(dashed line) for light polarized along the a axis. The In-
set In each panel show s the frequency dependent scattering
rate and the estin ated value of !;a. The D rude-lke con—
ductivity of the optin ally-doped m aterial narrow s som ew hat
in the nom al state but the scattering rate shows no indi-
cation of a pseudogap; below T. a considerable am ount of
spectral welght collapses into the condensate. In the under—
doped m aterial, the conductivity narrow s considerably in the
nom al state and the scattering rate indicates the opening of
a pseudogap; the condensation is less dram atic than in the
optin ally-doped case.

estin ated from the conductivity sum rule. A s the tem —
perature decreases In the nom alstate 1= , (! ) decreases
rapidly at low frequency, which istaken to be evidence for
the form ation of a pseudogap 183® T he Jarge drop in the
nom alstate scattering rate for1= (! ! 0) isa re ec—
tion of the dram atic narrow ing of the conductivity and
is an indication that the reduced doping has not created
a large am ount of scattering due to disorder | on this
basis, the system is not in the dirty lim it.

The super uid density ;s has been estim ated from
the response of !? 1., (!) I the zerofrequency lim it
forT T. for the optim ally and underdoped m aterials,
shown In Fig. 5. The estin ate of 5;, assum es that the
response of 1, (! ) at Iow frequency is dom inated by the
condensate, but i hasbeen shown that along the c axis,
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FIG. 5: The function 12 1;a (1) vs frequency for op-
tim ally doped YBa;CuszO04:95 (solid line) and underdoped
YBa;Cusz0gw0 (dashed line) along the a axis at ¥ 10 K
(T T.). The super uid density is s = 2oLl o0);

taking the squares to render the units the sam e as those
of a plasn a frequency yilds ps_;a = 8670 90 cm ' and
P s;a = 5620 60 an ' for the optin ally and underdoped
m aterials, respectively. N ote also that in both m aterials there
is a slight suppression of % 1., (!) ;n the 500 700 am *
region, close to the estin ated value of2 .

there isenough residualconductivity toa ect ;- (!) and
thus the values of ., typically resulting in an overes—
tin ate of the strength of the condensate3°*° The pres-
ence of residual conductivity for T T. suggests that
s;a M ay be overestin ated In this case aswell. However,
as we noted earlier, the real part of the conductivity in
the superconducting state m ay be expressed as a reqular
part due to unpaired carriers, and a (! ) function at zero
frequency; the response of 53 (!) is lim ited to the (!)
function, which is zero elsswhere. However, ;;; (! ) has
been determ ined experim entally to be non—zero: ifwe re—
fr to this as 33, (!), then 13 (!) may be detem ined
through the K ram ersK ronig relation, and the super uid
density estin ated as®®
sa()=1%2 520y 1T ; ®)
which should be a constant. This is shown In Fig. 5 at
low frequency as the dotted lines. T his m ethod of esti-
mating s;» agrees wellw ith the extrapolated values of
21 (!)inthe! ! 0ln i, and indicatesthat ifthere is
a correction to g;, associated with the residual conduc-
tivity for T T., then it is quite sm all. T he estim ated
values for the condensate are © 5, = 8670 90 am !
and 5620 60 an ! for the optin ally and underdoped
m aterials, respectively; these estin atesare in good agree—
ment w ith previous valies3® In both m aterials there is
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FIG . 6: The conductivity sum rules applied to (a) optin ally—
doped YBa;Cuz06:95 and (o) underdoped Y Ba;Cusz0 6:95 for
Jight polarized along the a axis r T = T N (!), solid line]
and for T Tc. N (!), dotted line]; the di erence is the
estin ate of the strength of the condensate from the Ferrell-
G IoverT inkham sum rule (dashed line). T he condensate sat—
urates in the upper panelby ’ 800 an ', whilk in the Iower
panelthe frequency at which the fullweight ofthe condensate
is recovered seem s to be m uch higher. In the upper panelthe
m agnitudes of the curves are greater than In the lower panel;
a re ection of the decreased carrier concentration.

a slight suppression of !2 1 (!) .n the 500 700 an !
region, which is in agreem ent w ith estim ates for the su—
perconductihg gapmaxinum 2 o’ 500am ' (adopting
the notation for a d-wave superconductor) in overdoped
YBap;Cusz04.99 Ref. 41). Studies of other cuprate sys—
tem s suggest that the gap m aximum increases w ith de—
creasing doping,'?-42*3 despite the reduction of T..

T he Integrated values of the conductiviy in the nor-
mal (T > T.) and superconducting (T T.) states are
Indicated by the solid N, (! )] and dashed N (!)] lines
for YBa,Cus0g.95 and YBa;Cus0g.60 a]ong the a axis
In the upper and lower panels of Fig. 6, regpoectively.
For YBa;Cu3z0eg.95, N (!) Increases rapidly wih fre—
quency, but does not display any unusual structure. O n
the other hand, N ¢ (! ) evolvesm ore slow k7, and has sev—
eralin ection points at low frequency which are thought
to be related to the peaks in the electron-boson spec—
tral finction ** The di erence between the two curves
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FIG .7: The nom alized weight of the condensate N, (!)
Ns(!)F s;a Por optin ally-doped YBaxCuszO6:95 (solid line)
and underdoped Y Ba,Cus0 4.0 (dotted line) along the a axis
direction. The curves describing the condensate have been
nom alized to the values of ;3 shown In Fig. 5. The con-
densate for the optim ally-doped m aterdal has saturated by
' 800 cm * , while In the underdoped m aterial the conden—
sate is roughly 80% fom ed by this frequency, but the other
20% is not recovered untilm uch higher frequencies. T he er—
ror bars on the curve for the underdoped m aterial indicate
the uncertainty associated with the FGT sum rule. Inset:
T he low —frequency region.

12, = Nn(!) Ng(!) is shown by the dashed line in
Fig. 6(@). This quantity increases quickly and then sat-
urates above 800 am ! to a constant value. this plot
is rem iniscent of the BC S m aterial w th m oderate scat—
tering, discussed In Fig. 3(). The sum rules applied
to YBa,Cusz0 4.0 shown In Fig. 6 0) are sim ilar to the
optin ally-doped case. However, the overall m agniude
has decreased, a re ection of the decreased carrier con—
centration w ithin the copper-oxygen planes in the under—
doped m aterial. W hilke the condensate is also lower, it
now appears that i does not saturate as quickly aswas
the case In the optin ally-doped m aterial.

A more detailed exam ination of the evolution of the
weight of the condensate for YBa;Cus04.95 (solid line)
and YBa,Cuz04.49 (dotted line), nom alized to the val-
ues of ;3 determ ined n Fig. 5, isshown In Fig. 7. The
error associated with the FGT sum rule has been de-
tem Ined In the follow ing way. The optical conductiv—
ity has been calculated or R (! ;T) 01% ©rT > T.
and T T., the nom al and superconducting states,
respectively. The FGT sum rule is then applied to the
resulting high and low values for the conductivity, and
the error lim its are taken as the deviation from the curve



generated simply from R (! ;T), which are estim ated to
be about 3% . It should be noted that m ost of the un-
certainty is introduced when the re ectance is close to
unity, as 1 / 1=(1 R) and even sm all uncertainties
In the re ectance can lad to large errors In the opti-
calconductivity. W hen the FGT sum rule is exhausted,
the ratio is unity by de nition. For the optin ally-doped
m aterdal, this occurs rapidly and 90% of the spectral
weight In the has been recovered by about 500 an !,
and the ratio approaches unity at !, 800 an !, and
rem ains constant even out to very high frequencies (over
05 €V). This rapid fom ation of the condensate has
also been cbserved in the optin ally-doped m aterials?®4®
Laj.g5515.15Cu0 4 ('c ’ 0:05 eV), BjQSrZCaCuZOggJ,
('’ 0:1eV),aswellas in the electron-doped m aterial’’
Nd;g5Cepa5Cu0 4+ (1o’ 006€eV).In allofthese cases
the Integral saturates and is constant to over 05 €V . In
contrast, only about 80% the spectral weight in under-
doped YBa,Cu30 ¢:60 has orm ed by 800 an ! ; the 90%
threshold is not reached until/ 1800 an ! and the re-
m aining spectralweight is recovered only at m uch higher
frequencies (! > 5000 an '). In the case of the un—
derdoped m aterial, the plot has only been shown to the
point where the FGT sum rule is recovered. If the plot
is extended to 1 &V, then the integralw ill increase to
a value about 3% over uniy, which is w thin the es—
tin ated error or the FGT sum rule. This slow increase
above uniy may be an indication of one of two things:
(@) !c m ay be larger than hasbeen previously estin ated,
which would be consistent with estimatesof ! ' 2 &V
in the underdoped B1SrnCaCu,0g, m aterials,?? or (i)
it is possble that when the sum rule is extended to high
frequencies (ie. ofthe orderofeV) itm ay be lncorporat—
Ing tem perature-dependent bound excitations. H ow ever,
the absence of this behavior in the optim ally-doped sys—
tem suggests that such an excitation is restricted to the
underdoped m aterials.

Tt is tam pting to draw an analogy w ith the BC S dirty—
Iim i case and argue that the spectral weight in the un—
derdoped m aterdial has been pushed to higher frequency
In response to an increase in the nom alstate scattering
rate. However, there are two In portant points that ar-
gue against this interpretation. F irst, an exam ination of
scattering rate in the insets of Fig. 4 or T > T, indi-
catesthat the 1= . (! ! 0) < 200 an ! forboth m ate-
rials. Second, if the conductivity is tted using a two—
com ponent D rude-Lorentz m odel, then the nature of the
Jow -frequency conductivity placeshard constraintson the
w idth oftheD rudepeak;*® orT > T.then ' 140am ‘!
r optin ally-doped YBa,CusO g5, and / 100 an *
for underdoped YBa,Cusz0g.40. In €ach case, < 2 o,
Indicating that whilke may have an unusual tem pera—
ture dependence, close to T, these m aterials are not in
the dirty lin i. T hus, the larger energy scale in the un—
derdoped system has a di erent origin. W hilk none of
the cuprate superconductors are truly good m etals, it has
been suggested that ©r T > T, the overdoped m aterials
m ay resem ble a Ferm iliquid *° T he rapid convergence of

s;a I the optin ally-doped m aterial is what would be
expected iIn a BCS system in which the nom al state is
a Ferm iliquid. O n the other hand, i is recognized that
the underdoped m aterials are bad m etals’® and exhibit
non-Fem i liquid behavior, and !, 2 o is required to
recoverthe FGT sum rule. T he two types ofbehavior cb—
served In the optim aland underdoped m aterials suggests
that the nature of the electronic correlations in the nor-
m al state play a role In determ ining the di erent aspects
of the superconductivity observed in these m aterials.t®

C . K inetic energy and the sum rule

T he unconventionalnature of the superconductivity in
the cuprate system s has lead to the suggestion that the
condensation m ay be driven by changes in the kinetic
ratherthan the potentialenergy ® In such a casethe FG T
sum rule for the n-plane conductivity m ust be m odi ed
to take on the form’

Z
120 ¢
s — T [l;n (I) l,s(!)]dI
0+
e?a? , ,
+——h Ti h Fil; %)
c?h
Al+ Ah;

w here a isthe Jattice spacing, and T isthat part ofthe in—
plane kinetic energy associated w ith the valence band,’’8
and the subscriptsn and sreferto T ¥ T, and T T,
regpectively. (T he expression hasa slightly di erent form

orthe caxis3115%) The Jow -frequency term A issinply
the FGT sum rule, while A, corresponds to the high-
frequency part of the Integral, which is in fact the ki~
netic energy contrdbution. In a system where the kinetic
energy plays a prom nent role the FGT sum rul may
appear to be violated. However, the m axin um conden-—
sation energy for YBa,Cus0 ¢.95 based on speci ¢ heat
m easurem ents**°% is about 02 m eV per (h-plane) cop—
per atom . A ssum ing that the condensation energy is due
entirely to the changes in the in-plane kinetic energy, this
vieds Ay 2 18 an ?, which represents less than
0.3% ofthe spectralweight of the condensate > B ecause
ofthe Ilim ited accuracy ofthe FG T sum ruleno statem ent
m ay be m ade regarding changes in the in-plane kinetic
energy. However, the general cbservation that the in-
plne sum rule is preserved m ay have consequences for
the c axis.

D . Sum rulesalong the c axis

The optical properties of YBa,Cuz0 ¢+ x have been
exam ned In som e detail along the poorly-conducting
c axis>’1®% The optical conductivity (especially in the
underdoped m aterials) is dom nated by the unscreened
phononsb1%? G iven that large changes in the phonon



spectrum have been observed at low tem perature in the
underdoped m aterials,®'{®® the application of the FG T
sum rule must be treated with som e care; in the stud-
ies cited here,*®!? the integral has been truncated at
lc’ 800cm ! (0:deV).Theapplication ofthe FGT sum
rule along the c axis has shown that while this sum rule
isnot violated in the optin ally-doped m aterials, as these
m aterialsbecom e ncreasingly underdoped and a pseudo—
gap has fom ed, the FGT sum rule is violated to varying
degrees, w ith m ore than 50% ofthe caxis spectralweight
ism issing at Jow tem perature®17:%¢ T he violation ofthe
FGT sum rul has been proposed as evidence for a ki-
netic energy contribution,’**? although there have also
been other interpretations of this phenom ena 23’ The
In plication is that the m issing spectral weight is recov—
ered at high frequency, but it isunclear at precisely what
point this occurs. In underdoped m aterial, if the valie
or!.= 800 an ! in the optin ally-doped m aterials is
used, then the nplane FGT sum rule will appear to be
violated. H owever, i hasbeen shown that extending the
integralfrom !.’ 800 to > 5000 an ! results in the re—
covery ofthe inplane sum rule. W e speculate that ifthe
cuto frequency fortheFGT sum rul along the c axisis
Increased to the sam e value w here the inplane sum rule
was recovered (!~ 5000 an ') then the spectralweight
would be recovered and the c axis sum rule would yield

s;c - However, the general consensus at this tin e is that
the conductivity data is not yet su ciently precise along
the ¢ axis to con m this prediction, so this rem ains a
sub Ect of som e debate.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

In the BCS model the relevant energy scal to re—
cover the strength of the condensate ¢ is the super—

conducting energy gap (!’ 2 ), slightly larger in the

dirty-Iim it case. Conductivity and FGT sum rules have
been exam ined for light polarized along the a axis direc—
tion In the optim ally doped YBa,Cus0 ¢.95 and under—
doped Y Ba,Cus0 ¢.60 high-tem perature superconductors
to study the evolution of the spectral weight in these
m aterials. W ithin the sensitivity of the experin ent the
FGT sum rule is obeyed in both m aterials. T he energy
scale required to recover the fiill strength of the conden—
sate In the optim ally doped m aterialis !c / 800 an *

(" 2 o), In good agreem ent w ith the predicted behav-
jor of the BC S m odel. However, the energy scale in the
underdoped m aterials is much higher, !. > 5000 an ! .
This e ect can not be attributed to dirty-lin it e ects in

response to increased nom alstate scattering, since for
T ' T, < 2 o In both materials. The two types
ofbehavior above and below T, ocbserved in the optin al
and underdoped m aterials suggests that the nature ofthe
electronic correlations in the nom al state determ ine the
di erent aspects superconductivity in these m aterials,*’
and the degree to which the kinetic energy m ay play a
rolke.
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