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Opticalconductivityandthesum ruleintheDDW state
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A bstract

The density-wavewith d� waveorderparam eter(D DW )ispossibly realized in the underdoped regim e ofhigh-Tc

cuprates.The D DW state ischaracterized by two branchesoflow-lying electronic excitations,and the quantum

m echanicalcurrenthasin particularan inter-branch contribution.Thelattercom ponentcausesa �nite-frequency

response in the opticalconductivity and a reduction ofthe D rude contribution.W e show thatthisredistribution

ofthe spectralweightleavesthe opticalsum m ostly intact,so thatthe restricted opticalsum rule isonly weakly

violated.

K ey words:

density waves,opticalconductivity,opticalsum rule

Recently,the interestin charge density waveswith

unconventionalorder param eters has increased [1{3].

In particular,ithasbeen shown thata chargedensity

wavewith d-wavesym m etry (D DW )representsa sta-

blestateofthet� J m odelin thelarge-N lim itin cer-

tain doping and tem perature regions[2].It thus m ay

be intim ately related to the pseudogap phase ofhigh-

T c superconductors[2,3].ThepresenceofaD DW state

should also cause changesin transportcoe�cients[4].

In thepreviouspaper[6]weshowed thattheusualex-

pression for the Hallconductivity is m odi�ed in the

D DW state,duetospeci�cm atrix elem entforthecur-

rentoperator.In the presentpaperwe show thatthis

interbandcurrentisresponsiblefortheopticalresponse

athigherenergiesand thereduction oftheD rudecon-

tribution.

Them ean-�eld Ham iltonian in theD DW stateis
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Considering nearest and next-nearest neighbor hop-

pingstand t
0
and putting the lattice constantofthe

squarelatticetounity,theelectronicdispersion is�k =

� 2t(coskx + cosky)+ 4t
0
coskx cosky � �;weusethe

abbreviations �� = (�k � �k+ Q )=2 below.The D DW

order param eter is of the form � k = � 0(coskx �

cosky)= � � k+ Q ;hereQ = (�;�).

The Ham iltonian (1) can be diagonalized [6]by a

unitary transform ation U so that ĥ � U Ĥ U
y isdiago-

naland thenew quasiparticleenergiesare

"1;2 = �+ �
�
�
2

� + �
2

k

�1=2
: (2)

Thecurrentoperatorin theD DW stateisde�ned by

di�erentiating @H =@k� = @(U
y
ĥU )=@k� .In the new

quasiparticlebasisithasthecom ponents

v
�

1(2) =
@"1(2)

@k�
; v

�

3 =
�
2
�

(�2� + � 2

k
)1=2

@

@k�

� k

��
: (3)

Here the velocities v1(2) correspond to the intra-

band currentoperatorin the corresponding subband,

"1(2).The o�-diagonalcurrent v3 arises from the k-

dependence ofthe unitary transform ation U ,and is

the m atrix elem entofthe totalcurrentoperatorcon-

necting thetwo subbands"1 and "2.Itcorrespondsto

theinterband transition operator
 in thenotation of
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Fig. 1. T he evolution of the shape of the optical response

below the D D W transition. T he �� function-like D rude peak

is not show n here.

[5]and isneeded foraproperdescription oftheoptical

response.

Thefrequency-dependentconductivity hastheform

�� (!)= �
(D )

� (!)+ �
(opt)
� (!),where
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isthe D rude partof�� (!),written for a m odelwith

point-likeim purities,and
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istheopticalconductivity.Here�standsforthe(large)

scattering tim e,n(x)= (e
x=T

+ 1)
� 1
.

In rough agreem entwith [2],wem odelled thegap by

� 0 = ��(T)
p
(1+ �)�(1+ �),where�isthechem ical

potential, ��(0) = 0:29t,a BCS tem perature depen-

denceisassum ed for ��(T),and tisused astheenergy

unit.W eshow the resultsfortheopticalconductivity

�
(opt)
x in Fig.(1)fort

0
= 0:3,� = � 0:85 (doping � ’

0:08),Tc = 0:064 and varioustem peratures.

First,theopticalresponseisnon-zeroonlyabovethe

threshold energy 2� hs,with � hs being the value of

thegap attheso-called \hot-spots" in k� spacewhere

�k ’ �k+ Q ’ 0.O ne hasroughly 2� hs � 4� 0 forthe

above param eters.Beyond itsm axim um at! � 4� 0,

one observesthe decay �
(opt)
x / !

� 3
up to energiesof

theorderofthebandwidth.Theweightassociated with

�
(opt)
x is� j� 0j=tasissuggested bytheanalysisbelow.

The restricted opticalsum is given by the integral
R
d!�x(!)which can beeasily evaluated fortheabove

�
(D )

� ,�
(opt)
� .Itwasshown in [6]thatthissum should

exhibitadeviation � � 2
=E F in theD DW state.Atthe

sam etim ethechangein theweightoftheD rudepeak,

��
� 1
�� (! = 0),isa�rst-ordere�ectintheD DW state,

Fig.2. T he tem perature dependence of the opticalsum and

the D rude weight below the D D W transition at Tc � 0:064t

��x(! = 0) � �=E F .[6]W e illustrate these general

�ndingsin Fig.(2).Itisseen thattherestricted optical

sum isnearly unchanged bytheform ation oftheD DW

gap,butthatthe D rude weightexhibitsa signi�cant

variation below Tc.

O urresultsforthe opticalsum di�erfrom those in

[7],becausetherea di�erentspectrum with t
0
= 0 and

a m uch largervalueof� 0(T = 0)� twereused.

In sum m ary,we have shown that the D DW state

leadsto a shiftoftheopticalspectralweightto higher

energies � 4� 0,butto no change in the opticalsum

rulein leading order.
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