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O pticalconductivity and thesum ruleintheDDW state
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A bstract

The density-wave with d wave order param eter ODDW ) is possbly realized in the underdoped regin e ofhigh-T.
cuprates. The DDW state is characterized by two branches of low -lying electronic excitations, and the quantum
m echanical current has in particular an interbranch contribution. T he latter com ponent causes a nite-frequency
response in the optical conductivity and a reduction of the D rude contrbution.W e show that this redistriution
of the spectral weight leaves the optical sum m ostly intact, so that the restricted optical sum rule is only weakly

violated.
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R ecently, the interest in charge density waves w ith
unconventional order param eters has increased [1{3].
In particular, i hasbeen shown that a charge density
wave w ith d-wave symm etry O DW ) represents a sta—
ble state ofthet J m odelin the JargeN 1l it In cer—
tain doping and tem perature regionsP]. It thus m ay
be intim ately related to the pseudogap phase of high—
T . superconductorsP,3].ThepresenceofaDDW state
should also cause changes In transport coe cientsf@].
In the previous paper [6] we showed that the usualex—
pression for the Hall conductivity is m odi ed In the
DDW state, dueto speci cm atrix elem ent for the cur-
rent operator. In the present paper we show that this
interband current isresponsib ke forthe opticalresponse
at higher energies and the reduction ofthe D rude con—
trbution.

Them ean— eld Ham iltonian n the DDW state is

X h i
H = xa, ax + 1 xal ax+g; + hwx: @
k;
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Considering nearest and next-nearest neighbor hop-

pings t and t° and putting the lattice constant of the

square lattice to unity, the electronic dispersion is x =
2t (coskx + cosky) + 4t° cosky cosky ;weuse the

abbreviations = (x k+0 )=2 below . The DDW
order param eter is of the fom xk = o (coskx
cosky ) = k+o shereQ = (; ).

The Ham iltonian (1) can be diagonalized [6] by a
unitary transform ation U sothath UK UY is diago-
naland the new quasiparticle energies are

1=2

"= s A @)

T he current operatorin theDDW state isde ned by

di erentiating @H =@k = @ (UyﬁU )=Rk . In the new
quasiparticle basis it has the com ponents

T _ 2 e . 3
Vi) = ek ;. V3 = (2+7]2()1:2@T_. (3)

Here the velocities v; ;) correspond to the intra—
band current operator in the corresponding subband,
"1 @) - The o diagonal current vz arises from the k-
dependence of the unitary transform ation U, and is
the m atrix elem ent of the total current operator con—
necting the two subbands "; and ", . It corresponds to
the interband transition operator in the notation of
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Fig. 1. The evolution of the shape of the optical response

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

is not shown here.

B]land isneeded for a proper description ofthe optical

response.
T he frequency-dependent conductivity has the form
(= ®luy+ PP, where
Z
2 3
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is the D rude part of (!'), written for a m odel w ith
point-like in purities, and

e? 2 &k 2
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istheopticalconductivity.H ere stands forthe (large)
scattering tine, n x) = €% + 1) .

In rough ?)gl_:eem entw ih R],wem odelled the gap by

o= (T) 1+ ) 1+ ),where isthechem ical
potential, (0) = 029t, a BCS tem perature depen-
dence isassum ed for (T ), and t isused as the energy
unit. W e show the resuls for the optical conductivity

P o Fig. ) Brd= 03, = 085 doping '
0:08), Tc = 0:064 and various tem peratures.

F irst, the optical response isnon—zero only above the
threshold energy 2 s, with s being the value of
the gap at the so-called \hot-spots" in k space where

x " kx+o ” 0.0nehasroughly 2 55 4 , forthe
above param eters. Beyond itsm axinum at ! 4 o,
one observes the decay ,foPt) VAR up to energies of
the orderofthebandw idth .T heweight associated w ith
QOpt) is  j oFtasissuggested by the analysisbelow .

T he restricted optical sum is given by the integral
d! x (!)which can be easily evaluated for the above
© ), ©PY ' was shown in [6] that this sum should
exhibit a deviation =Ey intheDDW state.Atthe
sam e tin e the change In the weight ofthe D rude peak,

! (! = 0),isa rstordere ectintheDDW state,
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Fig. 2. The tem perature dependence of the optical sum and

the D rude weight below the DDW transition at T 0:064t

< (! = 0) =E r . b] W e illustrate these general
ndingsin Fig. (2). It is seen that the restricted optical
sum isnearly unchanged by the form ation oftheDDW
gap, but that the D rude weight exhbits a signi cant
variation below T..

Our resuls for the optical sum di er from those in
[7], because there a di erent spectrum w ith t°= 0 and
amuch largervalieof (T = 0) twereused.

In summ ary, we have shown that the DDW state
Jleads to a shift of the optical spectralweight to higher
energies 4 o, but to no change in the optical sum
rule in leading order.
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