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In this paper, we discuss the c axis optical conductivity
Re [ ¢ (!)] in the high T. superconductors, in the supercon-
ducting state. T he basic prem ise ofthiswork isthat electrons
travelling along the c axisbetween adroent CuO , layersm ust
pass through several intervening layers. In earlier work we
found that, for weak inter-layer coupling, it is preferable for
electrons to travel along the ¢ axis by m aking a serdes of In—
terband transitions rather than to stay within a single (@nd
very narrow ) band. M oreover, we found that m any of the
properties of the nom al state optical conductivity, ncluding
the pseudogap could be explained by interband transitions.
In this work we exam Ine the e ect of superconductivity on
the interband conductivity. W e nd that, while the onset of
superconductivity is clearly evident in the spectrum , there is
no clear signature of the symm etry of the superconducting
order param eter.
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I. NTRODUCTION

R ecently, there has been a lot of attention paid to the
Cc axis optical conductivity In the high T. cuprate su—
perconductors. In particular, m easurem ents of the opti-
calconductivity in YBa,Cusz0x (Y BCO ) have revealed
that the c axis transport is very di erent in character
from the electroni Hansport In the a and b directions
(W ithin the Jayersj)cﬂ There is a great deal of specula—
tion as to the source ofthis di erence. At one end ofthe
soectrum ofthought there isthe clain that the unusualc
axis transport is evidence for som e ngn-Fem i liquid like
ground state w thin the Cu0, layersi At the other end
of the spectrum , the clain is that the electronic ground
state is m etallic, but that there is som e nventional
tunneling m echanian between the layers H The com-
m on feature to all of these m odels, how ever, is that they
consideronly a single copper oxide layer in each unit cell.

In the case of YBCO 4, of course, the situation isnot so
sin ple. T here are several layers between ad pcent CuO ,
layers, one of which (the CuO chain layer) is known to
be conducting. In a previous pap we asked the ques—
tion \W hat is the e ect of these intemm ediate layers, as—
sum ing a sin ple m etallic m odel?" W e considered a sin -
pl two-layer m odel in which each uni cell contained a
CuO;,; plane and a CuO chai, and we calculated the op—
tical conductivity in the nom al state. W hat we found
wasthat, whilem aking alm ost no assum ptions about the
band structure, we could explain m any of the features
seen In experin ent| Including the pseudogap seen in op—

tical experim ents. W e clain that this work throw s into
doubt any attem pt to interpret the ¢ axis conductivity
that does not take into acoount the m ultilayered struc—
ture of the high T, m aterials.

In thiswork, we exam ine the c axisopticalconductivity
for a sinple model of YBCO, In the superconducting
state. Thism odelis the sam e as the one described above:
each unit cell contains a plane layer and a chain layer.
T hese Jayersare evenly spaced and connected by coherent
single-electron hopping. The am plitude for the hopping
is param eterized by t; . The current m odel di ers from
our earlier one In two in portant ways. F irst, the sam ple
is taken to be superconducting. Based on experin ental
observations, we include a superconducting gap in both
the plane and chain layerskd Second, the scattering rate
1= issetto zero. In our study ofthe opticalconductivity
In the nom alstate, the lineartem perature dependence of
the scattering rate was in portant at high tem peratures.
At low tem peratures the scattering rate is sm alland can
be ignored.

One of the main conclusions of our earlier work is
that, for amall t; , Interband processes play a dom i-
nant role In the c axis conductivity. In isolation, the
plane and chain layers have dispersions ; (kyx;ky) and

2 Ky ;ky) respectively. W hen the layers are coupled by
t; , they hybridize and form twobands ; (kx;ky;k;) and
kxikyik;). Electrons which travel along the c axis
In the presence of an extemal eld may do so by either
staying w ithin the bands , or by m aking transitions
between them . Ifthe layerdigpersions ; and , are non-—
degenerate, then the bands will dier rom ; and
2 by @t cosk,d=2))?>=(; ), where d=2 is the
Interlayer spacing (this follow s from second order pertur—
bation theory). The Fermm ivelocttiesv, = h '@ =@k,
therefore scale as Ll, . On the other hand, the m atrix
elem ent for an Interband transition is  2t; cosk,d=2).
For anallt; , the c axis transport occurs preferentially
through interband transitions.

W hilke the intraband conductisity has the wellknown
D rude form , the interband conductiviy does not. M uch
of this paper w ill be devoted to understanding how the
Interband conductivity In the planechain m odel di ers
from the usual picture of conductivity in the supercon—
ducting state.

W e are aw are ofone otherm odelw hich attem ptsto ac—
count for the presence ofinterm ediate layers. T hem odel,
proposed by Abrikosov F4 exam ines the e ect of resonant
tunneling through an in purity layer which lies between
CuO, lyers. In the case 0of YBCO 4, the In purities are
the oxygen vacancies in the Cu0 chain. W ith hism odel,
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he is able to provide a reasonable explanation of the c
axis d c. resistivity.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. ﬁ an equa—
tion orRe[ . (!)] (the optical conductivity along the ¢
axis) is derived. T he equation is integrated num erically
and the results are discussed in Sec. @ A brief conclu-
sion is contained in Sec. @

II.DERIVATION S

Themean eld Ham iltonian f)rourmodeliﬁ
X

H =
k

C/hk)Cx @

where C) = [0, .;C x4iC i< x#land ¢, createsan
electron of spin  and 3-dim ensionalm om entum k in the

plne (1= 1) or chain (i= 2) sublattices. The Ham ilto-
nian m atrix is
2 3
1 x  tk) 0
0 tk) 7
h _ k 1 ; o
k) gt(k) 0 ) . @)
0 tk) 2
where ( isthemean eld superconducting order pa—

rameter, ; and ; are the plane and chain dispersions
respectively, and t (k) couples the plane and chain layers.
T he dispersions ; and , are
2 1lcoskya) + coskya) 2B coskya)coskya)]

3)

1=

2= 2 pcoskya) 2 @)
where 1; 2; 1; 2, and B are adjistable param eters,
and a is the unit cell size In ab directions. For this
work, the parameters are xed at £ 1; 2; 1; 29 =
£70;100; 65; 175gmeV and B = 0:45. This is done
by tting the m agnitudes of the penetration depth at

= 0 (Which e ectively m easures the m agnitudes of the
Femm i velocities vi, vy and v;) to experin entf/d while
m aintaining a Fem i surface that Iga alitatively lke
that ofband structure ca]cu]at:on@ILl

The interlayer coupling is tk) = 2t; cosk,d=2),
which llows from a tightbinding m odel of c-axis cou—
pling. The uni cell size is d along the caxis. Agai,
by ttihg (T = 0) to experin ent, we have determ ined
that t 20meV for YBCOg.93 and t 1mev for
YBCOg.7.

The Fem i surface is shown in Fig.[]@). The dashed
lines give the Fem i surface of the isolated chain and
plane layers. These are also the Fem i surfaces of
atk, = =d, sihce t( =d) = 0. The solid curves are the
Fermm isurfacesatk, = 0,wheret(k,) isamaxinum . For

FIG.1l. a) Fem i surface for the planechain m odel. The
dashed lines are the Fem i surfaces of the isolated plane and
chain layers, the solid lines are the Fem isurfaces at k, = 0.
Forother values ofk,, the Femm isurfaces lie between the solid
and dashed curves. b) Schem atic of the energy bands along
kx = =a,k; = =d. The energy bands are shown for the su-
perconducting state (solid curves). T he nomm alstate energies

and + vanish at thepoihtsX and Y respectively. E xter-
nal elds excite two types of interband txansjtjon| pair cre-
ation and quasiparticle transjijons| which are shown. In pair
creation, the nal state has one quasiparticle in each of the
bands. This process is gapped since the energy required for
theprocessh! = E; k)+ E (k) hasanonzerom inimum . In
quasiparticle transitions, them ally excited quasiparticles can
then m ake interband transitions. T his process is not gapped
since there w ill generally be values of k for which the excita—
tion energy h! = E; (k) E (k) vanishes.



Intermm ediate values ofk, , the Femm i surface lies between
these two curves.

T he superconducting gap x is chosen to be the sam e
In both the plane and chain layers. Ik can have either a

d-w ave sym m etry

x = ([)osk xa) ocoskya)l;

Or an S-wave symm etry
k= (T):

In this work we do not propose a m icroscopic origin for
the pairing interaction but rather assum e that (T ) can
be described phenom enologically by

O
) ©0) T
with 2 O)=k g To= 35and T,= 10QK.

W e have found, in previouswork thatRe [ . (! )] In
the nom al state depends on the choice of param eters in
twoways: . (!) dependsqualitatively on whether ornot
the chain and plane Fem isurfaces cross, and on them ag—
niude oft; . W e found that when the Fem isurfaces do
not cross, there isa direct gap w hich appearsasa psesudo—
gap ofenergy h!y in . (!). The pseudogap disappears
at high T because of the sn earing of the quasiparticle
energy by the large, tem perature dependent, scattering
rate. Thetem perature T atwhich the pseudogap begins
to be resolved is therefore determ ined by

1= T ) lo;

and there is no direct connection between the onset of
superconductivity at T and T . A swem entioned before,
the scattering is ignored in this work so the pseudogap is
unchanged by tem perature. W e also found in our earlier
work that for am allvalues oft; the D rude-like intraband
contrbution to the conductivity is hidden by the large
Interband conductivity.

In thiswork wew illexam ine the c-axis opticalresponse
In the superconducting state. W e w ill assum e that
sam pl is in the clean lim it. There is good eviden
that the large, tam perature dependent scattering rate
does, In fact, drop dram atically below T., although we
have m ade this assum ption prim arily to keep the m odel
sinple. In this case, the D rude part of . (!) collapses
to a -funtion at ! = 0, and the only response at nite
frequency com es from interband transitions. Since the
main e ect of changing t; is to change the m agnitude
of the Interband conductivity and not is form , we can
arbitrarily xt, = 20me&v.

One of the most interesting features of our m odel
Ham iltonian is that the gap x is the sam e in both the
chain and plane layers. W e have discussed the experi-
m ental evidence for this elsswhereld Tt is a som ewhat
surprising property since the chain layer does not have
the tetragonal sym m etry needed to generate a d-wave

order param eter. This strongly suggests that the pair-
Ing interaction m ust originate in the (tetragonal) CuO ,
plane layer, but then the di culty lies In understanding
the large m agniude of the gap on ﬁajn layer. This
has been discussed elsew here by utle by X4dang and
W heatleytd and by O 'D onovan and C arbotte

T he elgenvalues of the Ham iltonian m atrix h k) give
the band energies E; = E;, E, = E,, E3 = E ,
Eg= E ,where

2 5)

and are the nom al state band energies
s
2
1t 2 1 2

= 5 5 + t2: (6)

T he optical conductivity for a layered system JEE
Z h

&’h X ~
Rel ()= - axTr K ;)0 Kkik)
x 1
. Tf) f&+h!
N

(7

where X (k;!) isthe spectralfunction. Ttisa4 4m atrix
w hose diagonal elem ents describe the spectral weight in
the 4 superconducting bands. The eleﬁom agnetic ver—
tex functions " for caxis transport are

2 Vz+ 0 T, Tz3

A=§ 0 vy T, T, g
T, T, v 0 !
T, T, O Vy,

w here
+ 2
2_ L g4 ¢ ko,
ELE
2
2:&1 + ok,
2 E.E !

are the ocoherence factors and

_ letk,) o 2
h @k, +

Z

isthem atrix elem ent forthe transition . Furthem ore v,
are the Femm ivelocities

ie
h @k,

v, =

N otice that if the bands ; and ; are nondegenerate,
v, / £ . In contrast, the o diagonalm atrix elem ents
In * are proportional to t; . Since the diagonalm atrix
elem ents are for the intraband (or D rude) conductivity,
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FIG .2. The conductivity Re [ ¢ (! )] is shown for a d-wave
gap and for a range of tem peratures. The calculation is in
the clean lim it, so that the conductivity is entirely due to in—
terband transitions. N otice that even though there is gap in
the nom al state spectrum (@t T = T. = 100 K ), the super-
conducting spectrum is gapless at nite tem perature.

we can conclude that, foran allt; , theD rudepeak w illbe
an all relative to the non-D rude interband conductivity.
Further, since (! ) dependson ~2 theD rude partofRe
[ ¢ (!)]is proportionalto t‘f , while the interband part is
proportionalto £ .

In the clean lm i, the spectral function isA;; k;!) =

2 (! E ;), the Intraband contrlbution to (! > 0)
vanishes and Eq. ﬁ) reduces to
2 e?h X 2
Re[c(! > 0)]= T;
k
LE@ ) £EL)
£, E h! ¥+ E I
1 fE ) fE.:) |
! E E :
+ E. + E (a} ) ©)

Thisisourbasicresult. The rstand second term sin the
iIntegrand in ﬁ) represent interband transitions of ther—
m ally excited quasiparticles and pair creation of quasi-
particles resgpectively. W e w illdiscuss these tw o processes
In m ore detail in the next section.

ITI.RESULTS AND D ISCUSSION

E quation ﬁ) is Integrated num erically and the results
are shown in Fjgs.ﬂ andﬂ for s and d-w ave gaps respec—
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FIG .3. The conductivity Re [ ¢ (! )] is shown, as in Fig.[},
but foran s wave gap.

tively. T he conductiviy is calculated for severaltem per-
aturesbetween T = OK and T = T.= 100K .AtT = T,
the systam is In the nom alstate and
2 e?h X £
Re [.(1)]= r2ft)
K

10)

E quation @) has the form of a pint density of states
since the integrand is proportionalto (! + + ).
T he them alfactorsensure that the interband transitions
arebetween lked and em pty states. Atlow T, transitions
occur betw een states forwhich k)< O0Oand ; k)> 0.

In the high T. superconductors, the large frequency
range over which . (!') extends is often ascrbed to ei-
ther a large scattering rate for interplane transitions, or
to the non-Fem i liquid lke nature of the ground state.
H ere, the frequency range isofthe order ofthe bandw idth
because the energy di erence ; (k) (k) extends over
a w ide range of energies. In Fjg.ﬂl (@) the energy di er-

ence ; () k) is 20meV at the point X , where
the Fem i surfaces are close together, and is 375 m &V
at the point Z .

For our particular choice of param eters, the nom al
state conductivity hasa nite band gap, which we iden-
tify w ith the pseudogap seen In optical conductivity ex—
perim ents. Them inimum valie ofh!y = 4 k) k)
forwhich . (!y) % 0 isatthepointX . C larly the value
of !y depends on the distance between the two pieces
of Fem i surface. If the Fem i surfaces cross, then !g
vanishes and arbitrarily low energy excitations are pos—



sble. In this case there is no pseudogap, and we clain
that thisdescrbbesYBCO in the the optim ally doped and
overdoped cases.

A s the tam perature is lowered and the m aterial be-
com es superconducting, two types of interband process
becom e possble. As in the nom al state, quasiparti-
cles which occupy one of the bands m ay m ake transi-
tions into the other band. This is descrlbed by the st
term In ﬁ) and the energy required for the transition
ish! = £, k) E ()J. Below T, however, m ost of
the electrons are in the superconducting condensate, and
the largest contribution to the interband conductivity
com es from the creation of quasiparticle pairs, In which
a Cooper pair is broken and one quasiparticle goes into
each of the two bands. This is described by the second
term in E), and the energy required for the transition is
h! =E, K)+E k). mFig.l, <() is shown as the
sum of the quasiparitcle and pair creation tem s.

The two types of interband transition are illistrated
in Fjg.ﬂ(b), and we can m ake a faw comm ents about
Eqg. E) Just by inspection ofthe gure. The st isthat
the quasiparticle term is not gapped since exciations of
arbirarily low energy are available near k-points w here
E; k)= E (k). The probability for such transitions to
occur, however, is strongly supressed by the probability
that the lower energy band is nitially occupied. At T =
0, the them al factor £ €, ) f E ); ensures that the
quasiparticle term vanishes.

A second point we can make is that the pair cre—
ation term is gapped since the energy of pair creation
h! = E4y k)+ E () has, In general, a nonzero m Ini-
mum value. T he lowest energy pairsw hiﬁvh can be created
can obviously be found by m inin izing 4 &)2+ 2+

k)?+ . For the case where the Fem i surfaces
cross, so that there is a line of k-values along which
+ k) = k)= 0, themnhimum energy isnearh! =
2 . Im portantly, this show sthat the pair creation tem
is gapped for a d-wave superconductor unless the Ferm i
surfaces happen to crossat x = 0.

Perhaps the m ost striking feature ofFjgs.E and E is
that the symm etry of the gap does not reveal itself in
any obvious fashion. It is custom ary| within a D rude
m odel| to associate a gapped frequency dependence w ith
an s-wave order param eter, and a gapless frequency de—
pendence w ith a d-w ave order param eter. It is clear from
the above discussion, how ever, that this cannot be done
here. To sum m arize our discussion sin ply, the interband
contribution to the conductivity| which is dom inant at
low tenperatures| probes the structure of the energy
sum E; + E  and theenergy di erence £y E jand
not ofthe gap energy .

This is in contrast, for exam ple, w th the singlk layer
m odel in vH ich the c axis transport is through di usive
scattering In this m odel the ¢onductiyity probes the
density of states of a singlke layer
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FIG .4. The interband conductiviy is shown at 75 K (solid
curve) for a dwave gap. There are two contrbutions to
the conductivity: a quasiparticle term resuls from interband
transitions of them ally excited quasiparticles (dashed curve)
and a pair creation tem (dot-dashed curve). T he quasipar-
ticle contribution is gapless and vanishesat T = 0. The pair
creation term is gapped.

IVv.CONCLUSIONS

For layered superconductors, in which there are m ore
than one type of layer, the c axis conductirity is dom i~
nated by interband e ectswhen the interlayer coupling is
weak. In other words, it is easier for an electron to travel
along the c axis by m aking a serdes of Interband transi-
tions than by staying w ithin a band. T he Intraband (or
D rude) and interband conductivities vary ast; and £
respectively.

T here are two types of interband transition. The rst,
Interband transitions of them ally excited quasiparticles,
has a gapless spectrum and probes the pint density of
states of the dispersion E, (k) E (k). The second, the
excitation of quasiparticle pairs, has a gapped spectrum
and probes the pint density of states of the dispersion
E; k)+ E (). Since neither of these processes probes
the structure of a single band, there is no clear signature
ofthegap symmetry n Re [ < (!)].
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