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Abrikosov-G or’kov (A G) theory, the foundation for understanding pairbreaking e ects in con-
ventional superconductors, is inadequate when there is an excitation gap (pseudogap) present at
the onset of superconductivity. In this paper we present an extension of AG theory within two
In portant, and diam etrically opposite approaches to the cuprate pseudogap. T he e ects of In puri-
ties on the pseudogap onset tem perature T and on T., along w ith com parisons to experim ent are

addressed.

In puriy e ects in the high tem perature superconduc—
tors have been the sub fct of a large body of experi-
m ental and theore ture concentrating on pair-
breaking e ects o Dﬂy , d-wave density of states ef-
fects near ]ocal suppressions of the order
param eterf4, transport e ects nd aspects of the
superconductor —insulator transition A though there
are works ol elﬁ@eae@s ofa single in purity in seu—
dogap m od , Wih very few exception 1t
tle theoretical attention has been paid to the interplay
betw een the w idely observed cuprate pseudogap and the
e ects of disorder on pairbreaking. This is a particu-
larly striking om ission, given thata m apr fraction of
the superconducting phase diagram & is associated w ith
apseudogap . T he goalofthe present paper is to establish
a form alm ean- eld structure (@analogous to A brikosov—
Gorkov AG) theory) that incorporates this pseudogap
In com puting both T. and gap onset tem perature, T ,
along with other derived properties. Here we address
two m ean— eld approaches ( orthogonalin their physics,
but sin ilar in their form alisn ), to the incorporation of
the pseudogap : one In ;Eﬁghe pseudogap derives from
superconductivity itse (\Intrinsic") and one in
which it is \extzinsic", either associated w ith Zciﬁ@'l
order param & , orw ith band-structure e .
T his Intrinsic pseudoga arises from a stronger than
BCS attractive interaction which leadsto nitem om en—
tum pair excitations of the nom al state and condensate.

In contrast to BCS theory, in the pseudogap phase
there is an excitation gap present at T., which, at low
dgping x, rem ains relatively T —independent for all T
T.Ed. Thisnecessarily willa ect (i) fundam ental charac—
teristics of the superconducting phase aswellas (ii) the
nature of In purity pairbreaking. Indeed, to supp @,
there are ng indications from therm odynam i and
tunnelin experim ents that e ects of the nom al
state pseudogap persist below ".?E . Evidence in support
of (i) com es from the fact that psesudogap e ects appear
to correlate w ith the deg ofthe T, suppression in the
presence of Zn im puritie T his suppression becom es
progressively m ore rapid as the size of the pseudogap
grow s.

Both intrinsic and extrinsic m odels for the psesudogap
are associated w ith a generic set ofm ean—- eld equations.
Tt is reasonabl to stop at a mean- eld level because
these m aterials (in som e, but not all respects) do not
appear to be strikingly di erent from BC S superconduc—
tors, and b se the true critical regin e appears to be
rather narrowkd. M oreover, we believe uctuation e ects
around strict BC S theory such _as the phase uctuation
m odelofEm ery and co-w orkeIE are unlkely to explain
the often very large segparation observed betw een the gap
onset temperature T and T.. It seem s m ore appProgLy
ate, thus to search for an inproved mean eld theo
Then additional uctuation e ects can be appended as
needed.

In this generalized mean eld approach, in the clean
Iim it and orT T, the gap and num ber equations are

given by
X r2
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w here g5 is the coupling constant for the superconduct-
ing order param eter, ' = (cosky cosky) isthe d-wave
symm etry factor, . representsthe superconducting or-
der param eter, and 4 the pseudogap which persists in
the T T. phase. Finally, is a baﬂ@dex, which
appears In som e m icroscopic approache to the ex-
trinsic case. Them om entum sum m ation in the extrinsic
case is over the reduced B rillouin zone. T hese equations
depend in an in portant way on the electronic dispersion
which di ers in the two schem es. In the intrinsic school
the ferm ionic digpersion is characterized by

Ef = (P4 @) (a)
2ry = L+ Z.a@); (2b)
k = k° (2c)

Here y isthe \bare" band structure, taken to correspond
to a nearest neighbor tight-binding m odel. T his should
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be contrasted w ith that in the extrinsic school,
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(3b)
T he ferm jonic dispersions of the two schools di er as a
direct consequence of the m echanisn s that generate the
respective pseudogaps. At themean eld level, a pseu-
dogap due to pairing correlations form s as particles and
holes m ix to form the femm ionic quasiparticles. Those
of a soin— or charge-ordered state, though, are particle—
particle m xtures. In the regine T T., where sharp
excitations exist, these can be taken asthe de ning char-
acteristics of \Intrinsic" and \extrinsic" m odels of the
pseudogap. Since generally 6 0 away from half 1ling,
only in the Intrinsic school is the pseudogap pinned at
the Fem isurface.

The respective properties of the pseudogap lad to
equations for tsm agniude, which we sum m arize or T
T., In tem s of the particleparticle ( PP) and particle—
hole ( PP) susceptibilities. For the intrinsic school

X i+ g
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Note that PP depend@'a on the fiill excitation gap

.Here 4 (T) is associated w ith the number of nite
mom entum pair excitations of the condensate. These
occur w hen the strength of the attractive interaction gg.
is progressively Increased, so that it is larger than that
associated w ith the BC S regim e. For the extrinsic school,
the counterpart equation is

n oG )
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w here g,4 is the coupling constant for the pseudogap or-
der and the mom entum summ ation is over half of the
Brillouin zone. Here we consider the pseudogap w ith
sam e d-w ave structure as the superconducting order.
Figure EI show s the tem perature dependencies of the
di erent energy gaps obtained by solving the com plete
set of equations in the two pseudogap schoolsw ithin the
underdoped regin e. In the intrinsic case T m arks the
gradualonset of the pseudogap, which is associated w ith
bosonic or pair excitations form ed in the presence of a
strongerthan-BC S attractive interaction. Only at and
below T. does the identi cation of becom e precise, so
that for this (intrinsic) case we plot an extrapolation of
Egs. E,@,and@toT TC.Fjgurema show s that be-
Iow T. the fraction ofthe bosonic population pining the
condensate of zero-m om entum pairs (/ 2) increases

sc

at the expense of the nite-m om entum bosonic fraction

T/Te

FIG .1: Energy gaps for ntrinsic (@) and extrinsic (o) cases.
Solid lines are the totalexcitation gaps, dotted linesthe super—
conducting order param eters and dashed lines the pseudogaps
below T.. The gaps are in units of 4ty . The curve for T Tc
in (@) represents a rough extrapolation.

(/ gg) untilthe fially condensed ground state is reached.
By contrast, for the extrinsic case F jg.ﬂb) superconduc—
tivity form son top ofa preexisting excitation gap in the
e ective band structure which rst appears at T , the
phase transition tem perature m arking the onset of the
extrinsic order.

O ne can capture the key physics of these tw o schem es
In a reasonably accurate phenom enological approach.
T he bposonic excitations associated w ith the m ean— eld
theo ofEgs. ), @) and @) Jead to the tem pera—
ture dependence of the pseudogap below the clean lim it
critical tem perature Tqo

2 (Teo) ™ ;i T Teot ®)

2, (@)

These bosons are, thus, associated wih a quasizideal
Bose gas. By contrast for the extrinsic case, In the well-
established pseudogap regin e, below T, the psesudogap
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FIG.2: DOS for intrinsic and extrinsic models at T = 0.

Only one gap structure appears in the Intrinsic DO S, while
two distinct gap structures appear in the extrinsicDO S.

is relatively T -independent
o @)= ()i T Teo: o)

Herewede ne (T o) = pg(Teo). In both Egs. @) and
ﬂ) above, wemay view (T ) a phenom enological
param eter taken from experin entd. W e w ill adopt this
approach here n large part because i provides a m ore
readily accessble theoretical fram ew ork for the com m u—
niy, and because it connects m ore directly w ith experi-
m ent.

T he pronounced di erencesbetween the ferm ionic dis-
persion in these two theoretical schools can be seen from
the associated densities of states O O S) plotted in Fjg.E,
which com pares the Intrinsic and extrinsic m odels at
T = 0. In the intrinsicm gldel one sees only one exci-

tation gap %ature@ = Lt 2
tered around the Fermm i energy. Van Hove singularities
are also apparent here as relatively sharp structures. In
contrast, there exist two distinct features for the extrin—
sic theory. The m ore prom inent pseudogap peaks are
centered around , while the spperconducting peaks
appear around the Fem ien . Indeed, for this ex—
trinsic case, only in the Ilin t = 0 can one readily de ne
an excitation gap asin a conventional superconducting

pha , satisfying Eq. @) . That the superconducting
order param eter and pseudogap contribute to separate
features in the density of states represents a rather clear
signature ofthis extrinsic psesudogap school. To date, the
buk of experin ental tunneling data supports icture

Jl'lFJgECEl’l—

In which there is a sihgle excitation gap featu , alk
though there are som e reports ofm ultip ap structures
In caxis Intrinsic tunneling spectroscopyta. At T = T,

the extrinsic superconducting gap closes and the densi-
ties of states for the two schools becom e quite sim ilar,
save for the pinning of the gap m nimum to the Fermm i
surface In the intrinsic case.

W e tum now to in purity e ects which, just as In the
BCS case, are not expected to change the form al struc—

ture of our mean eld theory. The greatest com plica—
tion is associated with the im purity-renomm alized ™4,
calculated from all possble diagram m atic insertions of
the Im purity vertex into the particle-hole and particle-
particle susceptibilities [see Egs. E) and E) .J A detaikd
study of these e ects In the Intrinsic case appears in
Ref. E, although here we w ill proceed m ore phenom eno—
logically w thin both schools. W e base the present treat—
m ent on analogs ofthe clean lim f mean eld gap equa—
tions Egs. ) and ) w ith substitutions o ! scr

pg ! pg,!n ' 4y,and ! ~. At the phenomeno—
logical levelthe T -dependence of the Intrinsic pseudogap
is given by

N N T
L@ @) — i T To ®)

and for the extrinsic case,

Yo @) TR@e); T Te ©)
w here, in both schools, the excitation gap ~(T ), is pre—
sum ed to be determ ined from experim ent.

To com pute the renom alized frequency i* (i!,) and
chem ical potential ~(@{!,), we follow the usual in-—
purity T-matrix approach. W e presume an s-wave
shortrange Impuriy potential V (r) = u (¢ 5).
The im purity scattering m atrix T(!,) in Nambu space
satis es the ngpm an-Schw inger equation: T ('y) =
urs 1+ T(1,) ,8k;!n) , where § is the i puriy-
dressed G reen’s function,

Ppto+ k)Mt (k0 M)73

k;ily) = ; (10)
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Here is either the fill gap or superconducting order
param eter in the Intrinsic and extrinsic cases, respec—
tively, and *; are Paulim atrices. Here we suppress the
band J@dex In the extrinsic case. Labeling com ponents
asg= ;9i"1r the regular and anom alous G reen’s func-
tionsare G = gy + g3, FF = g;. The frequency and
chem ical potential are renom alized through im purity
se]j:'—enel:gyA:niTA,andi&n=i!n 0; ~= 3y
where n; is the num ber of I purities per unit cell. W e
note that the T m atrix for the extrinsic school depends
only on the band structure and is independent of the
speci ¢ type of extrinsic order.
T he com ponents of the selfenergy are given by

= i e ol @) gy,
o~ - 45 57 3= 5 o7
l=u @)® g l=u @)? g
and
X it X X ~
Q= — ) 3= ——: (12)
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There is no frequency-dependent selfenergy associated
w ith gap renom alization due to d-wave symm etry. Fi-
nally, them agnitudesof ¥, ™. and ~pg can be cbtained
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FIG.3: IntrinsicD O S for the clean and dirty casesat T = 0.
The DO S is centered around the Ferm ienergy.

15

=)

FIG .4: ExtrinsicD O S forthe clean and dirty casesat T = 0.
The DO S is centered around

using Egs. EI), @) and @), presum ing that the excitation
gap at T, istaken from experim ent. H erew e takethebare
lattice dispersion = 2t (cosky + cosky) 2t cosk,
so that the din ensionless coupling constant is given by
g=4t, .

Figures E and E show the e ects of im purities (for
unitary scattering) on the density of statesat T = O,
In the intrinsic and extrinsic cases respectively. A s can
be seen, particularly for the Intrinsic case, in purities de—
crease slightly the height and separation ofthe gap peaks
SeeFig.3below Jand 11in the low frequency region, but
otherw ise their e ects are not dram atic. For the extrin—
sic school, the superconducting gap region ism ore qual
Tatively a ected by pairbreaking, whike the psesudogap
peaks ram ain relatively robust. It can be inferred from
these guresthat with ncreasing disorder the di erences
In the two schools din Inish, from the perspective of the
density of states, except that the position of the m Ini-
mum in the extrinsic case isnot tied to the Ferm ienergy.
Physicaldi erences, however, ram ain profound, particu—

JAV/AN

—n=0.000]",

ozl | “rE
% — 05 T/ 5
O 02 04 06
T/ TS

FIG .5: Tem perature dependencies of the fiill excitation gaps
for the intrinsic case at strong (=4, = 12) and weak cou—
pling (@=4tx = 0:15, Inset), In the uniary lim it at di erent
in purity densities. Tem peratures are nom alized to the clean
Iim it Ty and gaps are nom alized to the zero-tem perature
values In the clean lim it g .

larly in the electrodynam r@g of the superconducting
phase.

In the rem ainderofthispaperwe focuson the behavior
ofT. (@nd T ) and the appropriate generalization ofAG
theory In the presence of a pseudogap. For de niteness,
we consider Zn doping experin ents w here we exploit the
experim ental observation that the excitation gap ~ at
T. is rhtively una ected by Zn im puritiesd. W e focus
here on the unitary lm i (I=u = 0), which is regarded as
relevant to Zn doping in the cuprates.

W e begin with the intrinsic school, w here the sensitiv—
ity of Tc and T to the Impurity concentration n; can
be studied as a function of a single coupling constant
g = Jsc, Which we presum e to be una ected by the addi-
tion of in purities. F jgureﬁ show s the behavior of the ex—
citation gap (T ) vstem perature nom alized to its clean
Iim it value, obtained using the in purity-generalized form
of Egs. @) and ). The gure should be viewed as
extending above T, only—n the sense that it provides a
reasonable extrapolationtd aswellasestinate of T . In
reality, F jg.ﬂa Indicates that a crossover description for
the excitation gap at T above T, is m ore correct. The
m aln panel corresoondsto the strong (=4, = 12) and
the Inset the weak (=4t = 0:15) coupling regin es for
various values of the in purity density n; in the unitary
Iim . In the weak coupling regin e, the suppression ofthe
gap is largest, as is the reduction n T . In the strong
coupling case, the suppression is sm allerand at low in pu—
rity densities, the curves are very close to those cbtained
In the clean lim i, indicating sm aller pairbreaking e ects
on the excitation gap and its onset tem perature T

Figure H show s the way In which in purities suppress
the phase coherence tem perature T. at di erent coupling
strengths (in the unitary lim i), based on the assum p—
tion, supported experin enta , that the excitation gap
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FIG .6: T, suppression due to In purities for 1=u = 0 (uniary
lin i) In the intrinsic case. T he tem peratures are nom alized
to the clean lim it Teo .

at the appropriate T, is relatively independent of im pu—
rity concentration. It can be seen that the suppression
rate Increases as the coupling becom es stronger, ore ec—
tively as ~(T o) increases. Sin ilar results for the extrinsic
case were obtained in Ref.@ . This faster T, suppression
In the strong coupling regin e can be understood through
a sin ple physical picture. Im purity scattering w ill pro—
duce stateswhich 11 in the gap and eventually destroy
superconducting coherence. In the strong coupling (pseu—
dogap) regin €, w here the nom alstate already hasa gap,
few er In purities are required to restore the system to the
\nom al" state.

W etum now to calculationswhich can be directly com -
pared w ith experin ent and plot the nom alized slopes of
T and T, wih respect to increasing Zn concentration,
for varying hole concentration x, rst for the intrinsic
case. To convert from the coupling constant param eter g
to x we take as Input the experin entally m easured val-
ues of ; (x;0) and the m easured exciation gap at T..
Here it is adequate to choose these values corresponding
to the pristine case, and presum e that Zn doping does
not a ect the excitation gap at T.. Figure ﬂ Indicates
the initial slope (1=TodT =dn;, where T is the appropri-
ate clean lin it tem perature) or T (dashed line) or T.
(solid line). In the overdoped lim it, the theory is asym p—
totically equivalent to standard AG theory, in which also
T = T.. For am aller values of x the slope decreases so
that T isonly weakly dependent on in purity concentra—
tion. By contrast, the InitialT. slope (solid line) showsa
very di erent hole concentration dependence. A sthehole
concentration decreases, the slope decreases. However,
In the very underdoped regin e, where the pseudogap is
well established, the curve tums around and rapidly in—
creases. T he inset presents a com parison of theory and
experim entd as = (dI.=dn;)=dT.=dni;x = 020) vs
Z= pgTc)=( pg (Tc);ix = 0:05), where the agreem ent
appears to be reasonable. There are fewer system atic
studies of In purity-induced changes in T ; however, the
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FIG . 7: Initial slopes of T and T. suppression %%
doping, in the unitary lim it for the intrinsic case. The In-
set presents a com parison between theory and experin ental

data from Ref. E See text for details.
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FIG .8: Initialslopes of T and T. suppression %;TT vs dop—

ing, In the unitary lim it for the extrinsic case. The inset
show s the clan phase digram given by coupling constants

Jog=4tx = 04 and gsc=4ty = 0:375. The critical doping xc
where 4 vanishes is around 0.15.

an alle ect found here at low x appears to be com patble
w ith the data.

Fially in Fig. E we present the counterpart plots of
the initial slopes for T and T i the extrinsic case. T
is com puted as in the intrinsic case by assum ing 4 (Tc)
is relatively Insensitive to in purities. Im purity renor-
m alizations are detem ined through Egs. @) and {14)
whilke the suppression of T is calulated via Egs. (1)
and ﬁ), extended to include appropriate in purity renor—
m alizations. The inset show s the clkan phase diagram
which fom s the basjs for these calculations. Our t
to the published formEd of this phase diagram provided
values for the coupling constants gyq=4t; = 04 and
Jsc=4t, = 0:375. To make contact with experin ent
we chose a param eter set in which T.=T and ns= (0)
were reasonably well t to experim ent in the underdoped
regine. As is sin ilar to the intrinsic case, there is a
dram atic Increase In the slope of T. as the insulator is



approached. This increase is associated w ith the onset
of the pseudogap which occurs forx  0:15. Above this
criticalconcentration T  is zero, and the system becom es
a conventional dirty BC S superconductor. In this way,
the Intrinsic and extrinsic schoolsdi er, since for the for-

merat argex, T ! T..
The theoretical m achinery that we have set up has
strong sin ilarities to an approach taken by Loram

and ollaborato , extended further to the disordered
caseHﬁ) Tt should be stressed, though, that their ap—
proach is a hybrid of extrinsic and intrinsic pseudogap
theories, w here the tem perature dependence of the var-
Jous gap param eters corresponds to the extrinsic case
(shown in F jg.b), w hereas the dispersion and super uid
density corresponds to an intrinsic pseudogap . A s shown
In this paper, pairbreaking e ects on T, can be sucoess-
fully addressed at a sam igquantitative level both in in—
trinsic and extrinsicm od . It should be noted that the
rather strikingly di erent sensitivitiesofT and T, to in —
purity concentration which are found experim entally, are
often taken as an indication that the cuprate pseudogap
cannot be Intrinsic, ie., related to the superconductiviy,
itself. Tndeed sin ilar results found In the presence of
m agnetic eld pairbreakin and it should be viewed
as one of the findam ental results of this paper that this
Inference is ncorrect. The di erences lie in the fact that
an excitation gap is present when T. is established, but
not at T , and it is this gap in the density of states
that contributes to the stronger pairbreaking e ects in
T.. Indeed, i is precisely this excitation gap which in-
validates the resuls of conventional AG theory. Tt m ay
be necessary eventually to lncorporate an even m ore local
treatm ent of pairbreaking than that discussed here, but
such a Bogoliubov-de G ennes generalization m ust include
pseudogap e ects. Indegd, the very basis for a m ore local
treatm ent of In puritiedd is the observed am all coherence
lengths, which are at the heart of the present \intrinsic"
pseudogap theoriesH.

In summary, in this paper we nd wihin two dia—
m etrically opposed pseudogap schools, that pseudogap
e ects at and kelow T. must ply an essential role in
pairbreaking. W hilke there is no de niive experim ent
to distinguish een these two schools, we have ar-
gued elsewh that the intrinsic dispersion leads
to an aller and m ore benign m odi cations of BCS the-
ory. In both theoretical approaches, the rather robust
behavior for T and the associated excitation gap in
the underdoped regine, found in the presence of im -
purities m ay be associated with the widely observed
superconductor-insulator transitiontd. Superconducting
coherence is m ore readily destroyed than is the excita—
tion gap (@nd T ), thereby kading to an nsulating state
when T, is suppressed to zero, In m uch sam e way as
In the presence of applied m agnetic elddd . W hile there
are clear di , seen particularly in electrodynam i-
cal ca]cu]atjoentm (@as well as density of states e ects)
between the intrinsic and extrinsic pseudogap schools,
the In puriy sensitivities of T, within these two di erent
approaches are quite sin ilar, and reasonably consistent
w ith experin ent. This sim ilarity derives from the fact
that both mean eld theoretic calculations of T. have
a general BC S-lke character, except for the presence of
a (pseudo) gap at the onset of superconductivity. For
T the di erences are m ore apparent in the overdoped
regin e and this, In tum, re ectsthe factthatT ! 0 in
one case (extrinsic), whereasT ! T, in another (intrin—
sic). In this paper we have set the stage for a com puta—
tion of transport properties w hich require as an essential
nput, an understanding of im purity e ects. T he general-
ization of AG theory presented here should help to clarify
the In portant role played by pseudogap e ects, at T and
their relation to im purity-induced pairbreaking.
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