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W e study how a random ness of either boson or femm ion site energies a ects the superconducting
phase of the boson ferm ion m odel. W e nd that, contrary to what is expected for s-wave super—
conductors, the non-m agnetic disorder is detrim ental to the s-wave superconductivity. H owever,
depending in which subsystem the disorder is located, we can observe di erent channels being af-
fected. W eak disorder of the fermm ion subsystem is responsble m ainly for renom alization of the
single particle density of states while disorder in the boson subsystem directly leads to uctuation
of the strength of the e ective pairing between ferm ions.

PACS numbers: 74202, 7420M n, 7425Bt, 7110~

I. NTRODUCTION

The boson ferm ion BF) model is an example of a
m icroscopic theory of nonconventional superconductiv—
ity. Tt describes a m xture of inerant electrons or holes
(ferm ions) which interact via charge exchangew ith a sys—
tem of mm obik localpairs (hard-core bosons). D ue to
this Interactions, bosons acquire nie m ass and under
proper circum stances m ight undergo B ose condensation
transition while ferm ions sin ultaneously start to form a
broken symm etry superconducting phase.

For the st tim e this m odel has been introduced ad
hoc aln ost two decades ago 'E:] to describe the electron
system ooupled to the lattice vibrations in a crossover
regin €, between the adiabatic and antiadiabatic lin is.
Later it hasbeen fom ally derived from the H am iltonian
of w ide band electrons hybridized to the strongly corre—
lated narrow band electron system 'g]. Very recently E_I%]
the sam ee ective BF m odelhasbeen derived purely from
the two din ensional H ubbard m odel in the strong inter—
action lim it using the contractor renom alization m ethod
ofM omingstar and W einstein té_l].

Som e authors have proposed it as a possible scenario
for description of high tem perature superconductiviy
H T SC).The unconventionalway of inducing the super-
conducting phase In the BF m odel has been indepen-
dently Investigated in a num ber of papers E{:_l-]_;]. M ore—
over, this m odel reveals also several unusual properties
of the nom alphase (for T > T.) wih an appearance of
the pseudogap being them ost transparent am ongst them
t_l-%'{:_fé_l']. Apart of eventual relevance of this m odel to
HT SC there are attem pts to apply the sam e type ofpic—
ture for a description of the m agnetically trapped atom s
ofakalim etals {_1-5]

T he in portant question which we want to address in
this paper is: what is an In uence of disorder on super-
conductivity ofthe BF m odel? T he conventionals-wave
symm etry BC S-type superconductors are known to be

rather weakly a ected by param agnetic in purities E}-Q:] -
the fact which is known as "Anderson theorem ". Non-—
m agnetic in purities have rem arkable detrin ental e ect
on superconductors w ith the anisotropic order param e~
ters. M agnetic In purities lead to pairbreaking e ects
which result in a strong reduction of T, even in s-wave
superconductors. Studying the e ect of in purities on
the superconductors has always been an established tool
for Investigation of the intemal structure of the C ooper
pairs.

D ue to the nonconventionalpairingm echanisn (ie.ex—
change of the hard-core bosons between ferm ion pairs) it
is of a fundam ental in portance to see how the nonm ag—
netic in purities (disorder) a ect the isotropic supercon—
ducting phase ofthe BF m odel. P reviously, such a study
has been carried out by Robaszkiew icz and P aw low ski
@-]‘] w ho considered disorderonly in the boson subsystem .
U sing a m ethod of con gurational averaging for the free
energy, authors have shown a strong detrin ental e ect
of disorder on superconductivity. Apart of a reduction
of the transition tem perature T. they have also reported
a rem arkable change ofa relative ratio (T = 0)=k gz Tc.
In this paper we analyze the e ect of disorder present
In both: ferm ion and boson subsystem s using a di erent
m ethod of the coherent potential approxin ation.

II.THE MODEL AND APPROACH

A . H am iltonian of the disordered BF m odel

W e consider the llow ing Ham iltonian of the disor-
dered BF m odel
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W e use the standard notations for annihilation (creation)
operatorsofferm fon ¢;; (¢, ) with spin  and ofthehard
core boson by (b§) at site i. Fermm ions interact w ith bosons
via the charge exchange interaction v which is assum ed
to be Iocal. There are two ways in which disorder enters
Into the consideration. E iher (a) ferm lons are a ected
by i and this is expressed by the random site energies
", or (o) hard core bosons via their random site energies
E;.

To proceed, we apply st the mean eld decoupling
for the boson ferm ion interaction

b/cigcin © Mol oo + bl hoygond @)

which is justi ed until v is smnall enough in com pari-
son to the kinetic energy of ferm ions. A fter decoupling
‘_2) we have to dealw ith the e ective H am iltonian com —
posed of the separate ferm ion and boson contrbutions
H' BT +H® |4

X
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where x; = vhopgcoei and 3 = vHoi. The site depen—

dence of ; and x; indicates the disorder induced am pli-
tude uctuations of the order param eters.

B .Boson part

For a given con guration of disorder we can exactly
nd the eigenvectors and eigenvalues corresponding to
the lattice site i using a suitable uniary transform ation.
Statisticalexpectation valies ofthe num ber operatorbi-’bi
and the param eter ; are given by [_2,:_53]

D E
1 g+ Ej 2 i
by = - —————— tanh ; 5
b 2 4 kg T ®)
VX i
i= tanh (6)
2 i kg T

P : .
where ;= 5 (5 +E; 2 )%+ 4¥k7 and ks is the
Boltzm ann constant. Note, that the sie dependent
ferm ion order param eter x; enters the expression for the
boson number operator (E) and the param eter ; (r_é).
D isorder of any subsystem is thus autom atically trans—

fered onto the other one.

C .Fem ion part

Analysis of the fermm lon part 6'3) is more cumber-
some. To study i we use the Nambu representation
1= Cicu)r 1= Bg)y and]ﬂ? ne them atrix G reen’s

1
function G (3;!) = i ¥

3 . Equation ofm otion
for this fiunction reads '
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U sing them atrix G reen’s function G 0 (i;3;! ) ofa clean
sy stem

1 Lo+
G kil) = A )

where = vNi F ;h iiisa globalorder param eter (which
plays a roke of the e ective gap In the superconducting
ferm ion subsystem ), and de ning the single site in purity
potentialV ; as

V= oo ©)

one can w rite dow n the follow ing D yson equation for the
G reen’s function G (i 3;!)
X
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This G reen’s function depends on the speci ¢ disorder
con guration. In order to pass through one usually av—
erages it over the all possible con gurations.

Forcarrying out the con gurationalaveragihgweusea
m ethod ofthe C oherent P otentialA pproxin ation (CPA).
Them aln idea of CPA isto replace the random potential
V 1 by som e uniform coherent potential (!). Fom ally,
the G reen’s finction w hich satis es (:_L-Q:) wih V ; replaced
by (!) isthen given (in them om entum coordinates) by

h i,
GCFR ;i) = 6%k;!) L (): @D

Con guration at site i is de ned by values of the ran-

dom energies ";, E; —we shall sym bolically denote it by

f";;Eig. Any ofpossble con gurations can occur
w ith som e probability P (£"i/E19) c!), and of course
these probabilities are nom alized ct )= 1.

A particlke propagating through them ediuim character-
ized by the coherent potential (!) isthus, at site i, scat—
tered w ith probability ¢! | by the potentialV | ' (1).
Fora chosen con guration ofthe site ithe conditionally
averaged localG reens function is given by
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This G reen’s function G ¢’ (i;i;!) descrbes the system
In which all sites, except one indicated by i, are described
by the ooherent potential (!). In CPA one requires
that, the average ofthe localG reen’s finction isthe sam e
as the G reen’s function of the averaged system . This
CPA condition is identical w ith the follow ing equation
te]
X
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E quations {_i]_:{:_l-g) have to be solved selfconsistently
to yield the coherent potential (! ). P hysical quantities
Yy p P ysigal quantitie

such as ferm don concentration n¥ Ni ;. c o and
P
the superconducting order param eter x Ni ;Xiareto
be calculated from
Z
F 2 b al n CPA (1,1 s ©
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where = 1=kgT.

In the follow ing section we discuss the changes of the
superconducting transition tem perature T. caused by dis—
order.

ITII.DISORDER IN FERM ION SUBSY STEM

Tt is instructive to Investigate the disorder separately
for ferm ion and boson subsystem s. Let us start wih
ferm jon disorder ";. W e sest E; = 0 for all lattice sites.
For the random ferm ion energieswe choose "; = "o wih

probability cand "; = 0 wih probability 1 c. kisa
bin odal type disorder
P (E"g)=c ™ "9+ @@ o ™M 0): 16)

Here we shall be manhly Interested In the supercon—
ducting transition tem perature T.. In this Iim it [[9] the
diagonal disorder a ects m ainly a diagonal part of the
m atrix G reen’s function G . In fact, even for no disorder
acting directly in bosonic subsystem the boson order pa-
ram eter in equation {_6) does depend on the site index
via ferm ion order param eter x; . H owever, we expect this
induced disorderto be weak and neglect it. T hisallow sus
to show how disorder in ferm ionic subsystem only, a ects
Te.

The o -diagonal elem ents of the ooherent potential
vanish. Dwue to the general symmetry ,,(@d!) =

11 (1) l_l-g‘] we can sin plify the selfenergy m atrix
to

11 @) 0

@)= 0 11 ()

11 (! ) can be found from the CPA equation
for a nom alphase, takes a wellknown form

1 c¢ C
T + =0
[ 1M1 +F ()
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with F (1) = & ,G{ " k;!). Equation {l§) should
be solved sub ct to a given dispersion relation "y and
param etersc, "y.
Finally having calculated 11 (!),wecan ndnf and
X C_l-ﬁl,:_l-ﬁ) aswellasn®, 65,.'_6> In particular, the critical

tem perature Tc = kg ) ! is given via
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where A k;!) = ( 1=)In G{® k;! + i0") de-

notes the spectral fiinction of the nom alphase.

W e choose for our study a case of weak boson ferm ion
Interaction v= 01 (ih units of the nitial ferm ion band-
w idth) and total concentration of charge carriers niot
2ng + nr = 1. Figure ('_]:) show s how T, ofa clean sys—
tem depends on position of the boson level. There are
three distinguishable regin es i_ﬁ;'_é] of relative occupancy
by bosons and fermm ions. Superconducting correlations
are ofcoursem ost visble when chem icalpotentialis close
to §=2.Wechoosethevaluie z=2= 03 tobe close
to optim al value of transition tem perature and to have
com parable am ount of ferm ions and bosons. For com pu—
tations we use the 2D square lattice dispersion —the van
Hove singularity is safely distant from the Fem ienergy
for the above param eters.
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FIG.1l. Variation of T, with respect to boson energy &
fora clean system with nior = 1. Bottom panel illustrates the
concentrations of ferm ions (n¥ ) and bosons n? ) at T = T..
N ote the three distinct regim es of: predom inantly local pairs
2n® Ntot, Coexisting pairs and fermm ions n® 2n® , and
predom lnantly ferm ions nf Nior (S0 called BCS 1im it).



In gure:_z we plot the transition tem perature T, cal-
culated from equation C_l-g') against concentration c for
several values of "y. W ith an increase of concentration
c of scattering centers we notice a gradual reduction of
the critical tem perature. This tendency can be under-
stood by looking at the behavior of the ferm ion density
of states at the Ferm ienergy g ("r ). D isorder is responsi-
ble for renom alization ofthe low energy sector and these
Iow energy states are involved in form ing the supercon-—
ducting type correlations. A s shown In the bottom panel
there is additionale ect com ing from the rearrangem ent
ofoccupationsn® andn® . W ith an increasing concentra—
tion c the ferm ion band is shifted tow ard higher energies
and the system is then m ainly occupied by bosons (so
called, the localpair LP lim i).
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FIG .2. Transiion tem perature T. as a function of concen-
tration c of scattering centersw ith variouspositive values of "y
(top panel) . D ensity of states at the Ferm ienergy g ("r ) (m id-
dle panel) and relative occupations by bosons and fem ions
(bottom panel) or "o = 05 at T = T..

For negative values of "y the disorder show s stronger
In uence on T.. On one hand we have again a direct
e ect of the renomm alized density of states (see g ("¢ ) In
the m iddle panel of gure 3). On the other hand, w ith
an increase of ¢ for any negative value of "y the ferm ion
band and the position of the chem ical potential drift to—
wards lower energies. A s is consequence the num ber of
ferm jons increases and the num ber of bosons decreases.
E ectively we thus approach the BC S lin it w here transi-
tion tem perature din inishesvery fast if g =2 goesabove

(check forexam plethe curvesor"g= 04 and 035).
T he strong disorder in ferm ion subsystem m akesthepair-
Ing m echanian alm ost Ine ective at all.
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FIG.3. The same as In gure (2) except that for nega-
tive values of "y (top panel). The m iddl and bottom panels
correspond to "o = 0:5.

In g‘ure:fl we plot T, versus (positive) "y for several
concentrations c. Again, T, roughly follow s variation of
the density of states g (¢ ) which is shown in the bottom
panel. A s discussed above for large values of concentra—
tion ¢ and large positive "y the systam ismainly lked
by bosons (the LP 1lm i) so there is some nite T. even
when = =2 isfarbelow the ferm ion band, this isan
artifact ofthemean eld approxim ation 'Q:,E_B:]
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FIG.4. Transition tem perature T. as a function of the
energy "o of the scattering centers whose concentration is c
(top) . D ensity of states g ("r ) for each of the concentrations
c (pottom panel) Forc= 1 and or " 02 Fem ienergy
goes below the ferm ions band, system is then strictly in the
LP lin it of the BF m odel.

Behavior of T, with respect to negative values of "y
can be easily deduced from the gure 3 so we skip this
lustration.

In summ ary we notice that change of the transition



tem perature T, caused by weak disorder in ferm ion sys—
tem is controlled m ainly by m odi cation ofthe low lying
energy states. This is In accord w ith the A nderson the—
oram for soin singlket s-wave superconductors. H ow ever,
additionalin uence com es from redistribution ofparticle
soectrum and their relative occupancy and such e ects
are dom nant for Jarge values of in purity concentration c
and for their lJarge scattering strength "9 j. In this lim it
the boson - ferm ion exchange becom es Ine ective.

IV.DISORDER IN BOSON SUBSYSTEM

Now we tum attention to a case when boson energies
arerandom E; & 0 and, for sin plicity, assum e no ferm ion
disorderie."; = 0 forall the lattice sites. T he scattering
potential {_9) reduces then to
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w ith
tanh
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21
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It m eans that the uctuating boson energy level E; in—
duces wuctuations of the pairing strengths f; In the
ferm jon subsystem . To som e extent, this situation re—
m inds the negative U Hubbard m odel [_2-9'] forwhich the
random Jlocal attraction U; < 0 leads to the follow ing
scattering m atrix
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W e see that in our case the role of a random pairing
potentialU; isplayed by £ given in equation QL).

T here are tw o extrem e lim its, as farasthe e ectiveness
of the random boson energy  + E; is concemed

for an all (on the scale of ferm on-boson interac—
tion v) uctuations of E;, e ect of the disorder
becom es negligible unless the chem ical potential is
pihned to the boson kvel = B =2, when the
am plitude of the pairing potential is controlled by
fi  v?tanh [ x1]=2x; and isusually unifom except
at very low temperatures ! 1 when f; vP=x,

or lye uctuations of E; one cbtains f;

V'tanh 5 (g +E; 2 ) =( 5 +E1 2 ).

To analyze e ects of the disorder In boson sub-
system we use a two pol distrbution P (fE.g) =
% [ B1 Eg)+ E1+ Ej)]. The boson energy is
E o wih an equalprobabiliy 0:5. Figure (_'5) show s criti-
cal tem perature T. , calculated from equation C_Lf;), asa
function ofenergy E o by which the boson energy is split.
Strong dependence of T on disorder isa combined e ect
of the density of states, the uctuating interactions and
the changes In concentration of carriers.
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FIG .5. Transition tenpe@ture T. (top), the averaged
pairing potential < f; >= P (fE19)f1 (m iddle), to-
gether w ith the occupation of ferm ions ng and bosons ng
at T = T. (ottom ).




FIG . 6. Nom alized critical tem perature Tc=T. Eo = 0)
and the nom alized pairing potential< £f; > =< £;E, = 0) >
versus energy Eg. T BCS) ghows the BC S-lke relation be—
tween critical tem perature and pairing potential. Left panel
refers to neor = 1, s = 06 discussed above and the right
panel corresponds to the symm etric case of the BF m odel

B = 0, nior = 2 with the half lled boson and ferm ion
subsystem s).

To estim ate what iIn uence com esonly from the renor—
m alization ofthe e ective pairingwe plot In gure 'Q:the
nom alized transition tem perature denoted by T. and the
nom alized averaged < f; > for the param eters given
above (ft panel), and for a fully symm etric case of
the BF m odel (right panel). T he transition tem perature

Tc(B €$) istheBC S-type estin ate of the e ect of changes
In the e ective pairing due to disorder

TcEo) / L : 24)
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A general trend observed in gure:_d is that the average
e ective interaction < f; E () > decreasesw ith Increasing
disorder, even though the bar ferm ion-boson interaction
v ram ains constant. T his decreasing pairing interaction
is the only factor responsble for a behavior of T, versus
E( In the right panel. W e notice absence of the BC S—
like exponential scaling which is due to unconventional
pairing in the BF m odel.

In the kft panel, corresponding to the above studied
case g = 0%6,nr = 1,wenotice a Jarger discrepancy
betw een the pairing am plitude and T.. W ih an increase
of Ey the transition tem perature is much strongly re—
duced than in the symm etric case. This e ect has to be
assigned to redistributions of particle occupancies. At
large values of E ; we have practically only hard core bo—
son particles in the system , and they cannot induce su—
perconductivity am ong ferm ions whose fraction becom es
very an all. _

In the previous study 7] authors have used the sam e
bin odal distrdbution of random boson energies. They
have found a strong reduction of T, nearEy 2v which
agrees well w ith our data shown In gure 6. M oreover,
the authors have reported that disorder a ects the ra—
tio s (T = 0)=kg T. which changes from 42 (fora clean
sy stem i:a*,:_é]) to the standard BC S result 3:52 at largeE .
Sin ple explanation ofthise ect can be o ered. The bo-
son energy (which is split by 2E ) is for su ciently large
Eo partly In the LP lim i (BrE; = E() and partly in
theBCS lim it (ifE; = + E(). T he second one contributes
w ith the standard BC S value if £ ( jis large enough (see
eg.Fig.9 in Ref. '_B]).

V.CONCLUSION

T he random ness of the site energies of both, ferm ions
and bosons, has a strong e ect on superconducting phase

of the BF m odel. W eak disorder in the ferm ion subsys—
tem a ects the superconducting transition tem perature
m ainly via rescaling the low energy states which are In-
volved In the the form ation of the C ooper pairs. T here—
fore T, roughly ollow s the density of states at the Ferm i
energy. For su ciently large disorder " ( there appears
som e critical concentration ¢ at which T, m ay eventually
drop to zero.

D isorder in the boson subsystem hasamuch m ore ne
In uence on superconductivity. Random ness of boson
energies is transfom ed directly into random ness of the
pairing strength. E ectively physics of the disordered
BF m odel becom es sin ilar to that of the random neg-
ative U Hubbard m odel !_2-(_)'] Even the relatively anall

uctuations of the boson energies show up their strong
detrim entale ects on superconductivity.

In a sin ple m Inded picture one can envision this sit-
uation as a random change between various regin es of
superconductivity. D gpending on a value of E; the bo—
son energy g + E; can be either far below the Ferm i
energy (the LP lim i), or far above the Fem i energy
(the BCS lin it). Each of such random con gurations
contrbutes w ith a di erent strength of superconducting
correlations. O n average, the superconducting transition
tem perature T, strongly din inishes and practically dis—
appears if the am plitude of the random Iy uctuating bo—
son energies o jis large enough.

In summary, our calculations show that disorder
strongly a ects the s-wave superconducting phase of the
BF model. This apparent contradiction w ith A nderson
theorem can be understood because ofa change ofthe ef-
fective pairing interaction induced by disorder, and this
e ect iscontrary to the A nderson’sm ain assum ption [:f6_:]

To com pare our resultsw ith experin entaldata on high
tem perature superconductors one has to consider the d-
wave superconducting order param eter. This type of a
symm etry arises In a natural way according to the re—
cent derivation ofthe BF m odel E]. E ect ofdisorder on
such anisotropic superconducting phase ofthe BF m odel
is outside the scope of the present paper and w illbe dis—
cussed elsew here.
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