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W estudy how a random nessofeitherboson orferm ion site energiesa�ectsthesuperconducting

phase ofthe 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 entalto the s-wave superconductivity. However,

depending in which subsystem the disorder is located,we can observe di�erentchannels being af-

fected. W eak disorder ofthe ferm ion subsystem is responsible m ainly for renorm alization ofthe

single particle density ofstateswhile disorderin the boson subsystem directly leads to uctuation

ofthe strength ofthe e�ective pairing between ferm ions.

PACS num bers:74.20.-z,74.20.M n,74.25.Bt,71.10.-w

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The boson ferm ion (BF) m odel is an exam ple of a

m icroscopic theory of nonconventionalsuperconductiv-

ity.Itdescribesa m ixture ofitinerantelectronsorholes

(ferm ions)which interactviachargeexchangewith asys-

tem ofim m obile localpairs(hard-core bosons). Due to

this interactions,bosons acquire �nite m ass and under

propercircum stancesm ightundergo Bose condensation

transition while ferm ionssim ultaneously startto form a

broken sym m etry superconducting phase.

For the �rst tim e this m odelhas been introduced ad

hoc alm osttwo decades ago [1]to describe the electron

system coupled to the lattice vibrations in a crossover

regim e,between the adiabatic and antiadiabatic lim its.

Laterithasbeen form ally derived from theHam iltonian

ofwide band electronshybridized to the strongly corre-

lated narrow band electron system [2].Very recently [3]

thesam ee�ectiveBF m odelhasbeen derivedpurelyfrom

the two dim ensionalHubbard m odelin the strong inter-

action lim itusingthecontractorrenorm alization m ethod

ofM orningstarand W einstein [4].

Som e authorshave proposed it asa possible scenario

for description of high tem perature superconductivity

(HTSC).Theunconventionalway ofinducing thesuper-

conducting phase in the BF m odelhas been indepen-

dently investigated in a num berofpapers[5{11].M ore-

over,this m odelreveals also severalunusualproperties

ofthe norm alphase (forT > Tc)with an appearanceof

thepseudogap beingthem osttransparentam ongstthem

[12{14]. Apart of eventualrelevance of this m odelto

HTSC thereareattem ptsto apply thesam etypeofpic-

turefora description ofthem agnetically trapped atom s

ofalkalim etals[15].

The im portantquestion which we wantto addressin

thispaperis:whatisan inuence ofdisorderon super-

conductivity oftheBF m odel? Theconventionals-wave

sym m etry BCS-type superconductors are known to be

ratherweakly a�ected by param agneticim purities[16]-

the fact which is known as "Anderson theorem ". Non-

m agnetic im purities have rem arkable detrim entale�ect

on superconductors with the anisotropic order param e-

ters. M agnetic im purities lead to pair-breaking e�ects

which result in a strong reduction ofTc even in s-wave

superconductors. Studying the e�ect of im purities on

thesuperconductorshasalwaysbeen an established tool

forinvestigation ofthe internalstructure ofthe Cooper

pairs.

Duetothenonconventionalpairingm echanism (i.e.ex-

changeofthehard-corebosonsbetween ferm ion pairs)it

isofa fundam entalim portance to see how the nonm ag-

netic im purities(disorder)a�ectthe isotropic supercon-

ducting phaseoftheBF m odel.Previously,such a study

has been carried out by Robaszkiewicz and Paw lowski

[17]whoconsidereddisorderonlyin thebosonsubsystem .

Using a m ethod ofcon�gurationalaveraging forthe free

energy,authors have shown a strong detrim entale�ect

ofdisorder on superconductivity. Apart ofa reduction

ofthetransition tem peratureTc they havealso reported

a rem arkablechange ofa relativeratio �(T = 0)=k B Tc.

In this paper we analyze the e�ect ofdisorder present

in both:ferm ion and boson subsystem susing a di�erent

m ethod ofthe coherentpotentialapproxim ation.

II.T H E M O D EL A N D A P P R O A C H

A .H am iltonian ofthe disordered B F m odel

W e consider the following Ham iltonian ofthe disor-

dered BF m odel

H
B F

=
X

i;j;�

tijc
y

i�cj� +
X

i

("i� �)c
y

i�ci�

+
X

i

(� B + E i� 2�)b
y

ibi
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+ v
X

i

�

b
y

ici#ci" + bic
y

i"
c
y

i#

�

: (1)

W eusethestandard notationsforannihilation (creation)

operatorsofferm ion ci;� (c
y

i;�)with spin � andofthehard

coreboson bi(b
y

i)atsitei.Ferm ionsinteractwith bosons

via the charge exchange interaction v which is assum ed

to belocal.Therearetwo waysin which disorderenters

into the consideration. Either (a) ferm ions are a�ected

by it and this is expressed by the random site energies

"i,or(b)hard corebosonsvia theirrandom siteenergies

E i.

To proceed,we apply �rst the m ean �eld decoupling

forthe boson ferm ion interaction

b
y

i
ci#ci" ’ hbii

�
ci#ci" + b

y

i
hci#ci"i (2)

which is justi�ed until v is sm all enough in com pari-

son to the kinetic energy offerm ions. After decoupling

(2)we have to dealwith the e�ective Ham iltonian com -

posed ofthe separate ferm ion and boson contributions

H ’ H F + H B [2,9]

H
F
=
X

i;j;�

[tij + �ij("i� �)]c
y

i�cj�

+
X

i

�

�
�
ici#ci" + �ic

y

i"
c
y

i#

�

(3)

H
B
=
X

i

h

(� B + E i� 2�)b
y

ibi+ xi b
y

i + x
�
ibi

i

; (4)

where xi = vhci#ci"i and �i = vhbii. The site depen-

dence of�i and xi indicatesthe disorderinduced am pli-

tude uctuationsofthe orderparam eters.

B .B oson part

For a given con�guration ofdisorder we can exactly

�nd the eigenvectors and eigenvalues corresponding to

thelatticesiteiusing a suitableunitary transform ation.

Statisticalexpectation valuesofthenum beroperatorb
y

ibi

and the param eter�i aregiven by [2,9]

D

b
y

i
bi

E

=
1

2
�
� B + E i� 2�

4i
tanh

�
i

kB T

�

; (5)

�i = �
vxi

2i
tanh

�
i

kB T

�

(6)

where i =
1

2

p
(� B + E i� 2�)2 + 4jxij

2 and kB is the

Boltzm ann constant. Note, that the site dependent

ferm ion orderparam eterxi enterstheexpression forthe

boson num ber operator (5) and the param eter �i (6).

Disorder ofany subsystem is thus autom atically trans-

fered onto the otherone.

C .Ferm ion part

Analysis of the ferm ion part (3) is m ore cum ber-

som e. To study it we use the Nam bu representation

	
y

i = (c
y

i"
;ci#),	 i = (	

y

i)
y and de�nethem atrix G reen’s

function G (i;j;!)=

DD

	 i;	
y

j

EE

!
. Equation ofm otion

forthisfunction reads

X

l

�
(! � "l+ �)�il� til � ��i�il

� �i�il (! + "l� �)�il+ til

�

� G (l;j;!)= 1�ij: (7)

Usingthem atrixG reen’sfunction G
0
(i;j;!)ofaclean

system

�
G

0
(k;!)

��1
=

�
! � "k + � � ��

� � ! + "k � �

�

; (8)

where� = v 1

N

P

i
h�iiisaglobalorderparam eter(which

plays a role ofthe e�ective gap in the superconducting

ferm ion subsystem ),and de�ning thesinglesiteim purity

potentialV l as

V l=

�
"l � ��l
� �l � "l

�

(9)

onecan writedown thefollowing Dyson equation forthe

G reen’sfunction G (i;j;!)

G (i;j;!)= G
0
(i;j;!)+

X

l

G
0
(i;l;!)V lG (l;j;!):

(10)

This G reen’s function depends on the speci�c disorder

con�guration. In orderto passthrough one usually av-

eragesitoverthe allpossiblecon�gurations.

Forcarryingoutthecon�gurationalaveragingweusea

m ethod oftheCoherentPotentialApproxim ation (CPA).

Them ain idea ofCPA isto replacetherandom potential

V l by som e uniform coherentpotential� (!).Form ally,

theG reen’sfunction which satis�es(10)with V lreplaced

by � (!)isthen given (in them om entum coordinates)by

h

G
C P A

(k;!)

i�1
=
�
G

0
(k;!)

��1
� � (!): (11)

Con�guration atsite iisde�ned by valuesofthe ran-

dom energies"i,E i -we shallsym bolically denote itby

� � f"i;E ig.Any ofpossiblecon�gurations� can occur

with som e probability P (f"i;E ig)� c(�),and ofcourse

theseprobabilitiesarenorm alized
P

�
c(�) = 1.

A particlepropagatingthrough them edium character-

ized bythecoherentpotential� (!)isthus,atsitei,scat-

tered with probability c(�) by thepotentialV
(�)

i � � (!).

Forachosen con�guration� ofthesiteitheconditionally

averaged localG reensfunction isgiven by
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h

G
(�)
(i;i;!)

i�1
=

h

G
C P A

(i;i;!)

i�1
�

h

V
(�)

i � � (!)

i

:

(12)

This G reen’s function G
(�)
(i;i;!)describes the system

in which allsites,exceptoneindicated by i,aredescribed

by the coherent potential� (!). In CPA one requires

that,theaverageofthelocalG reen’sfunction isthesam e

as the G reen’s function of the averaged system . This

CPA condition is identicalwith the following equation

[18]

X

�

c
(�)
G

(�)
(i;i;!)= G

C P A
(i;i;!): (13)

Equations (11{13) have to be solved selfconsistently

to yield thecoherentpotential� (!).Physicalquantities

such asferm ion concentration nF � 1

N

P

i;�

D

c
y

i�ci�

E

and

thesuperconductingorderparam eterx � 1

N

P

i
xi areto

be calculated from

n
F
= �

2

�N

Z 1

�1

d!

e�! + 1
Im

n

G
C P A
11 (i;i;! + i0

+
)

o

(14)

x = � v
1

�N

Z 1

�1

d!

e�! + 1
Im

n

G
C P A
21 (i;i;! + i0

+
)

o

(15)

where� = 1=kB T.

In the following section we discussthe changesofthe

superconductingtransitiontem peratureTc causedbydis-

order.

III.D ISO R D ER IN FER M IO N SU B SY ST EM

Itis instructive to investigate the disorderseparately

for ferm ion and boson subsystem s. Let us start with

ferm ion disorder"i. W e set E i = 0 for alllattice sites.

Forthe random ferm ion energieswechoose"i = "0 with

probability c and "i = 0 with probability 1� c. It is a

bim odaltypedisorder

P (f"ig)= c�("i� "0)+ (1� c)�("i� 0): (16)

Here we shallbe m ainly interested in the supercon-

ducting transition tem perature Tc.In thislim it[19]the

diagonaldisorder a�ects m ainly a diagonalpart ofthe

m atrix G reen’sfunction G .In fact,even forno disorder

acting directly in bosonicsubsystem theboson orderpa-

ram eter� in equation (6)doesdepend on the site index

via ferm ion orderparam eterxi.However,weexpectthis

induceddisordertobeweakand neglectit.Thisallowsus

toshow how disorderin ferm ionicsubsystem only,a�ects

Tc.

The o�-diagonal elem ents of the coherent potential

vanish. Due to the general sym m etry �22(i!) =

� �11(� i!) [19]we can sim plify the self-energy m atrix

to

� (i!)=

�
�11(i!) 0

0 � �11(� i!)

�

: (17)

�11(!)can befound from theCPA equation (13)which,

fora norm alphase,takesa wellknown form [18]

1� c

[�11(!)]
�1

+ F (!)
+

c

[�11(!)� "0]
�1

+ F (!)
= 0 (18)

with F (!)= 1

N

P

k
G

C P A
11 (k;!). Equation (18) should

be solved subject to a given dispersion relation "k and

param etersc,"0.

Finally having calculated �11(!),we can �nd nF and

x (14,15)aswellasnB ,� (5,6).In particular,thecritical

tem peratureTc = (kB �c)
�1

isgiven via

1= v
2
tanh[�c(� B � 2�)=2]

� B � 2�

X

k

Z 1

�1

d!1

Z 1

�1

d!2

� A(k;!1)A(k;!2)
tanh[�c!1=2]+ tanh[�c!2=2]

2(!1 + !2)
(19)

where A(k;!) = (� 1=�)Im

n

G
C P A
11 (k;! + i0+ )

o

de-

notesthe spectralfunction ofthe norm alphase.

W echooseforourstudy a caseofweak boson ferm ion

interaction v = 0:1 (in unitsofthe initialferm ion band-

width)and totalconcentration ofcharge carriersntot �

2nB + nF = 1. Figure (1)showshow Tc ofa clean sys-

tem depends on position ofthe boson level. There are

three distinguishable regim es[2,8]ofrelative occupancy

by bosons and ferm ions. Superconducting correlations

areofcoursem ostvisiblewhen chem icalpotentialisclose

to � B =2.W e choosethe value� B =2= � 0:3 to be close

to optim alvalue oftransition tem perature and to have

com parableam ountofferm ionsand bosons.Forcom pu-

tationsweusethe2D squarelatticedispersion -thevan

Hove singularity issafely distantfrom the Ferm ienergy

forthe aboveparam eters.

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

−2 −1 0

0

0.5

1

T
c

∆
B

n
F

2n
B

FIG .1. Variation ofTc with respect to boson energy � B

fora clean system with ntot = 1.Bottom panelillustratesthe

concentrationsofferm ions(n
F
)and bosons(n

B
)atT = Tc.

Note the three distinctregim esof:predom inantly localpairs

2nB � ntot,coexisting pairs and ferm ions nF � 2nB ,and

predom inantly ferm ionsn
F
� ntot (so called BCS lim it).
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In �gure 2 weplotthe transition tem peratureTc,cal-

culated from equation (19) against concentration c for

severalvalues of"0. W ith an increase ofconcentration

c ofscattering centers we notice a gradualreduction of

the criticaltem perature. This tendency can be under-

stood by looking atthe behaviorofthe ferm ion density

ofstatesattheFerm ienergy g("F ).Disorderisresponsi-

bleforrenorm alization ofthelow energysectorand these

low energy statesare involved in form ing the supercon-

ducting typecorrelations.Asshown in thebottom panel

thereisadditionale�ectcom ing from therearrangem ent

ofoccupationsnF and nB .W ith an increasingconcentra-

tion ctheferm ion band isshifted toward higherenergies

and the system is then m ainly occupied by bosons (so

called,the localpairLP lim it).

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0

0.5

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0

0.5

1

T
c

c

g(ε
F
)

n
F

2n
B

ε
0
=0.1

0.5

1.0

FIG .2. Transition tem peratureTc asa function ofconcen-

tration cofscatteringcenterswith variouspositivevaluesof"0

(top panel).D ensity ofstatesattheFerm ienergy g("F )(m id-

dle panel) and relative occupations by bosons and ferm ions

(bottom panel)for"0 = 0:5 atT = Tc.

For negative values of"0 the disorder showsstronger

inuence on Tc. O n one hand we have again a direct

e�ectofthe renorm alized density ofstates(see g("F )in

the m iddle panelof�gure 3). O n the other hand,with

an increase ofcforany negativevalue of"0 the ferm ion

band and theposition ofthe chem icalpotentialdriftto-

wardslowerenergies. Asitsconsequence the num berof

ferm ions increasesand the num ber ofbosonsdecreases.

E�ectively wethusapproach theBCS lim itwheretransi-

tion tem peraturedim inishesveryfastif� B =2goesabove

� (check forexam plethecurvesfor"0 = � 0:4and � 0:5).

Thestrongdisorderin ferm ion subsystem m akesthepair-

ing m echanism alm ostine�ective atall.

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0

0.5

1

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

0

0.5

1

T
c

c

g(ε
F
)

n
F

2n
B

ε
0
=−0.1

−0.2

−0.3

−0.4
−0.5

FIG .3. The sam e as in �gure (2) except that for nega-

tive valuesof"0 (top panel).The m iddle and bottom panels

correspond to "0 = � 0:5.

In �gure 4 we plot Tc versus (positive) "0 for several

concentrationsc. Again,Tc roughly followsvariation of

thedensity ofstatesg(�F )which isshown in thebottom

panel. Asdiscussed above forlarge valuesofconcentra-

tion c and large positive "0 the system is m ainly �lled

by bosons(the LP lim it)so there issom e �nite Tc even

when � = � B =2 isfarbelow theferm ion band,thisisan

artifactofthe m ean �eld approxim ation [2,8].

0

0.005

0.01

0.015

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.5

1

T
c

c=0.25
0.5

0.75

1.0

ε
0

g(ε
F
)

FIG .4. Transition tem perature Tc as a function ofthe

energy "0 ofthe scattering centers whose concentration is c

(top). D ensity ofstates g("F )foreach ofthe concentrations

c (bottom panel) For c = 1 and for "0 � 0:2 Ferm ienergy

goes below the ferm ions band,system is then strictly in the

LP lim itofthe BF m odel.

Behavior ofTc with respect to negative values of"0

can be easily deduced from the �gure 3 so we skip this

illustration.

In sum m ary we notice that change ofthe transition
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tem perature Tc caused by weak disorderin ferm ion sys-

tem iscontrolled m ainly by m odi�cation ofthelow lying

energy states. Thisisin accord with the Anderson the-

orem forspin singlets-wave superconductors. However,

additionalinuencecom esfrom redistribution ofparticle

spectrum and their relative occupancy and such e�ects

aredom inantforlargevaluesofim purity concentration c

and fortheirlarge scattering strength j"0j. In thislim it

the boson -ferm ion exchangebecom esine�ective.

IV .D ISO R D ER IN B O SO N SU B SY ST EM

Now we turn attention to a case when boson energies

arerandom E i 6= 0and,forsim plicity,assum enoferm ion

disorderi.e."i = 0 forallthelatticesites.Thescattering

potential(9)reducesthen to

V l=

 

0 � fl

D

c
y

l"
c
y

l#

E

� flhcl#cl"i 0

!

; (20)

with

fl= v
2
tanh[�l]

2l
(21)

and

l=

s
�
� B + E l

2
� �

� 2

+ jvhcl#cl"ij
2 : (22)

It m eans that the uctuating boson energy levelE l in-

duces uctuations of the pairing strengths fl in the

ferm ion subsystem . To som e extent,this situation re-

m indsthe negativeU Hubbard m odel[20]forwhich the

random localattraction Ul < 0 leads to the following

scattering m atrix

V
(H ub)

l
=

 

Ulhnli=2 Ul

D

c
y

l"
c
y

l#

E

Ulhcl#cl"i Ulhnli=2

!

: (23)

W e see that in our case the role of a random pairing

potentialUl isplayed by � fl given in equation (21).

Therearetwoextrem elim its,asfarasthee�ectiveness

ofthe random boson energy � B + E l isconcerned

� for sm all(on the scale of ferm ion-boson interac-

tion v) uctuations of E l, e�ect of the disorder

becom esnegligibleunlessthe chem icalpotentialis

pinned to the boson level� = � B =2, when the

am plitude ofthe pairing potentialiscontrolled by

fl� v2tanh[�xl]=2xland isusuallyuniform except

atvery low tem peratures� ! 1 when fl� v2=xl

� for large uctuations of El one obtains fl �

v2tanh

h
�

2
(� B + E l� 2�)

i

=(� B + E l� 2�).

To analyze e�ects of the disorder in boson sub-

system we use a two pole distribution P (fE lg) =
1

2
[�(El� E 0)+ �(El+ E 0)]. The boson energy is� B �

E 0 with an equalprobability 0:5.Figure(5)showscriti-

caltem perature Tc ,calculated from equation (15),asa

function ofenergy E 0 by which theboson energy issplit.

Strong dependenceofTc on disorderisa com bined e�ect

ofthe density ofstates,the uctuating interactionsand

the changesin concentration ofcarriers.
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

E
0

T
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i
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2n
B

n
F

FIG .5. Transition tem perature Tc (top), the averaged

pairing potential < fl > =
P

fE lg
P (fE lg)fl (m iddle), to-

gether with the occupation of ferm ions nF and bosons nB

atT = Tc (bottom ).
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FIG .6. Norm alized critical tem perature Tc=Tc(E 0 = 0)

and thenorm alized pairingpotential< fl > = < fl(E 0 = 0)>

versus energy E 0. T
(B C S )

shows the BCS-like relation be-

tween criticaltem perature and pairing potential. Left panel

refers to ntot = 1,� B = � 0:6 discussed above and the right

panelcorresponds to the sym m etric case of the BF m odel

� B = 0, ntot = 2 (with the half �lled boson and ferm ion

subsystem s).

To estim atewhatinuencecom esonly from therenor-

m alization ofthee�ectivepairing weplotin �gure6 the

norm alized transition tem peraturedenoted byTc and the

norm alized averaged < fl > for the param eters given

above (left panel), and for a fully sym m etric case of

the BF m odel(rightpanel).Thetransition tem perature

T
(B C S)
c istheBCS-typeestim ateofthee�ectofchanges

in the e�ectivepairing due to disorder

Tc(E 0)/ exp

�
� 1

g("F )< fl(E 0)>

�

: (24)

A generaltrend observed in �gure 6 isthatthe average

e�ectiveinteraction < fl(E 0)> decreaseswith increasing

disorder,even though the barferm ion-boson interaction

v rem ainsconstant. This decreasing pairing interaction

isthe only factorresponsiblefora behaviorofTc versus

E 0 in the right panel. W e notice absence ofthe BCS-

like exponentialscaling which is due to unconventional

pairing in the BF m odel.

In the left panel,corresponding to the above studied

case� B = � 0:6,ntot = 1,wenoticea largerdiscrepancy

between thepairing am plitudeand Tc.W ith an increase

of E 0 the transition tem perature is m uch strongly re-

duced than in the sym m etric case.Thise�ecthasto be

assigned to redistributions ofparticle occupancies. At

largevaluesofE 0 wehavepractically only hard corebo-

son particlesin the system ,and they cannotinduce su-

perconductivity am ong ferm ionswhosefraction becom es

very sm all.

In thepreviousstudy [17]authorshaveused thesam e

bim odaldistribution of random boson energies. They

havefound a strong reduction ofTc nearE 0 � 2v which

agreeswellwith our data shown in �gure 6. M oreover,

the authors have reported that disorder a�ects the ra-

tio � sc(T = 0)=kB Tc which changesfrom 4:2 (fora clean

system [2,9])tothestandard BCS result3:52atlargeE 0.

Sim pleexplanation ofthise�ectcan beo�ered.Thebo-

son energy (which issplitby 2E 0)isforsu�ciently large

E 0 partly in the LP lim it(forE i = � E 0)and partly in

theBCS lim it(ifE i = + E 0).Thesecond onecontributes

with thestandard BCS valueifjE 0jislargeenough (see

e.g.Fig.9 in Ref.[2]).

V .C O N C LU SIO N

The random nessofthe site energiesofboth,ferm ions

and bosons,hasastronge�ecton superconductingphase

ofthe BF m odel. W eak disorderin the ferm ion subsys-

tem a�ects the superconducting transition tem perature

m ainly via rescaling the low energy stateswhich are in-

volved in the the form ation ofthe Cooperpairs.There-

foreTc roughly followsthedensity ofstatesattheFerm i

energy. For su�ciently large disorder " 0 there appears

som ecriticalconcentration catwhich Tc m ay eventually

drop to zero.

Disorderin theboson subsystem hasa m uch m ore�ne

inuence on superconductivity. Random ness of boson

energies is transform ed directly into random ness ofthe

pairing strength. E�ectively physics of the disordered

BF m odelbecom es sim ilar to that ofthe random neg-

ative U Hubbard m odel[20]. Even the relatively sm all

uctuations ofthe boson energies show up their strong

detrim entale�ectson superconductivity.

In a sim ple m inded picture one can envision this sit-

uation as a random change between various regim es of

superconductivity. Depending on a value ofE l the bo-

son energy � B + E l can be either far below the Ferm i

energy (the LP lim it), or far above the Ferm ienergy

(the BCS lim it). Each of such random con�gurations

contributeswith a di�erentstrength ofsuperconducting

correlations.O n average,thesuperconducting transition

tem perature Tc strongly dim inishes and practically dis-

appearsiftheam plitudeoftherandom ly uctuating bo-

son energiesjE 0jislargeenough.

In sum m ary, our calculations show that disorder

strongly a�ectsthes-wavesuperconducting phaseofthe

BF m odel. This apparentcontradiction with Anderson

theorem can beunderstood becauseofachangeoftheef-

fective pairing interaction induced by disorder,and this

e�ectiscontrarytotheAnderson’sm ain assum ption [16].

Tocom pareourresultswith experim entaldataon high

tem perature superconductorsone hasto considerthe d-

wave superconducting order param eter. This type ofa

sym m etry arises in a naturalway according to the re-

centderivation oftheBF m odel[4].E�ectofdisorderon

such anisotropicsuperconducting phaseoftheBF m odel

isoutsidethescopeofthepresentpaperand willbedis-

cussed elsewhere.
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