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A bstract

Thediagram m aticapproach isapplied to study quasiparticletransportproper-

tiesin two-dim ensionald-wavesuperconductorswith dilutenonm agneticim purities

both in Born and in unitary lim its.Itisfound thata novelquantum interference

process gives rise to a weak-antilocalization correction to the spin conductivity,

indicating theexistenceofextended low-energy quasiparticlestates.W ith com im g

close to unitarity and the nesting, this correction is suppressed and eventually

vanishesdueto the globalparticle-holesym m etry.

PACS num bers:74.25.Fy,73.20.Fz,74.20.-z

In recent years there has been increasing interest in the understanding of low-

energy quasiparticle(Q P)statesin disordered d-wavesuperconductors[1].Thedx2� y2-

wave pairing state ischaracterized by an anisotropic energy gap,which vanishesalong

four nodaldirections. There exist low-lying Dirac-type Q P excitations near the gap

nodes.In sharp contrasttotheconventionals-wavesuperconductors,even nonm agnetic

im puritiescan drastically change the behaviorofthe low-energy Q P states in d-wave

superconductors.A centralissue,notnolyexperim entallyrelevantbutalsotheoretically

intricate,iswhethertheseQ P statesarelocalized and how thedisordera� ectsthelow-

energy Q P transportproperties. O ver the last decade,a variety ofconceptually and

m ethodologically di� erent approaches to the problem have been developed,m any of

these theories contradict each other. Based on the self-consistent treatm ents [2], a

nonlinearsigm a m odel[3],ornum ericalstudies[4,5,6],som egroupssuggested thatall

theQ P statesarelocalized.O n theotherhand,Balatsky and Salkolahaveshown thata

singlestrongim purityproducesavirtual-bound stateatzeroenergy,and thelong-range

overlapsbetween theseim purity statesyield an extended Q P band [7].Thesingularity

in thedensity ofstates(DO S)atzero energy obtained recently by thenonperturbative

T-m atrix m ethod signals the Q P delocalization as well[8]. The possible appearances

ofcriticalstates[9,10]and localization-delocalization transitions[11]in random Dirac

ferm ions have been also discussed. As a result,the problem ofQ P (de)localization
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in disordered d-wave superconductorsstillrem ains controversialand deserves further

scrutiny.

Theproblem oflow-energy Q P localization wasusually studied ordiscussed on the

basis ofcalculations ofthe DO S[2,6,8,9]. An alternative approach to this issue is

to calculate the spin conductivity,which was � rst proposed and done by Senthilet

al.based on the nonlinearsigm a m odel[3],and recently used by Zhu,Sheng and Ting

based on the num ericaltransferm atrix m ethod[4].Itiswellknown thatthe quantum

interference e� ects (Q IEs),resulting from the cooperon and di� uson in diagram m atic

language,play an im portantpartin the low-energy Q P transportin two-dim ensional

(2D)disordered d-wave superconductors[1,3,12,13].Unlike in a norm alm etal,every

cooperon and di� uson m ode in the retarded-advanced (RA) channelentails a corre-

spondingm odein theretarded-retarded (RR)oradvanced-advanced (AA)channeldue

to the localparticle-hole sym m etry (LPHS) in the superconducting state[14]. In the

unitary lim it and nesting case,each ofthese 0-m ode cooperons and di� usons has a

�-m odecounterpartinduced by theglobalparticle-holesym m etry (G PHS)[13,15].Re-

cently,the above sym m etriesin these G oldstone m odeshave been used to accountfor

the physicalorigin of previous contradictory theoreticalpredictions for the DO S in

disordered d-wave superconductors[15].Itishighly expected thatthefeaturesofthese

G oldstonem odescould beused to addresstheissuewhetherthelow-energy Q P states

are localized.

In this Letter we present a diagram m atic study of the Q IEs on low-energy Q P

transportpropertiesin 2D d-wavesuperconductorswith dilutenonm agneticim purities

both in Born and in unitary lim its. At the one-loop level,we � nd a new im purity-

scattering polarization diagram related to theLPHS,which hasneverbeen considered

in the previous diagram m atic analyses. This novelquantum interference process is

found to have a profound e� ecton the spin conductivity. Itisshown that,in general,

thespin conductivity issubjecttoaweak-antilocalization correction whiletheelectrical

conductivity has a weak-localization correction. In the singlet superconductors,the

spin ofQ Psisa good quantum num berbutthecharge isnot[3].Therefore,thisweak-

antilocalization e� ectindicatesthe existence ofextended low-energy Q P states. W ith

com ing close to unitarity and the nesting,the corrections ofboth spin and electrical

conductivitiesaresuppressed,and eventually vanish dueto theG PHS.A sem iclassical

picture involving interfering trajectories ofthe novelquantum interference process is

also presented.

Let us start from a m ost extensively studied m odelfor a 2D dx2� y2-wave super-

conductor, in which the norm al-state dispersion and energy gap are given, respec-

tively, by �k = � t(coskxa + coskya)� � and �k = � 0(coskxa � coskya), with

t the nearest-neighbour hopping integral, a the lattice constant, and � the chem i-

calpotential. In the vicinity ofthe four gap nodes kn = (� kF ;� kF )=
p
2,the Q P

spectrum �k = (�2
k
+ � 2

k
)1=2 can be linearized as �k � [(vf�

~k)2 + (vg�~k)
2]1=2,where

vf = (@�k=@k)kn , vg = (@� k=@k)kn ,and
~k is the m om entum m easured from the

node kn. Considerpointlike nonm agnetic im puritiesto be random ly distributed with

low concentration ni and the im purity potentialV ,then the tim e-reversaland spin-
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rotationalsym m etries are preserved (sym m etry class CI[14]). In the self-consistent

T-m atrix approxim ation,the Q P self-energy can be expressed in the Nam bu spinor

representation as[15]
P

R (A )
(�) = niT

R (A )(�) = (�� � i
)�0 + �
�3 for j�j� 
. Here

� is the m ass renorm alization factor,
 is the im purity-induced relaxation rate,� is

a dim ensionless param eter,and �0 and �i (i= 1;2;3) stand for the 2 � 2 unity and

Paulim atrices,respectively. A use ofDyson’s equation yields the im purity-averaged

one-particle G reen’sfunctionsas

G
R (A )

k
(�)=

[(1� �)� � i
]�0 + � k�1 + �k�3

[(1� �)� � i
]2 � �2
k

: (1)

Theim purity-inducedDO S atzeroenergyiscalculated as�0 = � (1=�)Im
P

k
TrG R

k
(0)=

4l
=�2vfvg,where l= ln(� =
)> 1 with � �
p
vfvg=a. The param eters 
,�,and �

can be evaluated consistently[15], yielding 
 = 2ni=��0(1 + �2), � = (1 � �2)(l�

1)=(�2 + 2l� 1),and � = 2=��0U with U the e� ective im purity potentialgiven by

U � 1 = V � 1 +
P

k
�k(�

2
k
+ 
2)� 1. The Born and unitary lim itscorrespond to �2 � 2l

and � ! 0,respectively.

In the generic situtations, only the 0-m ode cooperon and di� uson contribute to

the Q IE[13,15]. O wing to the LPHS,�2G
R
k
(�)�2 = � GA

k
(� �), they exist both in

RA and RR channels,and can be expressed as ~D (q;�;�0)R R (A ) = ~C (q;�;�0)R R (A ) =
P

i
C (q;�;�0)

R R (A )

ii
�i
 �i,where

C (q;�;�0)
R R (A )

ii
= c

R R (A )

i
=[D q2 � i(� � �

0)]; (2)

with cR A
0

= cR A
1

= � cR A
2

= cR A
3

= � cR R
0

= cR R
1

= cR R
2

= cR R
3

= 4
2=��0 and

D = (v2
f
+ v2g)=4l
 theQ P di� usion coe� cient.Equation (2)isvalid both in Born and

in unitary lim its.Asin thestudy ofdisordered interacting electron system s[16],allthe

leadingpolarization diagram sresponsiblefortheQ IE can begenerated from thelowest-

orderself-energy correctionsFigs.1(c)and 1(d)in Ref.[15].Figure1 representsallthe

one-loop diagram swith 0-m ode cooperon. Diagram s1(a)and 1(b)have been studied

by Altland and Zirnbauer in the context ofthe random m atrix theory ofm esoscopic

norm al/superconducting system s[14]. Figure 1(c) is a new polarization diagram ,its

contribution can be shown to be ofthe sam e order as that ofFigs. 1(a) and 1(b).

It can be shown that Fig. 1(d), as wellas allthe one-loop diagram s with 0-m ode

di� uson,has a vanishing contribution[17]. Therefore,to the lowest order,it is Figs.

1(a){1(c)thatresultin theQ IE.Thenonvanishingcontributionsofboth diagram s1(a)

and 1(c)stem from theexistenceofthecooperon in RR channel.W ewish to em phasize

here that diagram 1(c) describles a novelquantum interference process in 2D d-wave

superconductors.Aswillbeshown below,itistheexistenceofdiagram 1(c)thatleads

to a weak-antilocalization correction to the\classical" valueofthe spin conductivity.

The K ubo form ula is used to calculate the Q P transport coe� cients. For the

spin conductivity, each vertex of the diagram s in Fig. 1 contains a vector � =

(vg�1 + vf�3)=2[18]. The contributions of these diagram s to the spin conductivity

can be expressed by �s� = (1=2�)Re(�R A� � �R R� ) (� = a;b;c),where � R A
� and � R R

�
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Figure 1: Leading polarization diagram s with 0-m ode cooperon (shaded blocks). The

doubled line in Fig.1(d)representsa nonsingularladder.

stand for the corresponding zero-frequency spin current-current correlation functions

in RA and RR channels,respectively.Theexpressionsfor� R A
� are given by

� R A
a =

1

2

X

kq

X

i

C (q)R Rii Tr
�
�kG

R
k �iG

R
� k�iG

R
k � �kG

A
k

�
;

� R A
b =

1

2

X

kq

X

i

C (q)R Aii Tr
�
�kG

R
k �iG

R
� k� �� kG

A
� k�iG

A
k

�
;

� R A
c =

1

2

X

q

X

kk
0

X

ij

C (q)R Rii C (q)R Ajj Tr

�

�kG
R
k �iG

R

q� k
0�jG

R
q� k�iG

R

k
0� �

k
0G

A

k
0�jG

A
k

�

;

with G
R (A )

k
= G

R (A )

k
(0)and C (q)

R R (A )

ii
= C (q;0;0)

R R (A )

ii
.Theexpressionsfor� R R

� are

easily obtained by replacing \A" by \R" in thosefor� R A
� .Asan exam ple,weevaluate

� R R
c asfollows

� R R
c =

X

q

X

i

h
~C (q)R R ~M q�

~C (q)R R ~M q

i

ii
; (3)

with ~M q =
P

k
G R
q� k


 (GR
k
�kG

R
k
),where the sum m ation over k is restricted in the

vicinity ofthefourgap nodes.Forsm allq, ~M q can beevaluated to be

~M q =
1

12�
2

n

q

h

2��0 
 �0 � (2� � �)�1 
 �1 � (2� + �)�3 
 �3

i

� q̂(�1 
 �3 + �3 
 �1)

o

;

(4)
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where� = (v2
f
+ v2g)=2vfvg,� = (v2

f
� v2g)=2vfvg,and q̂ = q � (fg + gf)with fand g the

unity vectorsparallel,respectively,to vf and vg atone ofthe fournodes. The upper

and lower cuto� sofq are setto be 1=le and 1=L,respectively,where le =
p
D =2
 is

theelastic m ean freepath and L isthesam plesize.Substituting Eqs.(2)and (4)into

Eq. (3),we can readily obtain � R R
c = � (4=�)ln(L=le). Sim ilarly,we can show that

� R A
c = 0.Asa result,we getthe contribution ofdiagram 1(c)as

�
s
c = (2=�2)ln(L=le): (5)

Using the sam e procedure,we obtain �sa = �s
b
=2 = � (1=2�2)ln(L=le). The totalcor-

rection to the spin conductivity isgiven by ��s = 2�sa + �s
b
+ 2�sc,leading to a weak-

antilocalization correction as

��
s
=�

s
0 = (4=�)ln(L=le); (6)

where �s0 = (v2
f
+ v2g)=4�

2vfvg is the universalspin conductivity[3,18]and satis� es

the Einstein relation �s0 = �0D =4. For the electricalconductivity,each vertex in the

diagram s equals to � evf�0[18], from which we can easily show that �b = �c = 0.

Then the totalcorrection to the electricalconductivity isgiven by �� = 2�a,yielding

a weak-localization correction as

��=�0 = � (2=�)ln(L=le); (7)

with �0 = e2vf=�
2vg theuniversalelectricalconductivity[2].

In the unitary lim it (� ! 0) and at the perfect nesting (� ! 0),there exist the

�-m ode cooperon and di� uson[13,15]. O wing to the G PHS we have �2G
R (A )

k
(�)�2 =

G
R (A )

Q + k
(�)with Q = (� �=a;� �=a)the nesting vector.Any sm alldeviation eitherfrom

theunitary lim itorfrom theperfectnesting m akesthe �-m odecooperon and di� uson

gapped.Theyaregiven by ~D �(q;�;�
0)R R (A ) = ~C�(q;�;�

0)R R (A ) =
P

i
C�(q;�;�

0)
R R (A )

ii
�i


�i,where

C�(q;�;�
0)
R R (A )

ii
= d

R R (A )

i
=[D q2 � i(� � �

0)+ 2�];

with � = 2�2
 + �2=l
 � 
 and � dR A0 = dR A1 = dR A2 = dR A3 = dR R0 = dR R1 = � dR R2 =

dR R3 = � 4
2=��0. To the lowest order, besides the 0-m ode cooperon, the �-m ode

cooperon also contributesto the Q IE,the corresponding diagram scan beobtained by

replacingq by Q + q in allthediagram sin Fig.1.By sum m ingup allthecontributions

ofthe0-m ode and �-m odecooperons,we obtain

��s

�s
0

= � 2
��

�
=

2

�
ln

�

1+
�L2


l2e

�

: (8)

At � nite L,both corrections given by Eq.(8) are suppressed by decreasing �=
 and

vanish at � = 0,indicating that �s ! �s
0
and � ! �0. This result is in agreem ent

with thenum ericalstudiesfor�s in theweak-disorderlim it[4].Herewe show thatthe

physicalorigin isthe existence of�-m ode cooperon.The contributionsof0-m ode and
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�-m ode cooperonshave the sam e m agnitude butopposite signsdue to the G PHS.As

a result,the corrections to the spin (electrical) conductivity com ing from the 0-m ode

and �-m odecooperonsjustcanceleach otherout.

Itisinstructiveto analysethescattering processesdescribed by Fig.1.W hileFig.

1(a) yields a suppression offorward scattering ofQ Ps,Fig. 1(b) corresponds to an

enhancem entofback scattering. Therefore,both Figs. 1(a) and 1(b)give rise to the

weak-localization e� ect on the Q P states. Figure 1(c) represents a m ore com plicated

scattering process,including an enhancem entofforward scattering (k and k0 located

nearthe sam e node)and a suppression ofback scattering (k and k0 located nearthe

oppsitenodes).Thetotalcontribution ofdiagram 1(c)leadsto a weak-antilocalization

e� ecton theQ P states.Ashasbeen seen above,theQ P delocalization stem sfrom the

factthattheweak-antilocalization e� ectprevailsovertheweak-localization one.In or-

derto understand thenovelQ IE,wedepictin Fig.2 theFeynm an pathscorresponding

to diagram s 1(a){1(c). Figure 2(a) describes a pair ofQ P scattering paths,in which

Figure2:Sem iclassicalscattering pathsofQ Pscorresponding to Figs.1(a){1(c).

theclosed loop circled twiceinvolvesonly oneofthetwo paths.Figure2(b)represents

a pair ofpaths that di� er by a sequence ofscattering events transversed in opposite

directions. The scattering paths in Fig. 2(c) look like a com posite ofFigs. 2(a) and

2(b). Allthe interference e� ects in Fig. 2 arise from a com bination ofim purity and

Andreev scattering processes. In the unitary lim itand atperfectnesting,the contri-

butionsof0-m odeand �-m odecooperonscancleeach other.Thisisbecausethephase

di� erencesofcoherentpathsin Fig. 2 for�-m ode cooperon di� erby � from those of

0-m ode cooperon,dueto the additionalG PHS.

Since the Q P spin is conserved, the behavior of the dim ensionless spin conduc-

tance gs = �s=(1=2)2 as a function ofL enables construction ofa scaling theory of

Q P (de)localization[3]. The one-param eter scaling function is de� ned by �(gs) =

dlngs=dlnL. It is easily shown that both Eqs. (6) and (8) can be collapsed into

a single universalscaling function as

�(gs)= 8=�2gs; (9)

forgs ! 1 .Thepositive�(gs)strongly indicatestheexistenceofextended low-energy

Q P states. This spin m etalstate is characterized by the absence ofcharge di� usion,

asthe electricalconductivity hasa weak-localization correction.Theobservation that
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�(gs)decreaseswith gs im plysthatthese extended low-energy Q P statesare di� erent

in character with the usualextended bands. W e argue that this novelphenom enon

is related to the strong anisotropy ofenergy gap in d-wave superconductors,as the

wave vectors of allextended low-energy Q P states are nearly along the four nodal

directions.Itisworthy to m ention thatthe extended low-energy Q P stateshave been

predicted by Balatsky etal.[7]from the novelnetwork ofdelocalized im purity states

in the unitary lim it.However,the physicalm echanism sforthe form ation ofextended

statesare di� erentfrom each otherin Ref.[7]and in the presenttheory.O n the other

hand,thenonlinear-sigm a-m odelcalculationsin Refs.[1,3,12]areincom pletein which

the contribution ofFig. 1(c) was om itted (see Fig. 1 in Ref.[12]),and thus yielded

a negative logarithm ic correction to �s for sym m etry class CI.The novelquantum

interference processis expected to existin superconductorsthatbelong to sym m etry

classes C and D.W e note that RR-cooprons are not in
 uenced by the tim e-reversal

breaking[1,3,12].How a m agnetic � eld (ordilutem agneticim purities)a� ectstheQ P

delocalization e� ectisanotherinteresting and open problem .

TheQ P delocalization e� ectisexpected tohaveam anifestation in thelow-tem perature

therm altransportproperty.SincetheQ P energy isalso conserved,theelectronicther-

m alconductivity K should obey the W iedem ann-Franz law K =T�s = 4�2k2
B
=3. Here

thetem peraturedependenceofthequantum interferencecorrection ��s(T)resultsfrom

the dephasing tim e ��(T),the latter m ay be obtained by considering the interactions

between Q Ps[13].Sincetheself-consistentT-m atrix approxim ation isvalid only forthe

case ofdilute im purities[15],we do notrule outthe possibility oflocalized low-energy

Q P states at higher im purity concentrations. Should it appear,there m ight exist a

quantum transition from spin m etalto spin insulator in 2D disordered d-wave super-

conductors,which isexpected to be observed in a low-tem perature therm altransport

experim ent.By increasing theim purity concentration,thetem peraturedependenceof

K would change from m etallic to insulating behavior.

In conclusion,wehavestudied theQ IEson thelow-energy Q P transportin weakly-

disordered 2D d-wave superconductors both in Born and in unitary lim its. W e � nd

a new,one-loop diagram related to the LPHS,which qualitatively m odi� esthe usual

weak-localization results. In generic situations,the existence ofthis novelquantum

interference isshown to yield a weak-antilocalization correction to thespin conductiv-

ity. W ith com ing close to unitarity and the nesting,this correction is supressed and

eventually vanishsdueto theG PHS.W ith a universalone-param eterscaling function,

we show that the novelQ IE can produce the extended low-energy Q P states in the

weak-disorderlim it.
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