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A BetheSalpeter treatm ent of Cooper pairs (CPs) based on an ideal Fem i gas (IFG) \sca"
yields the fam iliar negative-energy, two-particle bound-state if two-hole CP s are ignored, but is
m eaningless otherw ise as it gives purely—-im aginary energies. However, when based on the BCS

ground state, legitin ate two-particlke \m oving" CP s em erge but as positive-energy,
resonances for nonzero center-ofm ass m om entum , with a linear dispersion leading tem .

nite-lifetin e
Bose—

E Instein condensation of such pairs m ay thus occur In exactly two dim ensions as it cannot w ith

quadratic dispersion.
PACS 0530Fk; 0530.Jp; 7110~w; 7420Fqg

Shortly after the publication of the BCS theory [1]
of superconductivity charged C ooper pairs r_B] CPs) ob—
served In m agnetic ux quantization experim ents w ih
3D conventional B]iﬁ'], and much later with quasi2D
cuprate E] superconductors, suggested CP s as an indis—
pensablk Ingredient. A lthough BCS theory adm its the
presence of C ooper \correlations," severalboson—ferm ion
BF) m odels f_é]—t_l-g:] w ith real, bosonic CP s have been
ntroduced after the pioneering work of Refs. f_l-é]—{_l-éj].
H owever, w ith one exception i_&%]—[_l-]_:], all such m odels ne—
glkct the e ect oftwo-hole (2h) CP s treated on an equal
footing w ith two-particle 2p) CP s| asG reen’s functions
f_Z-C_i] can naturally guarantee.

The BCS condensate consists of equal num bers of 2p
and 2h C ooper correlations; this is evident from the per—
fect symm etry about , the electron chem ical potential,
of the wellkknown Bogoliubov l_2-1:] v? () and u? () coef-

cients [see just below @) later on], where  is the elec-
tron energy. Som e m otivation for this Letter com es from
the unique but unexplained role played by hok charge
carriers In the nom al state of superconductors n gen—
eral [_2-55], aswellas from the ability of the \com plete (in
that both 2h—-and 2p-€CP sare allowed in varying propor—
tions) BF model" of Refs. ©HL1] to \unify" both BCS
and BoseE instein condensation BEC) theories as spe-
cialcases. Substantially higher T.’sthan BC S theory are
then predicted w ithout abandoning electron-phonon dy—
nam ics. C om pelling evidence for a signi cant presence of
this dynam ics In high-T. cuprate superconductors from
angle-resolved photoem ission spectroscopy data has re-
cently been reported {2].

In this Letter the BetheSalpeter BS) many-body
equation (in the ladder approxim ation) treating both
2p and 2h pairs on an equal footing is used to show
that, while the ordinary CP problem pased on an ideal
Fem igas (IFG) ground state (the usual \Fem i sea")]

does not possess stabl energy solutions: i) CP s based
not on the IFG -sea but on the BCS ground state sur—
vive as positive energy resonances; ii) their dispersion re—
lation In leading order in the total (or center-ofm ass)
momentum CMM ) ~K ~(k + kz) is linear rather
than the quadratic ~?K ?=4m ofa com posite boson (4.,
a deuteron) of mass 2m moving not in the Fem i sea
but in vacuum ; and iii) this latter \m oving CP" solu—
tion, though often confiised w ith i, is physically distinct
from another m ore comm on solution som etim es called
the A nderson-B ogoliubov-H iggs ABH) P31, (R4]1p. 44),
£51HP8] collective excitation. The ABH m ode is also lin—
ear in leading order and goes over into the IFG ordi-
nary sound m ode in zero coupling. A new feature em erg—
Ing from our present 2D resuls, com pared w ith a prior
3D study outlined in Ref. R4), is the in aginary energy
term leading to nitelifetine CPs. W e focus here on
2D because of its interest [? ][? ] for quasi?D cuprate
superconductors. In general, our results will be crucial
for BoseE instein condensation BEC ) scenarios em ploy—
ing BF m odels of superconductivity, not only in exactly
2D as with the BerezinskiiK osterlitz-T houless [30][31]
transition, but also down to (1+ )D which characterize
the quasilD organo-m etallic Bechgaard salt) supercon-
ductors BA1-B4]. Strking experin ental con m ation of
how superconductivity is \extinguished" as dim ension—
ality d is dim inished towards unity has been reported
by Tinkham and co-workers [35]B36]. They m easured
resistance vs. tam perature curves In superconducting
nanow ires consisting of carbon nanotubes sputtered w ith
am oxphous M 079G e;; and of widths from 22 to 10 nm,
show ing how T, vanishes for the thinnest widths. Our
resuls also apply, abei with a di erent interaction, to
neutrakatom super uidity as in liquid *He E-%]‘] aswellas
to ultracod trapped akali Ferm igases such as °Li [38]
and “°K [39] since pairing is believed to occur there also.
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Forbosonsw ith excitation energy "k = CsK °+ oK °)
for smnallCMM K ) BEC occurs In a box of length L
if and only ifd > s; sihce T, 0 for alld s. The
com m onest exam pl is s = 2 as In the textbook case of
ordhary bosonswith "x = ~?K ?=2m exactly, giving the
fam iliar result that BEC is not allowed for d 2. The
generalresul forany s is seen as follow s. T he totalboson
num ber is

X
N =Ny (T)+ exp

K60

("x p) 117

w ith kg T.SinceNg (T.) ’ 0 whilke the boson chem i
calpotential p also vanishesat T = T., in the them o—
dynam ic lim i the boson num ber density becom es

Z

N=L%" A4 dKK? 'kxp CK*+
O+

) b1

where A4 isa nite coe cient. T hus
Z
N=L%’ Ag4(kp Tc=Cs)

Z

K ax

dK K s 1+
0+ K g ax

whereK  ax is %11a]land can be picked arbitrarily so long
as the integral is nite, as is N.=5Low ever,
ifd = s the rst ntegralgives nK Jr=*= 1 ;and
ifd< sitgivesl=@d s)K® ¢ frx= 1 .Hence, L
must vanish if and only ifd s, but is otherw ise nite.
This conclusion hinges onk on the lading tem of the
boson dispersion relation "x . The case s= 1 em erges in
the CP problem to be discussed now .

In dealing w ih the m any-electron system we assum e
a BC S-lke electron-phonon m odel s-wave Interelectron

interaction, whose doublke Fourier transorm  (k; K9
is jast

ki;k)) = (g =k{)V @
if kg 5 < ki < kr + kp,and = 0 otherwise. Here
VvV > 0,~kg m ¢ theFermm im om entum ,m thee ective
electron m ass, v the Fem i velocity, and kp Iy =vp
wih !p the Debye frequency. The usual condition
N!D Er then j[np]jesthatk]j:kp "'!DZZEF 1.

The BS wavefunction equation E-C:i] in the ladder ap-—
proxim ation w ith both particlesand holes for the original
IFG based CP problem using (';I:) leads to an equation for
the wavefiinction x In momentum space for CPs wih

zero CM M K k + k, = 0 that is
X 0 X 00
Cx B) x=V ko Vv K02 @)
k0 k0
Here | 2k?=2m  Ep, B is the eigenvalue energy
and k % k1 k) is the relative wavevector of a pair.

The single prin e overthe st 2p-CP) summ ation term
denotes the restriction 0 < o < ~!p whilk the double
prin e in the lJast RhCP) tetm means ~!p < o< 0.

W ithout this latter termn we have C ooper’s Schrodinger—
like equation 'Q] for 2p€CPs wPhose In plicit solution is
clearly = @ B) v ;10 xo: Since the sum -
m ation tem is constant, perform ing that summ ation

on both sides allow s canceling ﬂﬁ)eo x dependent tem s,
laving the eigenvalue equation |, @« F) ' = 1=V

w ith the fam iliar solution Ey = 2~y ="~ 1) (ex—
act in 2D, and to a very good approxin ation otherw ise
if~1p Er ) where VN Er)withN Ef) the elec—
tronic density of states DO S) for one spin. This corre—
sponds to a negative-energy, stationary-state bound pair.
ForK > 0 the CP eigenvalue equation becom es

X

Qo+ ~K2=2m R ) = 1=V: 3)

Note that a CP state of energy Ex is characterized only

by ade nite K butnot de nite k, in contrast to a \BC S

pair" de ned E_L'] wih xed K and k (orequivalently def-
Inite k; and k,). W ithout the st summ ation term in
7 @) the sam e resulkt in Ey for 2p-CP's Hllow s or 2h-CP s
(apart from a sign change). H owever, using sin ilar tech—
nigques to solve the com pkte equation ('_2)| which can-
not be derived from an ordinary (hon-BS) Schrodinger-
like equation in spoie of its sin p]%appearanoe| gives the
purely—im aginary Eg =  12~!p = e~ 1, thus mnply—
Ing an obvious Instability. This was reported In Refs.
P41p. 44 and [40]who did not stress the pure 2p and 2h

cases jast discussed. C learly then, the orighalCP pic—
ture ism eaningkess ifparticle-and holepairs are treated

on an equal ooting as consistency dem ands. T his isper-
hapsthe prin em otivation for seeking a new unperturoed

Ham iltonian about which to, eg., do perturbation the—
ory.

A BS treatm ent not about the IFG sea but about the
BC S ground state vindicates the CP concept. T his sub—
stitution m ight seem an arti cialm athem aticalconstruct
but is experin ental support lies precisely in Refs. B]—E]
and its physical justi cation lies n recovering two ex—
pected results: the ABH sound mode as wellas nite-
lifetin e e ects In CPs. In either 3D f_Zé] or 2D the BS
equation yields two distinct solutions: the usual ABH
sound solution and a highly nontrivial \m oving CP " so—
ution. The BS fom alisn gives rise to a set of three
coupled equations, one for each (2p, 2h and ph) channel
wavefiinction for any soin-independent interaction such
as ('_]:) . However, the ph channel decouples, leaving only
two coupled wavefunction equations for the ABH solu—
tion. The equations nvolved are too lengthy, and will
be derived in detail elsewhere. The ABH oollective exci-
tation m ode energy Ex is found to be determm ined by an
equation that or K = 0 givesEy = 0 Ref. t_2-ff] p. 39)
and reduces to ONED d= 2+ 2= 1=, the familiar
BCS T = 0 gap equation for interaction @) whose solu—
tion is = ~! p=sinh (1= ). TaybrexpandingEx about



K = 0and anall gives

~Vi )

EK,'p?K+O(K): )
Note that the kading tem is just the ordinary sound
mode n an IFG whose sound speed c = w= d in d

din ensions which also follow s trivially from the zero—
tem perature IFFG pressure P = n?dE=N )=dn] =
2nEp=d+ 2) on applying the fam iliar them odynam ic
relation dP=dn = mc&. Here E = dEp=d+ 2)
is the IFG ground-state energy whilke n N=I¢ =
kd=d2¢ 2 972 (d=2) the fem ion-num ber density.

T he second solution in the BC S-ground-statebased B S
treatm ent is them oving CP solution for the pair energy
Ex which in 2D is contained in the equation

1 Z ke + kp Z 3
— ~Vp dk
2 ke ko 0

fk =2 kxVk =2+ % K =2+kVk =2 k9

Ex-2+x t Ex =2 «x
B + Eroixt Bx— x)?

d"ug =2+ kVk =2 %

=1; ©)

where ’ is the ang]ebetﬂeenK and k; VN Er)
asbebrewith N Er) =2 ~? the constant 2D DO S
snd v the Interaction st:nength de ned In (uL), Ek
>+ 2wih the fm ionic gap;whiku ? (1+

«=Ex) and v# 1 9 are the Bogolitbov ﬁmctJons
f_Z-]_}]. In addition to the pp and hh wavefunctions (de-
picted gra cally ;n Ref. P41Fig. 2), diagram s associated
w ith the ph channel give zero contribution at T = 0. A
third equation for the ph wavefunction descrbes the ph
bound state but tums out to depend only on the pp and
hh wavefunctions. Taylorexpanding Ex In powers ofK
around K = 0, and introducing a possble dam ping factor
by adding an in aginary tem ik in the denom inator,
yields to orderK 2 for small

1~ve o

B2+ WKt K ?

D

1 ~w _
i~ K + — P K2 +0K?) ()

2 kp

w here the upper and low er sign refersto 2p—-and 2h-CP s,
respectively. A linear dispersion in lading order again
appears, but now associated with the bosonic m oving
CP. The positive-energy 2p-CP resonance has a lifetin e
K ~=2 g = ~=2 (= )~vpK + (v =12k )e!~ K ?
diverging only at K = 0, and falling to zero as K in-
creases. Thus, \faster" moving CPs are shorterlived
and eventually break up, while \non-m oving" ones are
stationary states. The lhear temm (=2 )~vyK oon-
trasts sharply with the ocoupling-independent lading—
tem In Ex = Eo @=)~%K + O K?) (or1=2 i
3D [41] instead of 2= ) that Plows from the origi-
nal CP problm @) neglkcting hols| for either inter-
action ('EI.') (fl-%'] or an attractive delta inter-ferm ion po-—

0 0.005 0.01

FIG 1: Exact \m oving C ooper pair" energy Ex (in units of

r ) from 65 (full curves), com pared w ith its linear leading
tem (short-dashed lines) and its JJneaerus quadratic expan—
sion (long-dashed curves) both from (h vs CM M wavenum —
ber K (in units of kr ), for interaction (1) param eters =
% (lower set of curves) and % (upper set of curves), and
~!p=Er = 0£05. For reference, the leading linear tem (4)
of the ABH sound m ode is also plotted (lower thick dashed
line).

tential {#3][44] (in agined regularized [43] to have a sin-
gle bound state whose binding energy serves as the cou—
pling param eter). In the latter sim ple exam ple, m ore—
over, it ism anifestly clear in 2D [43] that the quadratic
~?K ?=4m stands alone as the lkading tem for any cou—
pling only when Ey lmv2 is strictly zero, ie., in the
absence of the Ferm i sea. Fig. 1 graphs the exact m ov—
ng CP mCP) energy extracted from (5), along wih
its leading lineardispersion term and this plus the next
(quadratic) tem from (:_d). The Interaction param eter
valiesused in @) were ~!p =Ep = 0:05 (a typical value
for cuprates) and the two values = % and %, giving
forEg=Er 2 =Eg = 2~!p=Ep sinh(l=)" 0:004 and
0:028; respectively m arked as dots in the gure). Re-
m arkably enough, the linear approxin ation (thin short-
dashed lines in gure) is better over a wider range of
K =ky values for weaker coupling in spite ofa Jarger and
larger partial contrbution from the quadratic term In
{@); this peculiarity also em erged from the ordinary CP
treatm ent of Ref. [_ZIQ] and m ight suggest the expansion
In powers of K to be an asm yptotic serdes that should
be truncated after the ]Jneaﬁ‘ienn . For reference we also
plot the linear term ~vy K = 2 ofthe sound solution 4).

W e cannot presently address such m atters as the na-—
ture of the nom alstate, the pseudogaps observed in un-—
derdoped cuprates, etc., but e orts In these directions
are In progress.

L ike C ooper’s E_Z] [seeEq. @)], ourBS CP sare charac—
terized by a de nite K and not also by de nite k as the
pairsdiscussed by BC S E:]. Hence, the ob fction doesnot
apply that CP s are not bosons because BC S pairs w ith
de niteK and k (orequivalently de nitek; and k,) have



creation/annihilation operators that do not obey Bose
com m utation relations Ref. 'E:], Egs. (2.11) to 13)].
In fact, either (:3) or ('_5) show s that a given \ordinary"
orBS CP state labeled by either K orEx can accomm o—
date (in the them odynam ic 1lim i) an inde nitely m any
possble BCS pairs with di erent k’s. This Inpliess BE

statistics for either ordinary or BS CP s as each energy
state has no occupation lim it.

To conclude, hole pairs treated on a par w ith electron
pairs play a vital role in determ ining the precise nature
0of CP s even at zero tem perature, only when based not
on the usualideal¥Fem igas (IFG ) \sea" but on the BC S
ground state. Treatm ent them w ih the BetheSalpeter
equation gives purely-in agihary-energy CP swhen based
on the IFG , and positive-energy resonant-state CP sw ith
a nie lifetin e for nonzero CM M when based on the
BC S ground state| instead ofthem ore fam iliarnegative—
energy stationary states of the original IFG based CP
problem that neglects holes, as sketched just below {_2) .
The BS \m ovingCP " dispersion relation is gapped by
tw ice the BC S energy gap, llowed by a linear leading
tem in the CM M expansion about K = 0. T his linearity
isdistinct from the betterknow n one associated w ith the
sound or ABH collective excitation m ode whose energy
vanishes at K = 0. Thus, boson—-ferm jon m odels assum —
Ing thisCP lneariy for the boson com ponent instead of
the quadratic ~°K ?=4m can give BEC fralld > 1, n-
cluiding exactly 2D , and thus in principle apply not only
to quasi?D cuprate but also to quasi-lD organo-m etallic
superconductors.
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