
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
31

15
62

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  2

5 
N

ov
 2

00
3

Entropy and Spin Susceptibility ofs-w ave Type-II Superconductors near H
c2

Takafum i K ita

Division of Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan

(D ated:April14,2024)

A theoreticalstudy isperform ed on the entropy Ss and the spin susceptibility �s nearthe upper

critical�eld H c2 ofs-wave type-II superconductors with arbitrary im purity concentrations. The

changesofthesequantitiesthrough H c2 m ay beexpressed as[Ss(T;B )�Ss(T;0)]=[Sn(T)�Ss(T;0)]=

1� �S (1� B =H c2)� (B =H c2)
� S ,for exam ple,where B is the average ux density and Sn denotes

entropy in thenorm alstate.Itisfound thattheslopes�S and �� atT = 0 areidentical,connected

directly with the zero-energy density ofstates,and vary from 1:72 in the dirty lim itto 0:5� 0:6 in

the clean lim it. Thism ean-free-path dependence of�S and �� atT = 0 isquantitatively the sam e

as that ofthe slope ��(T = 0) for the ux-ow resistivity studied previously. The result suggests

thatSs(B )and �s(B )nearT = 0 areconvex downward (upward)in thedirty (clean)lim it,deviating

substantially from the linear behavior / B =H c2. The speci�c-heat jum p at H c2 also shows fairly

large m ean-free-path dependence.

PACS num bers:74.25.-q,74.25.O p

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

ThispaperconsidersthechangesoftheentropySs and

the spin susceptibility �s through H c2 forclassics-wave

type-II superconductors. These quantities were calcu-

lated by M aki1,2 in the dirty lim it for superconducting

alloysnearly 40 yearsago.However,detailed studieson

clean system sarestillm issing even fors-wavesupercon-

ductors.W riting thesequantitiesas

Ss(T;B )� Ss(T;0)

Sn(T)� Ss(T;0)
= 1� �S

�

1�
B

H c2

�

�

�
B

H c2

�� S

;

(1a)

�s(T;B )� �s(T;0)

�n(T)� �s(T;0)
= 1� ��

�

1�
B

H c2

�

�

�
B

H c2

�� �

;

(1b)

the slopes�S and �� willbe obtained quantitatively for

arbitrary im purity concentrations.The resultsnearH c2

willalsobeusefulforgettingan insightintothebehaviors

over0� B � Hc2. Indeed,� > 1 (� < 1)indicatesoverall

� eld dependencewhich isconvex downward (upward),as

realized from Eq.(1).

It seem s to have been widely accepted that various

physicalquantitiesofclassics-wavetype-IIsuperconduc-

torsfollow the linear� eld dependence with �= 1 atlow

tem peratures.A theoreticalbasisforitisthe density of

statesforasinglevortexcalculated by Caroli,deG ennes,

and M atricon.3,4 However,few quantitative calculations

have been carried outso faron the explicit� eld depen-

dence. Recently,Ichioka etal.5 perform ed a num erical

study on the density ofstates ofclean two-dim ensional

s-wave superconductorswith � � 1 at T = 0:5Tc. They

found the exponent� = 0:67 forthe overall� eld depen-

dence ofthe zero-energy density ofstates. Also,experi-

m ents on the T-linearspeci� c-heatcoe� cients(B ) for

clean V 3Si,
6 NbSe2,

7,8,9,10 and CeRu2
11 show m arkedup-

ward deviationsfrom thelinearbehaviornB =H c2.Even

early experim entson s(B )forclean V and Nb indicate

sim ilar deviations,12,13 although not recognized explic-

itly in thosedaysdueto theabsenceofa theory on clean

system s.Theseresultsindicatethatthe� eld dependence

with �< 1 isa generalfeature ofclean s-wavesupercon-

ductors,assuggested by Ram irez.6

Following the preceding works on the M aki para-

m eters14 and the ux- ow resistivity,15 which willbere-

ferred to as I and II,respectively,I here present a de-

tailed study on Ss and �s nearH c2 atalltem peratures.I

thereby hopetoclarify the� and m ean-free-path (ltr)de-

pendence of�S and ��. Calculationsare perform ed for

both two and three dim ensionalisotropicsystem sto see

the dependence of�S and �� on detailed Ferm i-surface

structures.Ialso calculatethespeci� cheatjum p atHc2

for various values of� and ltr. To m y knowledge,this

kind ofa system aticstudy hasnotbeen perform ed even

forclassics-wavesuperconductors.

Unliketheconvention,Iadopttheaverage ux density

B in the bulk asan independentvariable instead ofthe

external� eld H . An advantage foritis thatthe irrele-

vantregion H � Hc1 isautom atically rem oved from the

discussion on the � eld dependence. Thisdistinction be-

tween B and H becom es im portantfor low-� m aterials

whereH � Hc1 occupiesasubstantialpartof0� H � Hc2.

Any experim enton the B dependence should be accom -

panied by a carefulm easurem enton the m agnetization,

especially forlow-� m aterialslikeNb and V.

Section II provides the form ulation,Sec III presents

num ericalresults,and Sec.IV sum m arizesthe paper. I

putkB = 1 throughout.

II. FO R M U LA T IO N

A . Entropy and Pauliparam agnetism

As before,14,15 I consider the s-wave pairing with an

isotropic Ferm isurface and s-wave im purity scattering

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311562v1


2

in an externalm agnetic � eld H k z. The form ulation

proceedsin exactly the sam e way forboth the three di-

m ensionalsystem and thetwo-dim ensionalsystem placed

in thexy planeperpendiculartoH .Thevectorpotential

in the bulk can be written as16,17,18,19,20,21

A (r)= B xŷ+ ~A (r); (2)

where B isthe average  ux density produced jointly by

theexternalcurrentand thesupercurrentinsidethesam -

ple, and ~A expresses the spatially varying part ofthe

m agnetic� eld satisfying
R
r � ~A dr= 0.

I� rst write down the expressionsofthe entropy and

the m agnetization in the presence of Pauli param ag-

netism . As can be checked directly,22 the e� ect can be

included in theEilenbergerequations23 forthequasiclas-

sicalG reen’sfunctionsf,fy,and g by the replacem ent:

"n ! "
0
n
� "n � i�B ẑ� (r � A ); (3)

where "n � (2n+ 1)�T is the M atsubara energy and �B
is the Bohr m agneton. The corresponding Eilenberger

functional23 for the free-energy di� erence between the

norm aland superconducting statesisgiven by

F =

Z

dr

�
(r � A )2

8�
+ N (0)j� (r)j2 ln

T

Tc

+ �TN (0)

1X

n= �1

�
j� (r)j2

j"nj
� hI("n;kF;r)i

��

: (4)

Here� isthepairpotential,N (0)isthedensity ofstates

per spin and per unit volum e at the Ferm ilevel,kF is

the Ferm iwavevector,and h� � � i denotes Ferm i-surface

averagesatisfying h1i= 1.Thequantity I isde� ned by14

I � �
�
f+ � f

y
+ 2"

0
n
[g� sgn("n)]+ ~

fhfyi+ hfify

4�

+ ~
ghgi� 1

2�
� ~

fyvF � @f � fvF � @
�fy

2[g+ sgn("n)]
; (5)

where � is the relaxation tim e in the second-Born ap-

proxim ation,vF isthe Ferm ivelocity,and @ denotes

@ � r � i
2e

~c
A : (6)

The quasiclassicalG reen’s functions f and g are con-

nected by g= (1� ffy)1=2sgn("n)with f
y("n;kF;r;�B )=

f�("n;� kF;r;� �B ). The change ofsign in �B isneces-

sary here,because f� f"# 6= f#" in the presence ofPauli

param agnetism . The functionalderivatives of Eq.(4)

with respect to fy,��,and ~A lead to the Eilenberger

equation for f, the self-consistency equation for � (r),

and the M axwellequation for ~A ,respectively.

Theexpression oftheentropy Ss isobtained from Eq.

(4) by the therm odynam ic relation: Ss = Sn � @F=@T.

Consideringthestationaritywith respecttof,� ,and ~A ,

weonly haveto di� erentiate with respectto the explicit

tem peraturedependence in F .W e thereby obtain

Ss = Sn �
N (0)

T

Z

dr

�

j� (r)j2 � �T

1X

n= �1

hI("n;kF;r)i

� 2�T

1X

n= �1

"nhg� sgn("n)i

�

; (7)

whereSn = 2�
2N (0)V T=3 with V thevolum eofthesys-

tem . In contrast,the expression ofthe external� eld H

m aybederived by applyingtheDoria-G ubernatis-Rainer

scalingto Eq.(4).24 Thedetailsaregiven in Appendix A

ofI,and we obtain

H = � 4�MnP + B +
1

B V

Z

dr(r � ~A )
2

+
�2TN (0)

B V

1X

n= �1

Z

dr

�

~

fyvF � @f � fvF � @
�fy

g+ sgn("n)

�

+ i
8�2TN (0)�B

B V

1X

n= �1

Z

drhgiẑ� (r � A ); (8)

where M nP = 2�2
B
N (0)B denotesthe norm al-state m ag-

netization due to Pauliparam agnetism .W e thusarrives

atthe expression ofthe m agnetization from Paulipara-

m agnetism as

M sP = M nP � i
2�TN (0)�B

B V

1X

n= �1

Z

drhgiẑ� (r � A ):

(9)

W hen Pauli param agnetism is negligible com pared

with the orbitaldiam agnetism by supercurrent,we can

takethelim it�B ! 0 in Eqs.(7)and (9)and retain only

the leading-orderterm s. Thisresultsin "0
n
! "n forEq.

(7).O n theotherhand,Eq.(9)istransform ed by noting

Eq.(3)into

M sP = M nP

"

1�
�T

V

1X

n= �1

Z

dr
@hgi

@"n

�
r � A

B

�2
#

: (10)

Ifthe zero-� eld expression g= "n=
p
"2
n
+ j� j2 issubsti-

tuted into Eq.(10) with r � A = Bẑ,the term s in the

squarebracketreducesto the Yosida function.25

B . Expressions near H c2

Inow consider the cases where Pauliparam agnetism

issm alland provideexplicitexpressionsto Eqs.(7)and

(10) near H c2. From now on I adopt the units used

previously14,15 where the energy, the length, and the

m agnetic� eld arem easured by thezero-tem peratureen-

ergy gap � (0) at H = 0, the coherence length �0 �

~vF=� (0)with vF the Ferm ivelocity,and B 0� �0=2��
2
0
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with �0 � hc=2e the  ux quantum , respectively, with

~= 1.

First,f,g,and ~A areexpanded up tothesecond order

in � (r)as

8
>><

>>:

f = f(1)

g =
�
1� 1

2
f(1)yf(1)

�
sgn("n)

~A = ~A (2)

: (11)

Substituting them into Eqs.(7)and (10)and using the

Eilenbergerequationsforf(1) and f(1)y to rem oveterm s

with vF � @,weobtain

Ss

Sn
= 1�

3

2�2T 2V

Z

dr

�

j� (r)j2�
�T

2

X

n

hf(1)y�

+ f
(1)
�
�i+ �T

X

n

j"njhf
(1)y

f
(1)i

�

; (12a)

M sP

M nP

= 1+
�T

2V

X

n

Z

dr

�
@f(1)y

@"n
f
(1)
+ f

(1)y @f
(1)

@"n

�

sgn("n):

(12b)

Further,� (r)and f(1) nearH c2 can beexpanded in the

basisfunctions N q(r)ofthe vortex lattice as
14

� (r)=
p
V � 0  0q(r); (13a)

f
(1)
("n;kF;r)=

p
V � 0

1X

N = 0

~f
(1)

N
("n;�)e

iN ’
 N q(r);

(13b)

where (�;’) are the polar angles ofvF with sin� ! 1

in two dim ensions,N denotestheLandau level,and q is

an arbitrarychosen m agneticBloch vectorcharacterizing

thebroken translationalsym m etry ofthe ux-linelattice

and specifying the core locations.21 The coe� cients � 0

and ~f
(1)

N
areboth realforthe relevanthexagonallattice.

Substituting theseexpressionsinto Eqs.(12a)and (12b)

and using the orthonorm ality of N q(r) and eiN ’, we

obtain

Ss

Sn
= 1�

3� 2
0

2�2T 2

�

1� �T

1X

n= �1

h~f
(1)

0 i

+ �T

1X

n= �1

j"nj
X

N

(� 1)
N h~f

(1)

N

~f
(1)

N
i

�

; (14a)

M sP

M nP

= 1+ �T�
2
0

1X

n= �1

X

N

(� 1)
N

�
@ ~f

(1)

N

@"n

~f
(1)

N

�

sgn("n):

(14b)

Except� 2
0/ H c2� B ,allthequantitiesin Eqs.(14a)and

(14b)areto be evaluated atH c2.

It is possible to give an alternative expression to Eq.

(14a)using the equation forH c2 given by Eq.(33)ofI:

ln
Tc

T
+ �T

1X

n= �1

�

h~f
(1)

0 ("n)i�
1

j"nj

�

= 0: (15)

Di� erentiating Eq.(15)with respectto T yields

� 1+ �T
X

n

"

h~f
(1)

0 i+
@h~f

(1)

0 i

@"n
"n +

@h~f
(1)

0 i

@H c2

T
dH c2

dT

#

= 0:

(16)

The quantity @h~f
(1)

0 i=@H c2 has been calculated as Eqs.

(31)-(32)ofIto be

@h~f
(1)

0
i

@H c2

=
X

N

(� 1)
N + 1

r
N + 1

8H c2

h~f
(1)

N + 1
~f
(1)

N
sin�i: (17)

A sim ilarprocedureenablesusto obtain theexpressions

of@h~f
(1)

0 i=@"n and @ ~f
(1)

N
=@"n in Eq.(14b)as

@h~f
(1)

0 i

@"n
= �

X

N

(� 1)
N h~f

(1)

N
~f
(1)

N
isgn("n); (18a)

@ ~f
(1)

N

@"n
= �

X

N

K
N

0

N
~f
(1)

N 0 +
K 0

N

2�
sgn("n)

@h~f
(1)

0 i

@"n
; (18b)

where K N
0

N
is de� ned by Eq.(25) ofI.Using Eqs.(16)

and (18a)in Eq.(14a),weobtain

Ss

Sn
= 1�

dH c2

dT

3� 2
0

2�

1X

n= �1

@h~f
(1)

0
("n)i

@H c2

; (19)

with

dH c2

dT
=

1� �T

1X

n= �1

"

h~f
(1)

0 i+
@h~f

(1)

0 i

@"n
"n

#

�T
2

1X

n= �1

@h~f
(1)

0
i

@H c2

: (20)

Using Eq.(20) we can also calculate the speci� c-heat

jum p atH c2.Itisgiven in conventionalunitsas
1

� C =
T

4�

�
dH c2

dT

�2
1

(2�22� 1)�A
; (21)

where�2 isthe M akiparam eter14,26 and �A = 1:16.

Equations(14)and (21)with Eqs.(17),(18),and (20)

arethem ain analyticresultsofthepaper.Thequantities

� 0,
~f
(1)

N
,and �2 have been obtained in I.The explicit

expression of ~f
(1)

N
isgiven by

~f
(1)

N
=

~K 0
N
sgn("n)

1� h~K 0
0isgn("n)=2�

; (22)

where ~K N
0

N
m aybecalculated e� cientlybytheprocedure

in Sec.IIF ofI,with a changeofde� nition of~"n as

~"n �

�

j"nj+
1

2�

�

sgn("n): (23)
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C . A nalytic results at T = 0

Now itwillbeshown thatEqs.(14a)and (14b)reduce

to an identicalexpression atT = 0 forarbitrary im purity

concentrations,which has the physicalm eaning ofthe

zero-energy density ofstates.

Let us start from Eq.(14a) where "n > 0 and "n <

0 yield the sam e contribution. Using this fact and Eq.

(18a),itistransform ed into

Ss

Sn
= 1�

3� 2
0

2�2T 2

"

1� 2�T

1X

n= 0

 

h~f
(1)

0 i+ "n
@h~f

(1)

0 i

@"n

! #

:

(24)

The sum m ation overn forT ! 0 m ay be perform ed by

using the Euler-M aclaurin form ula and the asym ptotic

property ~f
(1)

0
("n)! "�1

n
("n ! 1 ).14 Forexam ple,

2�T

1X

n= 0

h~f
(1)

0 ("n)i

�

Z 1

�T

h~f
(1)

0 (")id"+ �Th~f
(1)

0 (�T)i�
(�T)2

3
h~f

(1)0

0 (�T)i

�

Z 1

0

h~f
(1)

0 (")id"+
(�T)2

6
h~f

(1)0

0 (0)i: (25)

W e thereby obtain

Ss

Sn

T ! 0
� ! 1+

� 2
0

2
h~f

(1)0

0 (0)i: (26a)

Equation (14b)m ay be transform ed sim ilarly as

M sP

M nP

= 1� �T�
2
0

1X

n= 0

@2h~f
(1)

0 ("n)i

@"2
n

T ! 0
� ! 1+

� 2
0

2
h~f

(1)0

0 (0)i: (26b)

Thus,Ss=Sn = M sP=M nP,or equivalently,�S = �� at

T = 0 forarbitrary im purity concentrations.

Equations (26a) and (26b) have a sim ple physical

m eaning.Indeed,noting Eq.(11),(13b),and Eq.(18a),

we� nd an alternativeexpression atT = 0:

Ss

Sn
=

M sP

M nP

=
1

V

Z

hg("n = 0;kF;r)idr; (27)

which isnothing butthe norm alized density ofstatesat

" = 0. Thus, we have arrived at a sim ple result that

the entropy and spin susceptibility at T = 0 are both

determ ined by the zero-energy density ofstates.

The coe� cient of� 2
0 / H c2� B have been obtained

in I.Also, ~f
(1)0

0 (0) in Eqs.(26a)and (26b) m ay be cal-

culated e� ciently from Eq.(22) by using the analytic

expression:14

~K
0
0(~"n;�)=

r
2

�

Z 1

0

~"n

~"2
n
+ x2�2

e
�x

2
=2
dx; (28)

with � �
p
H c2 sin�=2

p
2. Hence,Eqs.(26a) and (26b)

atT = 0 can be evaluated fairly easily.

D . A nalytic results in the dirty lim it

I here sum m arize analytic results in the dirty lim it

� ! 0. First,the key quantities ~K 0
N
are calculated by

choosing N cut= 1 in the procedure in Sec.IIF ofI.The

resultsaregiven by

~K
0
0 =

~"n

~"2
n
+ �2

; ~K
0
1 =

�

~"2
n
+ �2

: (29)

Since �2 is ofthe order of1=�,as shown below,h~K 0
0i

m ay beapproxim ated ash~K 0
0i� h1=~"n� �2=~"3

n
i� ~"n=(~"

2
n
+

h�2i).Using thish~K 0
0iin Eq.(22)and retaining only the

leading-ordercontributions,weobtain

~f
(1)

0 =
1

j"nj+ 2�h�2i
; ~f

(1)

1 =
2�� sgn("n)

j"nj+ 2�h�2i
: (30)

Noticethat ~f
(1)

1 issm allerthan ~f
(1)

0 by
p
�.Substitution

ofEq.(30) into Eq.(15) leads to the equation for H c2

obtained by M aki26 and de G ennes:27

ln(Tc=T)+  (1=2)�  (x)= 0; (31)

where isthe digam m a function,and x isde� ned by

x �
1

2
+
�h�2i

�T
=
1

2
+
�Hc2

4�Td
; (32)

with d = 2;3 dim ension of the system . As shown by

M aki,26 Eq.(31)can be solved nearT = 0 by using the

asym ptoticexpression of (x)as

H c2 �
d

�

�

1�
2

3
(�T)

2

�

: (33)

Thus�2/ H c2� ��1 ,asassum ed atthe beginning. Dif-

ferentiating Eq.(31)with respectto T,weobtain

dH c2

dT
=
H c2

T

�

1�
4�Td

�Hc2 
0(x)

�

: (34)

Finally,�2 and [� 0(B )]
2 are calculated from Eqs.(34b)

and (36)ofIas

�2 =
d
p
�  (2)(x)

p
2� 0(x)

�0
T ! 0
� !

H c2
p
2
�0 ; (35)

�
2
0 =

(H c2 � B )�20

(2�22� 1)�A + 1

4�Td

� 0(x)

T ! 0
� !

(H c2 � B )Hc2�
2
0

(H 2
c2�

2
0� 1)�A + 1

;

(36)

where �0 is de� ned by �0 � �0=2��
2
0H c(0) with H c(0)

thetherm odynam iccritical� eld atT = 0.Equation (35)

agreeswith theresultby Caroli,Cyrot,and deG ennes.28

Now,let us substitute Eq.(30) into Eqs.(14b) and

(19)and use Eqs.(33).W e thereby obtain

Ss

Sn
= 1+

dH c2

dT

3��20

8�3T 2d
 
0
(x)

T ! 0
� ! 1� 2�

2
0 : (37a)
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M sP

M nP

= 1+
� 2
0

8�2T 2
 
(2)
(x)

T ! 0
� ! 1� 2�

2
0 ; (37b)

Thus, M sP=M nP and Ss=Sn is the sam e at T = 0, in

agreem ent with Eq.(27);they are both determ ined by

the zero-energy density ofstates. Equation (37b)isthe

result obtained by M aki.2 Also,the expression 1� 2�20
for the norm alized zero-energy density ofstates at T =

0 agrees with the result for the localdensity ofstates

obtained by deG ennes.4,27

Equation (36) tells us that � 2
0 = (1� B =Hc2)�

�1
A

as

T ! 0 for �2 � 1. W e hence � nd from Eqs.(1),(37a),

and (37b)thatthe initialslopesatT = 0 for�2 � 1 are

given by

�S = �� = 2=�A = 1:72: (38)

Theresultssuggesttheoverall� eld dependenceofSs and

�s atT = 0 which isconvex downward. Notice thatthe

 ux- ow resistivity �f atT = 0 also hasthe sam e initial

slope �� = 1:72 in the dirty lim it.15,29,30 These results

strongly suggest that the density ofstates at " = 0 is

m ainly relevantto the physicalpropertiesofthe vortex

stateatT = 0.

E. T he case w ith p-w ave im purity scattering

Ifthe p-wave im purity scattering is relevant,the fol-

lowing additionalterm s appears on the right-hand side

ofEq.(5):

d
fk̂ � ĥk0fyi+ hfk̂0i�k̂fy

4�1
+ d

gk̂ � ĥk0gi

2�1
; (39)

where ĥk0gi� ĥk0g("n;k
0
F
;r)i,for exam ple,�1 is the p-

waverelaxation tim e,and k̂ isthe unitvectoralong kF.

However,Eqs.(7),(9),and (10)rem ain unchanged once

I ism odi� ed asabove.

The corresponding calculationsnearH c2 m ay be per-

form ed asdescribed in AppendixA ofI.Ittherebyfollows

thatEq.(14)and (21)are also valid togetherwith Eqs.

(17),(18a),and (20),where ~f
(1)

N
isnow given by

~f
(1)

N
=

1

D

��

1�
d

4�1
h~K 1

1sin
2
�
0isgn("n)

�

~K
0
N
sgn("n)

+
d

4�1
h~K 0

1sin�
0i~K 1

N
sin�

�

; (40)

with

D �

�

1�
1

2�
h~K 0

0isgn("n)

��

1�
d

4�1
h~K 1

1sin
2
�
0isgn("n)

�

+
d

8��1
h~K 0

1sin�
0i2 : (41)

In addition,Eq.(18b)isto be replaced by

@ ~f
(1)

N

@"n
= �

X

N

~K
N

0

N
~f
(1)

N 0 +
~K 0
N

2�
sgn("n)

@h~f
(1)

0 i

@"n

+ d
~K 1
N
sin�

4�1
sgn("n)

@h~f
(1)

1
sin�0i

@"n
; (42)

where

@h~f
(1)

0 sin�0i

@"n
= �

X

N

(� 1)
N h~f

(1)

N
~�
(1)

N
isgn("n); (43)

with

~�
(1)

N
�

1

D

�

�

�

1�
1

2�
h~K 0

0isgn("n)

�

~K
1
N
sin� sgn("n)

+
1

2�
h~K 0

1sin�
0i~K 0

N

�

: (44)

Finally,the analytic results in the dirty lim it are the

sam e asthose given in Sec.IID with a replacem entof�

by the transportlife tim e �tr de� ned through

1

�tr
�

1

�
�

1

�1
: (45)

F. N um ericalprocedures

I have adopted the sam e param eters as I and II to

expressdi� erentim purity concentrations:

�E=ltr � 1=2�Tc�tr; ltr=l� �tr=� : (46)

Num ericalcalculations ofEqs.(14) and (21) with Eqs.

(17),(18),and (20)have been perform ed foreach setof

param etersbyrestrictingeverysum m ation overtheM at-

subarafrequenciesforthosesatisfyingj"nj� "c.Choosing

"c= 200 issu� cientto obtain an accuracy of� 0:1% for

Eqs.(14b)and(21),whereas"c= 20000(4000)isrequired

forEq.(14a)in thedirty (clean)lim it.Sum m ationsover

Landau levelshave been truncated atN = N cut where I

putR N cut
= 1 in the calculation of ~K N

0

N
;see Sec.IIF of

Iforthedetails.Enough convergencehasbeen obtained

by choosing N cut = 4,40,100,200,1500,and 4000 for

�E=ltr= 50,1:0,0:5,0:1,and 0:05,respectively. Finally,

integrations over � have been perform ed by Sim pson’s

form ula with N cut+ 1 integration pointsfor0� �� �=2.

III. R ESU LT S

Figures 1 and 2 show tem perature dependence of�S

and �� de� ned by Eqs.(1a) and (1b),respectively,for

di� erent im purity concentrations param etrized by Eq.

(46).They havebeen calculated in three dim ensionsfor

ltr=l= 1:0 and �G L = 50. Allthe curves start from the
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FIG .1:Slope�S asa function ofT=Tc fordi�erentim purity

concentrationswith d= 3,ltr=l= 1:0,and �G L = 50.

FIG .2:Slope �� asa function ofT=Tc fordi�erentim purity

concentrationswith d= 3,ltr=l= 1:0,and �G L = 50.

sam evalue �S = �� = 0:862 atT = Tc and develop di� er-

ences am ong di� erent im purity concentrations at lower

tem peratures. The equality �S = �� holds atT = 0,as

shown by Eq.(27),and the value decreases from 1:72

in the dirty lim it to around 0:6 for �E=ltr = 0:1. Ac-

cording to Eq.(27),thisvariation in the slope atT = 0

can be attributed to the dependence ofthe zero-energy

density ofstatesN s(0;B )upon the im purity concentra-

tion. In particular,N s(0;B ) in the dirty (clean) lim it

decreasesm orerapidly (m ildly)than thelinearbehavior

N n(0)B =H c2 nearH c2. From this result,we expectthe

overall� eld dependence ofthe entropy and spin suscep-

tibility atT = 0 which isconvex downward (upward)in

the dirty (clean)lim it,asrealized from Eq.(1).

The di� erence between �S and �� at � nite tem pera-

turesisrathersm all,asexpected from �S = �� holding

atT = 0 and Tc. In particular,the curvesof�S and ��

in the dirty lim itdepend neitheron the dim ensionsnor

ltr=l.However,the dependence develop gradually asthe

m ean free path becom eslonger.

Figure3showstheslope�� �S = �� atT = 0asafunc-

tion of �E=ltr for di� erent com binations of dim ensions

and im purity scatterings.Thefourcurvesstartfrom the

sam e value 1:72 in the dirty lim it,and decreasesgradu-

FIG .3:Slope �(T = 0)� �S (T = 0)= ��(T = 0)asa function

of�E =ltr ford= 2;3,ltr=l= 1;2,and �G L = 50.

ally through unity towards 0:5� 0:6 in the clean lim it.

However,we observe only sm alldependence of�(T = 0)

on d and ltr=l.W ethusrealizethatthezero-energy den-

sity ofstatesism ainly determ ined by them ean freepath,

and doesnotdepend m uch on thedim ensionsnorthede-

tailsofthe im purity scattering.

Itisinteresting to note thatthe slope �� forthe  ux-

 ow resistivity �f,which wascalculated previously
15 for

d= 2;3,ltr=l= 1:0,and �G L = 50,show a com plete nu-

m ericalagreem ent at T = 0 with the corresponding �S

and ��,i.e.,�S = �� = �� forarbitrary im purity concen-

trationsatT = 0.Thisfactindicatesthat�f atT = 0 is

also determ ined by the zero-energy density ofstates.

Next,weexam inethedependenceoftheslopeson the

G inzburg-Landau param eter �G L. Figure 4 shows the

sam e curves as Fig.1 near the type-I-type-IIboundary

of�G L = 1.Each curveisshifted upwardsfrom thecorre-

sponding onein Fig.1 for�G L = 50,butthequantitative

di� erence is rather sm all. This is also the case for ��.

Thus,the slopes �S and �� as a function ofB do not

havelarge�G L dependence.

Finally,Fig.5 plots the speci� c-heat jum p � C over

T at H c2 as a function of T=Tc for di� erent im purity

FIG .4:Slope�S asa function ofT=Tc fordi�erentim purity

concentrationswith d= 3,ltr=l= 1:0,and �G L = 1.
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FIG .5: Speci�c-heatjum p divided by T atH c2,norm alized

by the corresponding quantity at T = Tc and H = 0, as a

function ofT=Tc with d = 3,ltr=l= 1,and �G L = 50. The

curvesare for�E =ltr= 1 ,10,1,0:25,and 0:1 from thetop to

the bottom .

concentrations with d = 3,ltr=l= 1,and �G L = 50. It

is norm alized by the corresponding quantity at T = Tc
and H = 0,i.e.,� C (Tc)=Tc = 1:43 in the weak-coupling

m odel.Thecurveschangegraduallyfrom alm ostT-linear

overalltem perature dependence in the dirty lim itto T 2

dependencein theclean lim it,and approach zeroas/ T 2

at lowest tem peratures.1 Although the ratio near Tc is

strongly dependenton �G L as12

lim
TcH ! Tc

� C (TcH )=TcH

� C (Tc)=Tc
=

2�2
G L

(2�2
G L

� 1)�A
; (47)

thebasicfeaturespointed abovearecom m on am ong dif-

ferentvaluesof�G L,d= 2;3,and ltr=l= 1;2.

IV . SU M M A R Y

Theentropy and thespin susceptibility nearH c2 have

been calculated fors-wave type-IIsuperconductorsover

allim purity concentrations. The results have been ex-

pressed conveniently using the initialslopes �S and ��

de� ned by Eq.(1). The m ain conclusions are sum m a-

rized as follows: (i) �S = �� holds both at T = 0 and

T = Tc. (ii) �S = �� = 0:862 at T = Tc for allim purity

concentrations.(iii)AtT = 0,theslope� decreasesfrom

1:72in thedirty lim itto 0:5� 0:6in theclean lim it.This

change is due com pletely to the m ean-free-path depen-

dence ofthe zero-energy density ofstates.The factalso

suggestsvariation oftheoverall� eld dependenceatT = 0

from convexdownwardin thedirtylim ittoupward in the

clean lim it. (iv)The slopeshave only sm alldependence

on the dim ensions and the details ofthe im purity scat-

tering. (v) The slope �� ofthe  ux- ow resistivity �f,

which wascalculated previously,15 also showsa com plete

num ericalagreem entatT = 0 with �S and ��.Thisfact

indicates that the zero-energy density ofstates is also

responsiblefor�f atT = 0.

TheT-linearspeci� c-heatcoe� cients(B )observed in

clean m aterials7,8,9,10,11,12,13 show curvesof�< 1,which

are in a qualitative agreem ent with the present calcu-

lation. O n the other hand,s(B ) for dirty sam ples8,10

follows well-accepted linear � eld dependence / B =Hc2,

which is apparently in contradiction with the present

result in the dirty lim it. It should be noted however

thatacarefulexperim ent31 on �f shows� eld dependence

near T = 0 which is convex downward,and experim en-

tally obtained �� agrees quantitatively with the dirty-

lim it theory.15,29,30 Detailed experim ents on the m ean-

free-path dependence ofs(B )and �f(B )are desired to

rem ovethesediscrepancies.
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