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Spin m agnetization ofsm allm etallic grains

M .Schechter

Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofBritish Colum bia,Vancouver,British Colum bia,Canada V6T 1Z1

Sm allm etallic grainswhich satisfy theconditionsoftheuniversalHam iltonian areconsidered.It

is shown thatfor such grains the e�ects ofthe interactions in the spin channeland in the Cooper

channelon their spin m agnetization are well separated, thus allowing the determ ination of the

interaction param eters within this m odel. In particular, the existence of pairing correlations in

sm allgrainsand the sign ofthe interaction in the Cooperchannelcan be uniquely determ ined.

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

In general,the problem ofdisorderand interaction in

electron system sisa very di�cultone. However,itwas

shown [1{4]thatforsm alldi�usive m etallic grainswith

large dim ensionalconductance g = E T h=d the problem

sim pli�esconsiderably.Hered isthe m ean levelspacing

and E T h = �hD =L2 is the Thouless energy which is the

inverse tim e to di�use acrossthe grain. D is the di�u-

sion constantand L isthe grain’ssize. The low energy

physicsofsuch sm allgrainsisdescribed to leading order

in 1=g by the\universalHam iltonian" [4],in which only

the diagonalm atrix elem entsofthe interaction survive:

H =


 =dX

n= 1

X

�

�nc
y
n;�cn;� + E cN̂

2 + JcT̂
y
T̂ + JsŜ

2
: (1)

The index n spans a shellof
=d doubly degenerate

tim ereversedstatesofenergy�n,N̂ =
P 
 =d

n= 1

P

�
cyn;�cn;�

isthenum beroperator,~̂S = 1

2

P 
 =d

n= 1

P

�;�0 c
y
n;�~��;�0cn;�0

isthetotalspin operator,and T̂ =
P 
 =d

n= 1
cn;� cn;+ isthe

pairannihilation operator.E c isthechargingenergy and

Jc(s) = �c(s)d,where�c and �s arethedim ensionlessin-

teraction param eters in the Cooper channeland in the

spin channelrespectively. 
 isofthe orderofE T h,and

wetake
=d = 2g.Recently,asim ilarproblem ofaballis-

ticgrain with chaoticboundary conditionswasaddressed

using renorm alization group approach,and itwasshown

[5,6]thatforweak interactionsthelow energy physicsis

indeed controlled by the universalHam iltonian.

This relatively sim ple description of the low energy

physicsofdi�usivem etallicgrainsprovidestheopportu-

nity to considertheoretically,and eventually experim en-

tally,problem s which in bulk system s are m uch harder

to attack. O ne interesting problem is the question of

whetherm etalssuch asG old,Copper,and Silveraresu-

perconducting ornotatvery low tem peratures[7],i.e.if

theire�ectiveinteraction in theCooperchannelisattrac-

tive or repulsive. W hile allthese m etals are not found

to besuperconducting down to currently accessibletem -

peratures,it m ay wellbe that their e�ective electron-

electron interaction is attractive but sm all. Since Tc

dependsexponentially on the interaction,such weak in-

teraction willlead to unm easurable Tc. However,sm all

e�ective attractive interaction in such m etals would af-

fect other properties,like the proxim ity e�ect [8,7]and

persistent currents [9,10],which depend linearly on the

interaction.Furtherm ore,the m agnitude ofthe e�ective

attractiveinteraction in thesem etalsm ay besizedepen-

dent,as can be inferred from the apparent size depen-

dence ofTc in m any superconducting m aterials[11{14].

In particular,Platinum ,which isnotknown to be a su-

perconductorin bulk form ,was recently reported to be

superconducting at very low tem peratures in granular

form [15].

W hilethedeterm ination ofthee�ectiveinteraction in

bulk m aterials is a di�cult task,it was already recog-

nized that weak pairing correlationscan be detected in

sm all\superconducting"grains[16{18].In theseworksit

wasshown thattheexistenceofweakpairingcorrelations

willresultin m easurablee�ectsin thespin susceptibility

[16,17]andspeci�cheat[18]ofthegrains.Alltheseworks

considered the reduced BCS Ham iltonian,in which only

the pairing interaction exists.However,in a realsystem

other interactions exist,and in order to experim entally

determ inetheexistenceofpairingcorrelationsonehasto

show thatthe m easured e�ectisuniquely caused by the

pairing interaction itself.

Sm alldisordered m etallic grainswith g � 1 and not

too strong interactions[5,6]arefavorablefrom thispoint

ofview,asthey satisfy thevalidity conditionsoftheuni-

versalHam iltonian m odel,and therefore the constraints

thism odeldictateson the interaction term s.In thispa-

perwe calculate the ensem ble averaged di�erentialspin

susceptibility �s at T = 0 ofsuch isolated grains,and

show thatthee�ectsofthedi�erentinteraction term sare

wellseparated,thusallowing an unequivocaldeterm ina-

tion oftheexistenceofpairingcorrelationsin such grains,

and furtherm ore,a determ ination ofthesign and m agni-

tudeofthee�ectiveinteraction constantsasthey appear

in the universalHam iltonian. Actually,we considerthe

determ ination of�s and �c only.Sincethegrainsareiso-

lated,the charging energy E c isnotrelevant,and could

bedeterm ined by com plem entarytunneling experim ents.

W e considerthe regim e ofj�cj;j�sj� 1. Note,thatfor

�c < 0tworegim esexist,theperturbativeregim eand the

superconducting regim e,for which j�cj> 1=ln[E T h=d]

[17]. W e �rst consider the form er,and then the latter

regim e.
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II.T H E P ER T U R B A T IV E R EG IM E

Using the universalHam iltonian,we assum e thatthe

spin-orbit interaction is sm alland neglect it [4]. This

assum ption should be veri�ed when com paring our re-

sultswith experim ents,keeping in m ind the speci�csof

spin-orbit interaction in sm allgrains (see e.g.[19,20]).

Throughoutthepaperwewillbeinterested in theensem -

ble averaged di�erentialspin susceptibility at m agnetic

�elds H � d=�B . In this regim e we can neglect level

statisticsand assum ethattheenergy levelsin thegrains

areequally spaced.Di�erencesbetween grainswith odd

num berand even num berofelectronscan beneglected in

thisregim easwell,and forsim plicity weconsidergrains

with even num ber ofelectrons. For detailed considera-

tionsregardingtheneglectoflevelstatisticsandeven-odd

e�ectssee section IIIofRef.[17]. In particular,ensem -

blesofthe orderof106 grainsorlargerare required for

the shift in the m agnetization (see below) to be larger

than the uctuations due to levelstatistics. W e also

neglect orbitalm agnetization. This can be achieved in

pancakeshaped grains(seee.g.Ref.[21]),when the�eld

is applied in the direction ofthe thin part. Practically,

orbitalm agnetization can notbecom pletely avoided,but

itsrelativem agnitudecan beexperim entally determ ined

by changing the direction ofthe applied m agnetic�eld.

The spin m agnetization ofa grain isgiven by

M = �B (n+ � n� ) (2)

where n+ and n� arethe num berofelectronswith spin

paralleland anti-parallelto the m agnetic �eld,respec-

tively. W e de�ne lasthe num berofipped spins,such

thatn+ � n� = 2l.Itcan beshown thatam ongallstates

with lipped spins,the one thathasthe lowestenergy

has alllstates above E F and lstates below E F singly

occupied by electronswith spin parallelto the m agnetic

�eld. The num berlthatisrealized ata given m agnetic

�eld isthe one m inim izing thetotalenergy ofthe grain:

E (l)= E 0 + E
l
kin + E

l
int� 2l�B H : (3)

Here E 0 isthe energy ofthe noninteracting Ferm istate

(with l = 0,no singly occupied single particle states),

E l
kin

= l2d is the kinetic energy costofipping lpairs,

E l
int is the energy due to the interaction,and � 2l�BH

isthe Zeem an energy. In orderto calculate E l
int we use

Richardson’sexactsolution [22,23]. Although thissolu-

tion wasderived forthereduced BCS Ham iltonian,itcan

be easily generalized to solve the universalHam iltonian

for isolated grains. The N̂ 2 term is then not relevant,

and theonly relevantextra term in theuniversalHam il-

tonian com pared to thereduced BCS Ham iltonian isthe

spin term .

G iven lipped spins,levels g� l+ 1:::g+ l� B are

singly occupied,and do notparticipatein thepairing in-

teraction [24]. Denoting U = 
nB ,and neglecting the

spin term ,Richardson’s solution is given by a set ofk

coupled nonlinearequations,the �’th equation ofwhich

isgiven by [23]:

�
1

�cd
+

kX

�= 1(6= �)

2

E � � E�
�

UX

j

1

2�j � E�
= 0: (4)

Herek ishalfthe num berofthe \paired" electrons,and

in ourcase k = g� l. The totalenergy ofthe system is

given by

E B C S =

BX

j

�j +

kX

�= 1

E � ; (5)

and the m any-body wavefunction isalso given in term s

ofthe k energy param etersfE �g which solve the equa-

tions(4).Sincetheelectronsparticipating in thepairing

interaction have zero totalspin,including the spin term

and theZeem an term doesnotchangeRichardson’sequa-

tions,energy param eters,and orbitalwavefunction.The

spin and Zeem an term sdo changethe energy ofthesys-

tem ,fora given lby E s = �sdl(l+ 1)and E Z = � 2l�BH

respectively.

Thetotalenergy can thereforebe written as:

E (l)=

BX

j

�j +

kX

�= 1

E � + �sdl(l+ 1)� 2l�B H ; (6)

or,in accordancewith Eq.(3)

E (l)= E 0 + l
2
d+

kX

�= 1

�E� + �sdl(l+ 1)� 2l�B H ; (7)

where �E� � E� � 2��. Therefore,E int = �sdl(l+ 1)+

E pair where

E pair �

kX

�= 1

�E� (8)

isthe energy due to the interaction in the Cooperchan-

nel, and the problem reduces to �nding E pair(l). In

Ref.[17]thiswasdoneto second orderin theinteraction

�c. Here we use Richardson’sexactsolution forthe de-

term ination ofE pair(l).Thisform alism allowsa rigorous

inclusion ofthe spin term . Italso allowsthe possibility

to givea generalexpression forE pair(l),and then obtain

the result to second order in �c as an expansion ofthe

exactresult.

M anipulating Eq.(4)oneobtains[17]

�E� =
�cd

1+ �ca�
; (9)

where

a� = d

0

@

UX

j6= �

1

2�j � E�
�

kX

�= 1(6= �)

2

E � � E�

1

A : (10)
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Forthe lowestenergy solution,weapproxim ate�E� by

�E
0
� � ��d ; where �� �

�c

1+ �ca
0
�

; (11)

and a0� � a�(�c = 0)isgiven by

a
0
� =

UX

j6= �

1

2j� 2�
�

kX

�= 1(6= �)

1

� � �
: (12)

Thisapproxim ation isexacttosecond orderin �c,and its

accuracy to higherordersin �c wasstudied in Ref.[17].

E pair can now becalculated to any orderin �c by insert-

ing expression (12)in Eq.(8).To second orderin �c this

gives

E pair(l)= �cd(g� l)+
1

2
�
2
cd

g� lX

�= 1

ln

�
g+ l+ �

2l+ �

�

: (13)

Inserting Eq.(13)into Eq.(7)and di�erentiating with

respectto lwe obtain an equation for lthatm inim izes

E (l)

2ld+ �sd(2l+ 1)� �cd+ �
2
cdln

h
g

2l

i

� 2�B H = 0 ;

(14)

which resultsin

M =
�B [2�B H =d� �2c ln[E T h=(2�BH )]+ �c � �s]

1+ �s
:

(15)

In Eqs. (14) and (15), for the values inside the loga-

rithm ,we assum e l � g and replace lwith its nonin-

teracting value. The lthat m inim izes E (l) as obtained

from Eq.(14)is given by the condition thatthe energy

gain from the Zeem an term when ipping anotherelec-

tron and creating2additionalsinglyoccupied stateswith

spin up electronsis equalto the energy costofipping

this electron,resulting from the kinetic energy,spin in-

teraction and pairing interaction.Thekineticpartalone

producesthenoninteracting result[�0 in Eq.(16)below

for the susceptibility]. The leading contribution ofthe

spin part to the totalenergy is proportionalto l2,like

the kinetic energy,and thisresultsin an e�ective renor-

m alization ofthe density ofstates. The second partof

the spin term ,aswellasthe leading partofthe pairing

interaction,contribute to the totalenergy term s which

arelinearin l,liketheZeem an term ,and thereforeresult

in aconstantshiftofthem agnetization,and donota�ect

�s.The�eld dependentcorrection to �s com esfrom the

higher orders ofthe pairing term ,ofwhich the second

order gives the dom inant contribution. This part gives

a negative correction to the energy which is m onotoni-

cally decreasing with increasing l,thereforecontributing

a positive,�eld dependentcontribution to �s.

Di�erentiating with respect to H we obtain the en-

sem ble averaged spin susceptibility for d=�B � H �

E T h=�B

�s =
�0

1+ �s

�

1+
�2cd

2�B H

�

: (16)

This is our centralresult. The interaction in the spin

channelresultsin an H independentshiftofthesuscepti-

bility by a factorof1=(1+ �s).Thisgivesthepossibility

to determ ine �s,by e.g. the Som m erfeld-W ilson ratio,

that com pares �s to the linear speci�c heat coe�cient.

The interaction in the Cooperchannelresultsin a 1=H

correction to �s. This correction is a �nite size e�ect,

asitisproportionalto the levelspacing.M oreover,this

correction unequivocally signals the presence of pairing

correlationsin sm allm etallic grains,asitdoesnotresult

from the interaction in the spin channelorthe charging

energy,and allotherinteractionshave1=g sm allness.In-

terestingly,the 1=H correction does not depend on the

sign oftheinteraction,and thereforeexistsforattractive

as wellas repulsive interaction in the Cooper channel.

Thus,m easuring �s in sm allm etallicgrainsatm agnetic

�elds H � d=�B determ ines the m agnitude of�c,but

not its sign. In order to obtain the sign of�c one has

to look at M =H . Unlike the case in the susceptibility,

where the �rstorderterm in the interaction isnot�eld

dependent,and therefore does not contribute,here,to

leading orderin �c

M

H
=

�0

1+ �s

�

1+
(�c � �s)d

2�B H

�

; (17)

and the 1=H correction does depend on the sign of�c.

O nce�s iseitherknown orsm all,thesign of�c iseasily

determ ined.Note,thatin principaltheinform ationgiven

by �s and by M =H is equivalent. However,their high

m agnetic �eld behavior is di�erent,and therefore both

thesign and m agnitudeof�c can beobtained.(Actually,

both can be obtained from the behaviorofM =H .How-

ever,thesusceptibility m easurem entispreferableforthe

determ ination ofthe m agnitude of�c because itisinde-

pendentofanyotherinteraction.Itisalsoam oreprecise

m easurem entexperim entally).The m agnetic �eld range

forwhich ourtreatm entisvalid isgiven above Eq.(16),

and dependson the speci�c m etallic grain,aswellasits

sizeand itsdim ensionlessconductance.Forexam ple,for

Coppergrainsofsize5� 50� 50nm3 and g = 25 thelevel

spacing isroughly 0:06K ,theThoulessenergy 1:5K ,and

thereforethe m agnetic �eld rangewould be between 0:1

and 2:5 Tesla.

III.T H E SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G R EG IM E

Sofarweconsidered theperturbativeregim e,which for

attractiveinteraction correspondsto j�cj< 1=ln[E T h=d]

which is equivalent to d > � where � is the bulk gap

in the m ean �eld BCS approxim ation. In the crossover
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regim e,where d � �,the behavior of� s changes con-

siderably in the low m agnetic �eld regim e,�B H <
� d.

However, the properties of �s at high m agnetic �eld

�B H � � 2=d are sim ilar to those in the perturbative

regim e[17],and the interaction param eterscan be sim i-

larlydeterm ined.Theparam etersoftheuniversalHam il-

tonian can also be determ ined in the \BCS regim e",

where j�cj> 1=ln[E T h=d]and the levelspacing d � �

and can thereforebeneglected.In thisregim e�c iseasy

to determ ine,e.g. by m easuring the excitation gap. In

orderto determ ine �s in thisregim e we revisitthe spin

m agnetization ofthesystem .For�s = 0 itiswellknown

[25,26]that the spin m agnetization of a superconduc-

tor is zero below a value ofH = �=(
p
2�B ),where a

sharp step to thevalueofthespin m agnetization ofnon-

interacting electrons at the sam e H occurs. The area

between the m agnetization curvesofthe noninteracting

and superconducting system sgivesthe condensation en-

ergy, � 2=(2d). W e have already shown that �nite �s

changesthe slope ofthe spin m agnetization ofnoninter-

actingelectrons[seeEq.(16)with �c = 0].Hereweshow

thatitalso changesthe value ofH atwhich the step in

the m agnetization ofa superconducting system occurs,

asto keep thearea between the m agnetization curvesto

equal� 2=(2d). Thus,one can determ ine �s in the su-

perconducting regim e by the m agnetic �eld value ofthe

m agnetization step. This value ofH is where the nor-

m aland superconducting states have the sam e energy,

i.e.when the equation

l
2
d+ Jsl(l+ 1)+

� 2

2d
� 2l�BH = 0 (18)

hasone solution.Thisoccurswhen l= �=
p
2d(d+ Js),

orwhen

H =
�

p
2�B

p
1+ �s : (19)

The shiftin the m agnetic �eld value ofthe spin m agne-

tization step isa directm easureof�s in thisregim e.

IV .SU M M A R Y

W e havethusshown thatthedeterm ination ofthein-

teraction param etersin sm allm etallicgrainswith nottoo

largeinteractionscan bedoneby m easuringtheirensem -

ble averaged di�erentialspin susceptibility.Such a m ea-

surem ent,done system atically as function ofgrain size,

can shed light on the change oftransition tem perature

with grain size in granular superconductors. Although

ourtheory isvalid for�nite size grains,and can notdi-

rectly determ ineifa certain m aterialissuperconducting

atlow tem peraturesin bulk form ,a system aticm easure-

m ent ofthe interaction param etersas function ofgrain

sizecan suggestthe bulk behavioraswell.
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