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Superconductivity in the \H ot Spots" M odelofthe Pseudogap State: Im purity

Scattering and Phase D iagram

N.A.K uleeva�, E.Z.K uchinskiiy,M .V.Sadovskiiz

Institute for Electrophysics, Russian Academ y ofSciences,Ekaterinburg, 620016, Russia

W e analyze the anom alies ofsuperconducting state (both s and d-wave pairing) in the m odel
ofthe pseudogap state induced by Heisenberg spin uctuationsofantiferrom agnetic short{ range
order,and based on thescenario ofstrong scattering nearthe\hotspots" on theFerm isurface.W e
presentm icroscopic derivation ofG inzburg { Landau expansion,taking into account allFeynm an
graphsofperturbation theory forelectron interaction with uctuationsofshort{ range orderand
in the \ladder" approxim ation for electron scattering by norm al(nonm agnetic) im purities. W e
determ inethedependenceofsuperconducting criticaltem peratureTc and othercharacteristicsofa
superconductoron theparam etersofthepseudogap and im purity scattering.Itisshown thatwithin
thism odelitispossibletoexplain thetypicalphasediagram ofhigh { tem peraturesuperconductors.

PACS num bers:PACS num bers:74.20.Fg,74.20.D e

IN T R O D U C T IO N

O ne ofthe m ain problem sin the physicsofhigh { tem perature superconducting cupratesrem ainsthe theoretical
understanding oftypicalphase diagram ofthese com pounds [1]. Especially interesting is the clari�cation ofthe
nature ofthe pseudogap state which isobserved in a wide region oftem peraturesand concentration ofcarriers[2],
and isobviously crucialfortheform ation ofelectronicpropertiesboth in norm aland superconducting states.Despite
continuing discussionson the nature ofthe pseudogap,itseem sthatthe preferable \scenario" ofitsform ation is,in
our opinion,based on the on the m odelofstrong scattering ofcurrentcarriersby antiferrom agnetic (AFM ,SDW )
spin uctuations ofshort { range order1 [2,3]. In m om entum representation this scattering transfers m om enta of
the orderofQ = (�

a
;�
a
)(a { latticeconstantoftwo { dim ensionallattice)and leadsto the \precursors" ofspectrum

transform ation,taking place after the establishm ent oflong { range AFM order(period doubling). As a resultwe
obtain non { Ferm iliquid likebehavior(dielectrization)ofspectraldensity in thevicinity oftheso called \hotspots"
on the Ferm isurface,appearing at intersections ofthis surface with \would be" antiferrom agnetic Brillouin zone
boundary [2].
W ithin thisapproach a sim pli�ed m odelofthe pseudogap state wasactively studied [4,5],underthe assum ption

thatthe scattering by dynam ic spin uctuationscan be reduced (which isvalid forhigh enough tem peratures)to a
staticG aussian random �eld (quenched disorder)ofpseudogap uctuationswith characteristicscattering vectorfrom
the vicinity ofQ ,the width ofwhich isdeterm ined by the inversecorrelation length ofshort{ rangeorder� = �� 1.
Thereview ofthisapproach with applicationsto thepropertiesofthenorm alstateand forsom eoversim pli�ed m odels
ofpseudogap uctuationsinuence on superconductivity can be found in Ref.[2].
In a recentpaper[6]we have presented m icroscopic derivation ofG inzburg { Landau expansion2 and studied the

inuence ofpseudogap uctuationsin the m odelof\hotspots" on the m ain characteristicsofsuperconducting state
(both for s-wave and d-wave pairing),form ing \on the background" ofthese uctuations. In this paper we have
considered slightly oversim pli�ed version ofourm odel,whereHeisenberg { likespin uctuationswerereplaced either
byIsing{like,orbyspin {independentcharge(CDW )uctuations.Itwasshown thatsuch uctuationsof\dielectric"
nature generally suppress superconductivity,leading to the drop ofsuperconducting transition tem perature and of
speci�cheatdiscontinuity atthetransition,aswellastoanum berofotheranom alies.W ealsodiscovered twopossible
classesofsuperconducting orderparam eterinteraction with pseudogap uctuations,leading to signi�cantly di�erent
scalesofsuppression ofsuperconducting state.
The aim ofthe presentpaperisthe generalization ofthe approach ofRef.[6]to the \realistic" caseofHeisenberg

spin uctuations,aswellastheaccountof(nonm agnetic)im purity(disorder)scatteringinuenceon superconductivity

� E-m ail:strigina@ iep.uran.ru
y kuchinsk@ iep.uran.ru
z E-m ail:sadovski@ iep.uran.ru
1 Sim ilarcharge (CD W )  uctuations also cannot be excluded.
2 Sim ilaranalysisbased on G orkov’s equations wasgiven in R ef.[7]
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in the pseudogap state. Itwillbe shown thatthis m odelallowsforsem iquantitative m odeling ofthe typicalphase
diagram ofa high { tem peraturesuperconductor.

\H O T SP O T S" M O D EL A N D R EC U R SIO N P R O C ED U R E FO R G R EEN ’S FU N C T IO N A N D V ER T IC ES.

M ain resultsofourapproach to the\hotspots" m odeland calculation ofa single{ particleG reen’sfunction in this
m odelweredescribed in detailin Refs.[4,5],m ethodsofcalculation fortheappropriatevertex partswerediscussed in
Refs.[6,8].Hereweonly presentthem ain equationsand de�nitions,giving a shortdescription ofchangesnecessary
to takeinto accountthe spin structureofinteraction in Heisenberg m odelofantiferrom agneticuctuations.
E�ectiveinteraction ofelectronswith spin uctuationsin them odelof\nearly antiferrom agnetic"Ferm i{ liquid [4]

isdescribed by dynam icsusceptibility,characterized by experim entally determ ined correlation length � and frequency
!sf ofspin uctuations,which can depend both on concentration ofcarriers(and in case of� also on tem perature),
Both dynam ic susceptibility and e�ective interaction are peaked (in m om entum representation) in the vicinity of
Q = (�=a;�=a),which leadsto theappearanceoftwo typesofquasiparticles{ \hot" one,with m om enta closeto the
points on the Ferm isurface,connected by scattering vectors � Q ,and \cold" one,with the m om enta close to the
partsofthe Ferm isurface,surrounding diagonalsofthe Brillouin zone[2,4,5].
For high enough tem peratures 2�T � !sf and we can neglectspin dynam ics [4]. Electron interaction with spin

(pseudogap)uctuationsreducesthen to elasticscattering by appropriatestaticG aussian random �eld.In thism odel
it is possible to introduce a sim pli�ed form ofe�ective interaction (correlator ofthis random �eld) [4,5],which
allowsto perform fullsum m ation ofthe Feynm an perturbation series,and obtain the following recursion procedure
determ ining the single { electron G reen’sfunction:

G k("np)=
1

i"n � �k(p)+ ikvk� � �k("np)
(1)

�k("np)= W
2
s(k + 1)G k+ 1("np) (2)

which isdepicted asa sym bolic\Dyson like" equation in Fig.1 (a),where wehavealso introduced:

G 0k("np)=
1

i"n � �k(p)+ ikvk�
(3)

Here � = �� 1 is the inverse correlation length ofpseudogap uctuations,"n = 2�T(n + 1=2) (for de�niteness we
assum ehere"n > 0),

�k(p)=

�
�p+ Q forodd k
�p foreven k

(4)

vk =

�
jvx(p + Q )j+ jvy(p + Q )j forodd k
jvx(p)j+ jvy(p)j foreven k

(5)

wherev(p)= @�p

@p
isthe velocity ofa freequasiparticlewith the spectrum �p,which istaken in a standard form [4]:

�p = � 2t(cospxa+ cospya)� 4t
0

cospxacospya� � (6)

wheretisthe transferintegralbetween nearestneighbors,and t0 | between second nearestneighborson the square
lattice,a isthe latticeconstant,� isthe chem icalpotential.
Param eterW with dim ension ofenergy de�nesthe e�ective width ofthe pseudogap. In the m odelofHeisenberg

spin uctuationsitcan be written as[4]:

W
2 = g

2< S2i >

3
= g

2
< (ni" � ni#)

2
> (7)

where g is an interaction constantofelectronswith spin uctuations,< S2
i > is the average square ofthe spin on

a lattice site,ni",ni# { operatorsofelectron num berata site,with given spin directions. Itisclearthatsim ilarly
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to correlation length �,the value ofW ,in oursem iphenom enologicalapproach [4,5],isalso som efunction ofcarrier
concentration (and tem perature),to be determ ined from the experim ent.
The value ofs(k)is determ ined by com binatoricsofFeynm an diagram s. For the sim plest case ofcom m ensurate

charged (CDW )pseudogap uctuations:

s(k)= k (8)

while forthe m ostinteresting caseofHeisenberg spin (SDW )uctuations[4]3:

s(k)=

�
k+ 2

3
forodd k

k

3
foreven k

(9)

Conditionsofapplicability ofourapproxim ationswerediscussed in detailin Refs.[4,5].
Rem arkableproperty ofourm odelisthepossibility ofcom pletesum m ation ofallFeynm an diagram sforthevertex

parts4,describing system responseto an arbitrary externalperturbation [8].Herewe justgiveappropriaterecursion
relationsfor\triangular" vertex in Cooperchannel,sim ilarto thosederived in Ref.[6]in particle{ particlechannel,
and describing the responseto an arbitrary uctuation ofsuperconducting orderparam eter(gap):

�(p;q)= � qe(p) (10)

wherethe sym m etry factor,corresponding to the type (sym m etry)ofthe pairing,takesthe following form :

e(p)=

�
1 (s-wavepairing)
cospxa� cospya (dx2� y2-wavepairing)

: (11)

and we alwaysassum esingletpairing.The vertex ofinterestto uscan be written as:

�("n;� "n;p;� p + q)� �p("n;� "n;q)e(p) (12)

Then �p("n;� "n;q)isdeterm ined from recursion procedureofthe following form :

�pk� 1("n;� "n;q)= 1� W
2
r(k)G k("n;p + q)G k(� "n;p)

(

1+

+
2ik�vk

G
� 1

k
("n;p + q)� G

� 1

k
(� "n;p)� 2ik�vk

)

�pk("n;� "n;q) (13)

which isshown diagram m atically in Fig. 1 (b). \Physical" vertex isgiven by �pk= 0("n;� "n;q). Additionalcom bi-
natorialfactorr(k)= s(k)forthe sim plestcase ofcharged (orIsing { like spin)pseudogap uctuations,analyzed in
Ref. [6]. Forthe m ostinteresting case ofHeisenberg spin (SDW )uctuations,analyzed below,thisfactorisgivwn
by [4](Cf.also Appendix):

r(k)=

�
k foreven k
k+ 2

9
forodd k

(14)

Thechoiceofthesign beforeW 2 in ther.h.sofEq.(13)dependson thesym m etry ofsuperconductingorderparam eter
and the type ofpseudogap uctuations[6](seedetailsin the Appendix).Di�erentvariantsaregiven in Table I.

TableI.The choiceofthe sign in the recursion procedureforthe vertex part.

Pairing CDW -uctuations SDW -uctuations(Ising) SDW -uctuations(Heisenberg)

s + � +

d � + �

It particular,from this Table we can see,that in the m ost interesting case ofd-wave pairing and Heisenberg spin
uctuations,we m usttake thissign \� ",so thatalternating signsappearin ourrecursion procedure forthe vertex
part. However,forthe case ofs-wave pairing and the sam e type ofpseudogap uctuations,we m usttake \+ ",and
thereisnosign alternation in therecursion procedure.ItRef.[6]itwasshown (forothercasesshown in TableI),that
thisdi�erence in the signsbehaviorofthe recursion procedure forthe vertex partleadsto two casesofqualitatively
di�erentbehaviorofallthe m ain characteristicsofa superconductor.

3 D etailed analysisofdiagram com binatorics forH eisenberg m odelofspin  uctuations isgiven in the A ppendix.
4 Including alldiagram s with intersecting interaction lines.
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IM P U R IT Y SC A T T ER IN G .

Scattering ofelectrons by norm al(nonm agnetic) im purities can easily be taken into account in self{ consistent
Born approxim ation,writing down \Dyson" equation forthesingle{ electron G reen’sfunction,shown graphically in
Fig. 2 (a),where in addition to contribution shown in Fig. 1 (a),we have included the standard self{ energy part
due to im purity scattering [9].Asa resultweobtain the recursion relation forthe G reen’sfunction as:

G k("np)=
1

G
� 1
0k
("np)� �U2

P

p
G ("np)� W 2s(k + 1)G k+ 1("np)

(15)

where� isconcentration ofim puritieswith point{likepotentialU ,and im purity contribution toself{energycontains
fully dressed G reen’sfunction G ("np)= G k= 0("np),to bedeterm ined self{ consistently by ourrecursion procedure.
As usual[9],contribution to this self{ energy from realpart ofthe G reen’s function is reduced to insigni�cant
renorm alization ofthe chem icalpotential,so that(15)can be written as:

G k("np)=
1

i("n � �U2
P

p
Im G ("np)+ kvk�)� �k(p)� W 2s(k+ 1)G k+ 1("np)

(16)

Thus,in com parison with im purity freecase,weobtain,in fact,a sim ple substitution (renorm alization):

"n ! "n � �U
2
X

p

Im G ("np)� "n�� (17)

�� = 1�
�U2

"n

X

p

Im G ("np) (18)

Ifwedo notperform fully self{ consistentcalculation ofim purity self{ energy,in thesim plestapproxim ation wejust
have:

"n ! "n � �U
2
X

p

Im G 00("np)� "n�� = "n + 0sign"n (19)

�� = 1+
0

j"nj
(20)

where0 = ��U2N 0(0)isthe standard Born im purity scattering rate[9](N 0(0)| density ofstatesoffree electrons
on the Ferm ilevel).
For\triangular" verticesofinterestto us,therecurrencerelation with the accountofim purity scattering isshown

graphically in Fig. 2 (b). For the vertex, describing interaction with the uctuation of superconducting order
param eter(10)with d-wavesym m etry (11)thisequation issigni�cantly sim pli�ed,becausethecontribution ofsecond
diagram in the r.h.s. ofFig. 2 (b) is actually zero,because ofvalidity of

P

p
e(p) = 0 (cf. discussion ofsim ilar

situation in Ref.[10]).Then therecurrenceequation forthevertex hastheform ofEq.(13),whereG k(� "np)should
be taken from Eqs.(15),(16),i.e.justreplaced by dressed by im purity scattering,asde�ned in Fig.2 (a).Forthe
vertex describing interaction with uctuationsofthe orderparam eterwith s-wave sym m etry,we have the following
equation:

�pk� 1("n;� "n;q)= 1+ �U
2
X

p

G ("n;p + q)G (� "n;p)�p(";� "n;q)� (21)

� W
2
r(k)G k("n;p + q)G k(� "n;p)

(

1+
2ik�vk

G
� 1

k
("n;p + q)� G

� 1

k
(� "n;p)� 2ik�vk

)

�pk("n;� "n;q)

whereforG k(� "np)weagain useEqs.(15),(16),and thesign beforeW 2 isdeterm ined in accordancewith therules
form ulated above.The di�erence with the case ofthe vertex ford-wavesym m etry isthe appearanceofsecond term
in the r.h.s.ofEq.(21),which reducesto the substitution:

1 ! �� = 1+ �U
2
X

p

G ("n;p + q)G (� "n;p)�p(";� "n;q) (22)

Thus our self{ consistency procedure can be form ulated in this case as follows: start from the \zeroth order" ap-
proxim ation G = G 00,�p = 1,i.e. sim ply take in Eqs.(16),(21)�" = �� = 1� �U2="n

P

p
Im G 00("np). Perform
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allnecessary recursions (starting from som e big enough value ofk) and determ ine new values for G = G k= 0 and
�p = �k= 0.Calculateagain �" and �� using (18)and (22),usethesevaluesin Eqs.(16),(21)etc.,untilconvergence.
Analyzing the vertex with d-wave sym m etry we justtake �� = 1 atallstagesofcalculation. In fact,in thiscase

thereisno need forachievingfullself{ consistency overim purity scattering,asitleadsonly to som esm allcorrections
to the resultsofnon self{ consistentcalculation using the sim plestsubstitution (19)[7].

SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G T R A N SIT IO N T EM P ER A T U R E A N D G IZB U R G { LA N D A U C O EFFIC IEN T S.

Criticaltem perature ofsuperconducting transition is determ ined from the equation forCooper instability ofthe
norm alphase:

1� V �(0;T)= 0 (23)

wherethe generalized Coopersusceptibility isde�ned by diagram shown in Fig.3 and isgiven by:

�(q;T)= � T
X

"n

X

p

G ("np + q)G (� "n;� p)e2(p)�p("n;� "n;q) (24)

Pairing constantV isassum ed to be non zero in a layerofthe width of2!c around the Ferm ilevel,and determ ines
the \bare" transition tem peratureTc0 in the absenceofpseudogap uctuationsfrom the standard BCS equation5:

1 =
2V T

�2

�mX

n= 0

Z �=a

0

dpx

Z �=a

0

dpy
e2(p)

�2p + "2n
(25)

where �m = [ !c

2�Tc0
]isdim ensionlesscuto� in the sum overM atsubara frequencies.Sim ilarto Ref.[6]allcalculations

wereperform ed fora typicalspectrum ofbarequasiparticles(6)fordi�erentrelationsbetween t,t0and �.E.g.taking
ratherarbitrarily!c = 0:4tand Tc0 = 0:01titisrathereasy to �nd thevalueofpairingconstantV in (25),responsible
forthisgiven valueofTc0 fordi�erenttypesofpairing.Forexam ple,in thecaseofs-wavepairing weobtain V

ta2
= 1,

while forthe caseofdx2� y2-wavepairing weget
V

ta2
= 0:55.

TocalculateTc weneed onlytoknow theCoopersusceptibility atq= 0,and thissim pli�escalculationsconsiderably
[6].In generalcase,e.g.to calculateG inzburg { Landau coe�cientsweneed �(q;T)atarbitrary (sm all)q.
G inzburg { Landau expansion forthedi�erenceoffree{ energiesofsuperconducting and norm alstates,written in

a standard form :

Fs � Fn = Aj� qj
2 + q

2
C j� qj

2 +
B

2
j� qj

4 (26)

is determ ined from the usualloop expansion for the free { energy ofelectrons,m oving in a random �eld oforder
param eteructuations(10).
Itisconvenientto norm alizeG L { coe�cientsA;B ;C by theirvaluesin theabsenceofpseudogap uctuations[6]:

A = A 0K A ; C = C0K C ; B = B 0K B ; (27)

where

A 0 = N 0(0)
T � Tc

Tc
< e

2(p)> ; C0 = N 0(0)
7�(3)

32�2T 2
c

< jv(p)j2e2(p)> ;

B 0 = N 0(0)
7�(3)

8�2T 2
c

< e
4(p)> ; (28)

and angularbracketsdenote usualaveraging overthe Ferm isurface:< :::> = 1

N 0(0)

P

p
�(�p):::,N 0(0)isagain the

density ofstateon the Ferm ilevelforfree electrons.

5 W e do not discuss the physicalnature of this interaction | it m ay be due to exchange by spin  uctuations, phonons, or by som e
com bination ofelectron phonon and spin  uctuation m echanism .
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Then wehavethe following generalexpressions[6]:

K A =
�(0;T)� �(0;Tc)

A 0

(29)

K C = lim
q! 0

�(q;Tc)� �(0;Tc)

q2C0

(30)

K B =
Tc

B 0

X

"n

X

p

e
4(p)(G ("np)G (� "n;� p))2(�p("n;� "n;0))

4 (31)

which wereused fordirectnum ericalcom putations.
In thepresenceofim puritiesallG reen’sfunctionsand verticesentering theseexpressionsareto becalculated using

Eqs.(16)and (21).
The knowledge ofG L { coe�cientsallowsto determ ine allm ajorcharacteristicsofa superconductorclose to the

transition tem peratureTc.E.g.the coherencelength isde�ned as:

�2(T)

�2
B C S

(T)
=
K C

K A

; (32)

where�B C S(T)isthe valueofcoherencelength in the absenceofpseudogap.
Penetration depth isgiven by:

�(T)

�B C S(T)
=

�
K B

K A K C

� 1=2

; (33)

whereweagain norm alized on the valueof�B C S(T)in the absenceofpseudogap uctuations.
The slopeofthe uppercriticalm agnetic�eld closeto Tc,norm alized in a sim ilarway,isgiven by:

�
�dH c2

dT

�
�
Tc�

�dH c2

dT

�
�
Tc0

=
Tc

Tc0

K A

K C

: (34)

Relativediscontinuity ofspeci�cheatatthe transition isde�ned as:

�C =
(Cs � Cn)Tc
(Cs � Cn)Tc0

=
Tc

Tc0

K 2
A

K B

: (35)

N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S.

Num ericalresultsforthe caseofcharge(CDW )Ising { like spin (SDW )uctuationsofshort{ range(pseudogap)
order were given in Ref. [6]. Here we shallconcentrate on the analysis ofm ost im portant and interesting case of
Heisenberg spin (SDW ) uctuations and the role ofim purity scattering (disorder). Due to im portance ofd-wave
pairing forcopperoxidesuperconductors,thiscaseisanalyzed in m oredetails.
Allcalculations(in thissection)wereperform ed fortypicalvaluesofparam etersofthe\bare"spectrum t0=t= � 0:4,

�=t= � 1:3,while for the inverse correlation length we assum ed �a = 0:2. To spare space we do notpresent here
explicitresultsfordim ensionlessG L { coe�cientsK A ; K B ; K C ,giving only the �nalresultsforthe m ain physical
characteristicsofa superconductor.
Fordependenceson thee�ectivewidth ofthepseudogap wealwayspresentthesecharacteristicsnorm alized by the

appropriate values at T = Tc0,while for the dependences on im purity scattering rate 0 we use norm alization by
appropriatevaluesatT = Tc0(W ),i.e.atthe \bare" criticaltem perature fora given value ofW ,butin the absence
ofim purities(0 = 0).
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d { w ave pairing.

In Fig.4weshow thedependenceofsuperconductingtransition tem peratureTc on thee�ectivepseudogap width W
forseveralvaluesofim purity scatteringrate.Itcan beseen thatpseudogap uctuationslead tosigni�cantsuppression
ofsuperconductivity and for�nitedisorderwealwaysobtain som e\critical" valueofW ,when Tc becom eszero.This
suppression ofTc is naturally due to partial\dielectrization" ofelectronic spectrum in the vicinity of\hot spots"
[4,5].
Sim ilardependencesforcoherencelength and penetration depth areshown in Fig.5,thosefortheslopeoftheupper

critical�eld and speci�c heatdiscontinuity atthe transition | in Fig.6.Typically we also observefastsuppression
ofthesecharacteristicsby pseudogap uctuations.
Dependences on the value ofcorrelation length ofshort{ range ordeructuations is,generally,m ore sm ooth |

in allcasesthe growth of� (drop of�)enlargesthe e�ectsofpseudogap uctuations. W e do notshow appropriate
resultsto sparespace.
In Fig. 7 we show dependences ofsuperconducting transition tem perature Tc on im purity scattering rate 0 for

severalvaluesofthee�ectivepseudogap width.Itisseen thatin thepresenceofpseudogap uctuationsTc suppression
with thegrowth ofdisorderisfasterthan in theabsenceofthepseudogap (W = 0),when thedependenceofTc on 0
in case ofd-wave pairing,described by the standard Abrikosov { G orkov curve [10,11]. Analogousdependencesfor
coherencelength and penetration depth areshown in Fig.8,whilefortheslopeoftheuppercritical�eld H c2(T)and
speci�cheatdiscontinuity | in Fig.9.Again wesee,thatim purity scattering (disorder)leadsto fastsuppression of
the lasttwo characteristics,e.g.the e�ectofpseudogap uctuationsisenhanced by im purity scattering.
Dependenceson param etersofthe pseudogap,obtained above,are qualitatively sim ilarto those found in Ref. [6]

for the case ofcharged (CDW ) pseudogap uctuations,when we also are dealing with recursion procedure for the
vertex part with alternating signs. At the sam e tim e certain di�erences appear here due another com binatoricsof
diagram s.Dependenceson the im purity scattering rate(disorder)in thism odelwerenotstudied previously6.
These dependences are in qualitative agreem ent with m ajority ofthe data,obtained in experim ents on copper

oxide superconductorsin the pseudogap region ofthe phase diagram (from underdoped to optim ally doped region).
Below weshalldem onstratethattheseresultsm ay beused fordirectm odeling ofthe typicalphasediagram ofthese
com pounds.

s { w ave pairing.

Analysisofthe case ofs-wave pairing isinteresting m ainly asdem onstration ofcharacteristicdi�erenceswith the
case ofd-wave pairing. Atpresent,there are no de�nite experim entaldata on s-wave superconductivity in system s
with pseudogap,though itisquite possiblethatsuch system swillbe discovered in som efuture.
O urcalculationsshow thatpseudogap uctuationssigni�cantly suppresssuperconductivity also in thiscase (Fig.

10),though the characteristic scale ofthese uctuations,necessary for a m ajorsuppression ofthe superconducting
state,is m uch larger here than in the case ofd-wave pairing. This result was obtained earlier in Ref. [6],though
itisnecessary to note thatin the case ofHeisenberg (SDW )uctuations,considered here,there isno characteristic
\plateau" in the dependence ofTc on W ,which wasobtained forthe caseofcharged (CDW )pseudogap uctuations
in Ref.[6].O n thesam escaleofW takesplacealso them ajorsuppression ofspeci�cheatdiscontinuity atsupercon-
ducting transition,asshown atthe insertin Fig. 10.Sim ilardependencesforthe coherence length and penetration
depth areanalogousto those obtained in Ref.[6]and we do notshow these here.In Fig.11 weshow dependencesof
Tc on im purity scattering (disorder).Besidesrelatively weak suppression ofTc by disorder,connected [7]with sm all
suppression ofthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevelby disorder,we can observealso a weak growth ofTc with 0,
which isapparently due som e\sm earing" ofthe pseudogap in the density ofstates.
In Fig.12 weshow im purity e�ectsforthe caseofs-wavepairing on the coherencelength and penetration depth.
Finally,in Fig.13 wedem onstratetheinuenceofim purity scattering (disorder)on theslopeoftheuppercritical

�eld and speci�cheatdiscontinuity.Again thespeci�cheatdiscontinuity issigni�cantly suppressed by disorder,while
theslopeofH c2(T)dem onstratesqualitativelydi�erentbehavior,than in thecaseofthed-wavepairing:thegrowth of
disorderleadsto thegrowth ofthisslope,asin thestandard theory of\dirty" superconductors[20],whilepseudogap

6 A nalysisofim purity dependence ofTc in R ef.[7]wasperform ed forthe case ofrecursion procedure withoutsign alternation,appearing
forthe case ofIsing { like SD W  uctuations,when superconductivity suppression ism uch slower.
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uctuationsfurtherincreasetheslopeofH c2(T).In theabsenceofpseudogapuctuations,sim ilardi�erences(between
s-waveand d-wavecases)in the behaviorofthe slopeofH c2(T)underdisordering werenoted earlierin Ref.[10].

M O D ELIN G O F T H E P H A SE D IA G R A M .

The described above m odelofthe inuence of pseudogap uctuations on superconductivity allows to perform
sim ple m odeling ofa typicalphase diagram ofhigh { tem perature superconducting cuprates7. First attem pt of
such m odeling in an oversim pli�ed version ofour m odelwas m ade in Ref. [12]. The m ain idea is in identifying
our param eter W with an experim entally observable e�ective width ofthe pseudogap (crossover tem perature into
pseudogap region ofthe phase diagram )E g � T�,which isdeterm ined by num erousexperim ents[1,2,3]. Itiswell
known thatthiscrossovertem peratureispracticallylinearin concentration ofdopingim purity (carrierconcentration),
starting atsm allconcentration from the valuesofthe orderof103K and going to zero atsom ecriticalconcentration
xc � 0:19::0:22,which isslightly higherthan the\optim al" valuexo � 0:15::0:17 [1,13].Accordingly,wecan assum e
sim ilar concentration dependence ofour pseudogap param eter W (x)8. In this sense we can say that concentration
dependence W (x) directly follows from the experim ent. Then the only param eter ofthe m odelto be determ ined
rem ains the concentration dependence ofthe \bare" superconducting transition tem perature Tc0(x),which would
haveexisted in theabsenceofpseudogap uctuations.Theknowledgeofthisdependenceallowsthen to calculatethe
observed concentration dependence ofsuperconducting transition tem peratureTc(x)solving equationsofourm odel.
Unfortunately,aswasalready noted in Ref.[6],concentration dependence Tc0(x)is,in generalcase,unknown and is
notdeterm ined from any known experim ent.Thus,itrem ainsthe �tting param eterofourtheory.
Assum ing following Ref. [12]that Tc0(x) can also be described by a linear function ofconcentration x,going to

zero atx = 0:3,and varying thevalueofTc0(x = 0)to obtain thecorrectvalueofTc(x = xo)itispossibleto calculate
the \observed" dependence ofTc(x). An exam ple ofsuch calculation for the case ofd-wave pairing and scattering
by charged (CDW ) pseudogap uctuations [6],using typicaldependence ofW (x),is shown in Fig. 14. It can be
seen thateven with such crude and ratherarbitrary assum ptions,the \hotspots" m odelallowsto obtain the Tc(x)
dependence,which is pretty close to the experim entally observed. Sim ilar calculations for the case ofIsing { like
m odelofinteraction ofelectronswith spin uctuations(no sign alternation in the recursion procedureforthe vertex
[6]) show that the reasonable values ofTc(x) can only be obtained for rather unrealistic values ofW (x) about an
orderofm agnitudehigherthan thoseobserved experim entally.
W ithin our BCS { like m odelfor the \bare" Tc0,an assum ption ofsigni�cant concentration dependence ofthis

param eterseem sratherunrealistic9.Thus,letusassum ethatthe valueofTc0 hasno dependence on carrier(doping
im purity) concentration x at all,but take into account the fact that introduction ofdoping im purity im m ediately
leadstotheappearanceofsom erandom im purity scatteringofcarriers(duetointernaldisorder),which can besim ply
described by introduction ofsom e linearly growing im purity scattering rate (x). Now letusjustassum e thatthis
growth ofinternaldisorderleadsto com pletesuppression ofd-wavepairingatx = 0:3,in accordancewith Abrikosov {
G orkovdependence[10,11].Resultsofcalculationsforthephasediagram ofLa2� xSrxC uO 4 {typesystem within this
m odel,and forthe case ofHeisenberg pseudogap uctuationsand the described role ofim purity scattering isshown
in Fig.15.Thevaluesofdi�erentparam etersused in thiscalculation areshown atthe sam e�gure.\Experim ental"
valuesofTc(x),shown in this�gure(aswellasin Fig.14)by \diam onds",wereobtained from theem piricalrelation
[13,14]:

Tc(x)

Tc(x = xo)
= 1� 82:6(x � xo)

2 (36)

which representsrathergood �tto experim entaldataforconcentration dependenceofTc in anum berofcuprates.W e
can see thatin allunderdoped region ourm odelgivespractically idealdescription of\experim ental" data forquite
reasonablevaluesofW (x).Attheend ofoverdoped region agreem entislesssatisfactory,butitshould benoted that
both the relation (36)is notquite good here,and our m odelofsuperconductivity suppression in overdoped region

7 W e \neglect" here the existence ofa narrow region ofantiferrom agnetic ordering in M ott dielectric appearing at low concentrations of
doping im purity,lim iting our analysisto a wide region ofa \bad" m etal.

8 O bviously,this identi� cation can be done up to som e unknown factor � 1.
9 W ithin this approach any dependence ofTc0 on x can only be due to som e weak concentration dependence ofthe density ofstates on
the Ferm ilevel.
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isobviously too crude. Also itshould be noted thatwe have notperform ed any special�tting ofparam etersofour
m odelto increaseagreem entin thisregion.
Itisinterestingtoanalyzethebehaviorofsuperconductingtransition tem peratureTc underadditionaldisorderingat

di�erentcom positions(concentrationsofcarriers).There werenum erousexperim entalstudieswith such disordering
being introduced by additionalim purities [16, 17]or by irradiation by fast neutrons [15]and electrons [18, 19].
Specialdiscussion oftheroleofsuch additionaldisordering in thecontextoftheexistenceofthepseudogap statewas
presented,apparently,only in Ref.[17].
In ourm odelsuch additionaldisorderingiseasily sim ulated by theintroduction ofan additionalim purity scattering

rate0,which isjustadded to ourparam eterofan internaldisorder(x).Resultsofourcalculationsfortwovaluesof
thisparam eterarealsoshown in Fig.15.W ecan see,thatin com pleteagreem entwith experim ents[17],introduction
ofadditional\im purities" (disorder) leads to rather fast reduction of the superconductivity region on the phase
diagram Also in com plete agreem entwith ourconclusion m ade above with respectto Fig.7 and with the resultsof
experim ents[15,17],superconductivity suppression by disordering in underdoped (pseudogap)region issigni�cantly
faster,than for optim aldoping. It could be expected that introduction of\norm al" disorder,obviously leading to
som esuppression ofthepseudogap in thedensity ofstates,could havelead to som e\slowingdown"ofTc suppression.
However,ourcalculationsshow thatsuch e�ectin the caseofd-wavepairing isjustabsent.
The problem ,however,isthatin allcasesourcalculationsshow thatTc suppression isfasterthan itispredicted

by the standard Abrikosov { G orkov curvein caseofd-wavepairing [10,11].Atthe sam etim e,m ostattem ptsto �t
experim entaldata on disordering in cuprates[16,18,19],show thatsuch suppression isin factsigni�cantly slower,
than predicted by Abrikosov { G orkov dependence. This fact rem ains one ofthe m ajor unsolved problem s ofthe
theory ofhigh { tem perature superconductors[20]. O ne ofthe possible solutionsofthisproblem m ay be connected
with rigorousdescription ofdisorderinge�ectsin superconductors,which belongtotransition region from \large"pairs
ofBCS theory to \com pact" pairs(bosons),appearing in the lim itofvery strong coupling [21].Anotherinteresting
possibility to explain the \slowing down" ofTc suppression isconnected with an accountofanisotropy ofim purity
scattering,analyzed in detailin Refs.[10,22].Thise�ectcan be rathereasily included in ourcalculationalschem e.
Itseem sespecially signi�cantin connection with the established strong anisotropy ofelastic scattering (with d-wave
sym m etry),observed in ARPES experim entson B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � [23,24].Appropriatescattering ratechangesin
the intervalof20� 60m eV [24],which isnearly an orderofm agnitude higher,than the m axim alvalueof(x),used
in ourcalculations,which once again dem onstratesan unusualstability ofd-wave pairing in cupratestowardsstatic
disorder.Itshould be noted thatourm odelofelectron self{ energy in factdescribesanalogousanisotropy ofelastic
scattering,corresponding to itsgrowth in thevicinity of\hotspots",butwedo notobservethee�ectofthe\slowing
down" ofTc suppression in ourcalculations.
O urresults show that despite the obviouscrudeness ofourassum ptions,the \hotspots" m odelallowsto obtain

ratherreasonable(even sem iquatitative)description ofthe region ofexistenceofsuperconducting stateon the phase
diagram ofhigh { tem perature superconducting cuprates10. The m ain de�ciency ofour approach rem ains rather
indeterm inate scenario forconcentration dependence ofthe \bare" superconducting transition tem perature.

C O N C LU SIO N

The analysispresented above shows,thatthe m odelofthe pseudogap state,based on the conceptof\hotspots",
can provide a reasonable description ofthe m ain properties ofthe superconducting phase ofcuprates,as wellas
ofthe phase diagram ,using relatively sm allnum ber of�tting param eters,m ost ofwhich can be determ ined from
independentexperim ents.
Let us stress that allcalculations were perform ed using the standard assum ption ofself{ averaging nature of

superconducting orderparam eter(gap)overtherandom �eldsofim puritiesand pseudogap uctuations.Usually this
assum ption isjusti�ed forsuperconductorswith coherence lengths(size ofCooperpairs)m uch exceeding the other
m icroscopiclengthsin the system ,such asm ean free path orcorrelation length ofpseudogap uctuations�.
In the class ofm odels ofthe pseudogap state under consideration this assum ption is not,in general,valid and

im portant e�ects due to non self{ averaging [25,26],which lead to a qualitatively new picture ofinhom ogeneous
superconductingstate,with \drops"ofsuperconductingphaseexistingfortem peraturesT > Tc.In principle,thereare

10 A bove we alwaysassum ed thatwe are dealing with hole { doped cuprates,where concentration dependence ofT �(x)iswellestablished
[1,13].Forelectron doped system sthe data on the pseudogap state are rather fragm entary.
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experim entaldata,directly supporting such picture ofinhom ogeneoussuperconductivity in cuprates[27,28,29].O f
course,wearefarfrom claim ing,thattheseexperim entsdirectly supportoversim pli�ed theoreticalm odelsdeveloped
in Refs. [25,26]. Atthe sam e tim e,these resultsstressthe im portance ofrigorousanalysisofnon self{ averaging
e�ectsin relatively \realistic" m odelsofthe pseudogap state,such asthe \hotspots" m odel,described above11.
Thiswork wassupported in partby the RFBR grantNo. 02-02-16031,aswellasby the program offundam ental

research \Q uantum m acrophysics" ofthe Presidium ofRAS,the program \Strongly correlated electronsin sem icon-
ductors,m etals,superconductors and m agnetic m aterials" ofthe RAS Departm ent ofPhysicalSciences,and also
under the project ofthe M inistry ofEducation and Science ofthe Russian Federation \Studies ofcollective and
quantum e�ectsin condensed m atter".

11 The picture of\superconducting drops",existing above Tc allowsto understand a num berofexperim ents,which are usually interpreted
assupporting the superconducting nature ofthe pseudogap in cuprates.
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D IA G R A M C O M B IN A T O R IC S FO R H EISEN B ER G P SEU D O G A P FLU C T U A T IO N S.

To analyzediagram com binatorics,letusconsiderthelim itofin�nitecorrelation length ofpseudogap uctuations.
In thiscasethe spin density scattering electronstakesthe form :

Sq = S�(q � Q ) (37)

and averaging overG aussian spin uctuationsreducesto the usualintegration [4]:

< :::> =
g3

(2�)
3

2 W 3

Z

dSe
�

g
2
S
2

2W 2 ::: (38)

Accordingly,in thislim itwe can �rstsolve the problem foran electron,m oving in the coherent�eld ofspin density
(37),and afterwardsperform averaging (38)overits uctuations. Forfurtheranalysisitisconvenientto introduce
uctuating �eld � = g

p
3
S | \potential",scattering electrons.Then averaging (38)overspin uctuationsreducesto

the averaging oveructuationsofthisrandom �eld:

< :::> =

�
3

2�W 2

� 1

2

Z + 1

� 1

d�le
�

3�
2

l

2W 2

3

2�W 2

Z 2�

0

d’

Z + 1

0

dj�tjj�tje
�

3j�tj
2

2W 2 ::: (39)

W e see that actually we have two uctuating �elds scattering electrons: the reallongitudinal�eld �l =
g
p
3
Sz and

com plex transverse �t,characterized by the am plitude j�tjand phase ’,connected with two transverse com ponents
ofS.
Such averaging generatesdiagram technique with two types ofe�ective interactions [4]. O ne can be represented

say by dashed interaction lineand correspond to:

Veff1 =
g2

3
< SzqSz� q > = �

W 2

3
�(q � Q ) (40)

wherethesign \� " istaken when spin projection underthislineischanged (e.g.when thisdashed linesurroundsan
odd num berofspin { ipping operatorsS+ ,S� ),and another,represented by wavy line:

Veff2 =
g2

3
< S+ qS� � q > = 2

W 2

3
�(q � Q ) (41)

The averageslike< S+ S+ > and < S� S� > arezero afteraveraging overthe phasein (39).
Letusstartwith electron m ovingin coherent�led ofspin density (37).In thiscasesingle{particleG reen’sfunction

isrepresented by 2� 2 m atrix with 4 independentcom ponents12,which aredeterm ined by the following system :

G 1";1" = G 1 + G 1�lG 2";1" + G 1�tG 2#;1"

G 2";1" = G 2�lG 1";1" + G 2�tG 1#;1"

G 2#;1" = � G2�lG 1#;1" + G 2�
�
tG 1";1"

G 1#;1" = � G1�lG 2#;1" + G 1�
�
tG 2";1" (42)

where we haveintroduced shortnotations:("n;p)! 1,("n;p + Q )! 2 and G 1 =
1

i"n � �p
,G 2 =

1

i"n � �p + Q
.Then we

obtain:

G 1";1" =
G
� 1
2

G
� 1
1 G

� 1
2 � j�j2

; G 2";1" =
�l

G
� 1
1 G

� 1
2 � j�j2

G 1#;1" = 0; G 2#;1" =
��t

G
� 1
1 G

� 1
2 � j�j2

(43)

wherej�j=
p
�2
l
+ j�tj

2 isthe am plitude ofthe �eld �.

12 Com ponents di� ering from these by the change ofallspin projections can be obtained by substitution: �l ! � �l,�t $ �
�

t
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The averaged G reen’sfunction isgiven now by:

G = < G 1";1" > =

r
2

�

1

(W 2=3)
3

2

Z + 1

0

dj�jj�j
2
e
�

3j�j2

2W 2

G
� 1
2

G
� 1
1
G
� 1
2

� j�j2
(44)

This integralform can be easily represented [4]by continuous fraction (1), (2) with � = 0 with com binatorial
coe�cientss(k),de�ned in (9).
Situation with com binatorialfactorsr(k)fortwo{particleverticesism orecom plicated.In factwehavetoconsider

fourtypesofvertices,shown in Fig.16.Foralltheseverticestherecursion procedurehastheform of(13),butsigns
and com binatorialfactorsr(k)aredi�erent.Consider�rstallthese verticesforan electron in coherent�eld �.
1.Charged vertex (spin projection isconserved)in di�usion (particle { hole)channel(Fig.16 (a)):

�chd =
X

i;�

G 1";i�G i0�;10" =
(G 2G 20)� 1 + j�j2

d�
(45)

where i and � take the values 1,2 and ";#,and we introduced notation ("0n;p
0) ! 10,("0n;p

0+ Q ) ! 20 d� =
[(G 1G 2)� 1 � j�j2][(G 10G 20)� 1 � j�j2]
2.Charged vertex in Cooper(particle{ particle)channel13 (Fig.16 (b)):

�chc =
X

i;�

G 1";i�G 10";i0� =
(G 2G 20)� 1 + �2l

d�
(46)

3.Spin vertex (spin projection changessign)in di�usion (particle{ hole)channel(Fig.16 (c)):

�sp
d
=
X

i;�

G 1";i�G i0� �;10# =
(G 2G 20)� 1 � �2l

d�
(47)

4.Spin vertex in Cooper(particle{ particle)channel(Fig.16 (d)):

�spc =
X

i;�

G 1";i�G 10#;i0� � =
(G 2G 20)� 1 + (j�tj2 � �2l)

d�
(48)

Physicalverticesareobtained from theseby averaging by uctuationsofcoherent�eld � with the help of(39).
Finally,wecan seethatthe vertex �chd isdeterm ined by Eq.(45),while allotherverticestakethe form 14:

� =
(G 2G 20)� 1 �

1

3
j�j2

d�
(49)

where\+ " correspondsto vertices�chc and �spc ,while \� " istaken for�sp
d
.

In caseofthe vertex �chd wehave,obviously,r(k)= s(k).Itfollowsdirectly from the factthatdiagram expansion
forthe physicalvertex < �ch

d
> can be obtained by inserting ofappropriatebare vertex into allelectron linesin any

arbitrary diagram for the single { particle G reen’s function. This insertion does not change the direction ofeither
electronicline orspin projection,so diagram com binatoricsdoesnotchange.
In thelim itofin�nitecorrelation length any \skeleton" diagram forthevertex di�ersfrom \ladder"diagram ofthe

sam eorderin interaction W
2

3
�(q� Q )only by sign and thefactorof2p,wherep | isthenum berofwavy interaction

lines. Thus,the sum ofall\skeleton" diagram s in the given order reduces to the contribution ofthe appropriate
\ladder" diagram with interaction W

2

3
�(q � Q ),m ultiplied by com binatorialfactor,which we callthe \num ber" of

\skeleton" diagram softhe given order.
Firstterm in Eqs. (45)-(48)isthe sam e forallverticesand generates,afteraveraging procedure,the \num bers"

of\skeleton" diagram sofeven orderin W 2 (thisterm correspondsto i= 1 contribution in these expressions). W e
see that the \num bers" of\skeleton" diagram s ofeven order are the sam e for alltypes ofvertices. The second

13 Itappears in case tripletpairing.
14 Thisform isequivalent to (46),(47),(48) after averaging
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term in theseexpressionsgenerates\num bers" ofdiagram sofodd order(corresponding to contributionswith i= 2).
Accordingly,the \num bers" of\skeleton" diagram sofodd orderforthreevertices,de�ned by (49),isequalto � 1

3
of

appropriate \num bers" forthe vertex �ch
d
. The sign \� ",corresponding to the vertex �sp

d
,m ay be com pensated by

appropriate change ofsign in recursion procedure forthisvertex. Itfollowsthatthe sign before the second term in
(49)determ inesthe sign in recursion procedure (13)forthese vertices,while com binatorialfactorsr(k)forallthree
verticesarethe sam e.
The \num ber" of\skeleton" diagram softhe orderL isnow15:

3L
Y

1� k� L

r(k) (50)

Thus,foreven L = 2n weobtain:

Y

1� k� 2n

r(k)=
Y

1� k� 2n

s(k) (51)

Forodd L = 2n + 1:

Y

1� k� 2n+ 1

r(k)=
1

3

Y

1� k� 2n

s(k) (52)

Then,taking into account(9),weim m ediately obtain (14).
In thispaperwewerem ainly interested in thevertex �spc .Theanalysis,perform ed above,showsthatforthisvertex

we getthe recursion procedure withoutalternating signsforthe case ofs-wave pairing,when sym m etry factore(p)
ofthe vertex is equalto 1. In case ofd-wave pairing,when superconducting gap changes sign after change ofthe
m om entum by Q (i.e. e(p) = � e(p + Q ))),the sign in recursion procedure is changed to the opposite [6]and we
obtain recursion procedurewith alternating signs.Note,thatin thecaseofIsing { likespin uctuations,analyzed in
Ref.[6],situation with signsin recursion procedureforthe vertex isstrictly opposite.Thisfactiseasily understood
from an expression (48)forthe vertex �spc .In Ising casetwo transversecom ponents(i.e.the �eld �t)justdisappear,
leading to the sign changeofthe second term in (48)and in recursion procedure.

15 Thefactorof3L appearsdue to the factthatboth recursion procedure (13)and com binatorialcoe� cientsr(k)correspond to expansion

in powers ofW 2,while the \num ber" of\skeleton" diagram sisde� ned foran expansion in powersofW
2

3
.
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FIG .1:Recurrence equationsforG reen’sfunction (a)and \triangular" vertex (b).
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FIG .2:Recurrence equationsforG reen’sfunction (a)and \triangular" vertex (b)including scattering by random im purities.
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FIG .3:D iagram m atic representation ofthe generalized Cooperchannelsusceptibility �(q).
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FIG .4: Tc dependence on the e�ective width ofthe pseudogap W for the case ofd-wave pairing and for severalvalues of
im purity scattering rate 0=Tc0:0 { 1;0.18 { 2;0.64 { 3.Inverse correlation length ofshort{ range order�a= 0.2
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FIG .5: D ependence ofthe square ofcoherence length and penetration depth on the e�ective width ofthe pseudogap W for
the case ofd-wave pairing and forseveralvaluesofim purity scattering rate 0=Tc0:0 { 1;0.18 { 2;0.64 { 3.
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FIG .6:D ependenceoftheslope ofH c2(T)and speci�c heatdiscontinuity atsuperconducting transition on thee�ectivewidth
ofthe pseudogap W for the case ofd-wave pairing and for severalvaluesofim purity scattering rate 0=Tc0: 0 { 1;0.18 { 2;
0.64 { 3.
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FIG .7:Tc dependenceon theim purity scattering rate(disorder)0 forthecase ofd-wavepairing and forseveralvaluesofthe
e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 { 1;2.8 { 2;5.5 { 3.
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FIG .8:D ependenceofthe square ofthecoherence length and penetration depth on theim purity scattering rate (disorder)0
forthe case ofd-wave pairing and forseveralvaluesofthe e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 { 1;2.8 { 2;5.5 { 3.
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FIG .9: D ependence of the slope of H c2(T) and speci�c heat discontinuity at superconducting transition on the im purity
scattering rate (disorder)0 forthe case ofd-wave pairing and forseveralvaluesofthe e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 {
1;2.8 { 2;5.5 { 3.
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FIG .10: Tc dependence on the e�ective width ofthe pseudogap W for the case ofs-wave pairing and for two values ofthe
im purity scattering rate 0=Tc0: 0 { 1;20 { 2. Inverse correlation length ofshort { range order �a= 0.2. At the insert |
characteristic dependence ofspeci�c heatdiscontinuity forthe sam e param eters.
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FIG .11: Tc dependence on the im purity scattering rate (disorder) 0 for the case ofs-wave pairing and for severalvaluesof
e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 { 1;8 { 2;15 { 3.
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FIG .12:D ependenceofthesquareofcoherencelength and penetration depth on theim purity scattering rate(disorder)0 for
the case ofs-wave pairing fortwo valuesofthe e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 { 1;15 { 2.
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FIG .13: D ependence ofthe slope ofH c2(T)and speci�c heatdiscontinuity at the transition on the im purity scattering rate
(disorder)0 forthe case ofs-wave pairing and fortwo valuesofthe e�ective pseudogap width W =Tc0:0 { 1;15 { 2.
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FIG .14:M odelphasediagram forthecaseofpseudogap uctuationsofCDW type(d-wavepairing)and \bare"superconducting
transition tem perature Tc0 with lineardependence on carrierconcentration.
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FIG .15: M odelphase diagram for the case ofHeisenberg (SDW )pseudogap uctuations(d-wave pairing) and \bare" super-
conducting transition tem perature Tc0 independentofcarrier concentration,taking into accountthe role ofinternaldisorder,
linearoverthe concentration ofdoping im purity (x).
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FIG .16:Vertex partswith di�erentdiagram com binatorics.


