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A bstract

Super uid T, of liquid helium 3 and its pressure dependence are calculated by
using a relation obtained from our m acro-orbital m icroscopic theory. The results
agree closely with experin ents. T his underlines the accuracy of our relation and
its potential to provide super uid T, of electron uid in widely di erent supercon—
ductors and renders experin ental foundation to our conclusion (cond-m at/0603784|)
related to the basic factors responsible for the form ation of (g, ) bound pairs of
ferm ions and the onset of super uidity in a ferm ionic system . Since available ex—
perin ental studies of superconductors pertaining to changes in lattice param eters
around their superconducting T, seem to support a link between lattice strain and
the onset of superconductiviyy, need for sin ilar studies is em phasized.
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1. Introduction

Liquid °H e has been a sub fct of extensive theoretical and experin ental studies [1-
5] for the last six decades for several reasons ncluding its super uid behavior and it
appears that it w ill continue to fascinate the resesarchers form any m ore decades to com e.
However, as ram arked by G eorges and Laloux [6] several aspects of even nomn al state
of the liquid at low tem peratures (LT ), viz.: (i) ncrease in hertialm ass as revealed by
the experin ental values of its LT speci c heat, (i) many fold increase In its m agnetic
susoeptibility ndicating as if it is at the blink of ferrom agnetic instability, and (iii) nearly
tem perature independent low com pressibility need better understanding. Two m odels,
viz.: (i) \alm ost ferrom agnetic" [7]and \aln ost Jocalized" [B,9] have been extensively tried
to acoount for these aspects. Identifying that the two m odels are seem Ingly contradictory,
G eorgesand Laloux [6]proposeM ott—stoner liquid m odel. H owever, in view ofour recently
developed m icroscopic m odel of a system of interacting ferm ions (SIF') used to conclude
the basic foundations of superconductivity [10]both these pictures coexist. W e, therefore,
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have a detailed program to study di erent aspects of liquid °H e (including those listed
above) In the fram ework of ourm odelwhich isbased on the m acro-orbital representation
ofa particlke in am any body system . W e also use this representation to conclude the long
aw aited m icroscopic theory a system of interacting bosons such as liquid “H e [L1].

Tt is evident that the results and Inferences of our m odel [10] can be applied to un-
derstand the nom al and super uid behavior of liquid °H e. W e note that som e of our
conclusions to som e extent agree w ith those of the well known BC S theory [12] of super—
conductivity. Forexam pk we nd that superconductiviy is a consequence ofbound pairs
of electrons m oving w ith equaland opposite m om enta (g, ). But In vardance with BC S
theory, the binding of such pairs isbasically found [L0] to be a consequence ofthe m echan—
ical strain In the Jattice foroed by the zero-point force of electrons arising from their zero
point energy; the elkctrical polarization of the Jattice em phasized by the BC S m odelm ay
have its+ ve or ve contrbution to thisbinding. In addition our approach reveals a sihglk
theoretical fram ew ork for the superconductivity of conventionalaswellashigh T, system s
and nds that superconductivity can, In principle, be cbserved at tem peratures ashigh as
room tem perature RT). It renders m athem atically sin ple form ulations and m icroscopic
foundations to the well know n phenom enological theories (viz. two uid theory of Landau
[13] and theory of G Inzburg [14]). &t conclides that super uid and superconducting
transitions are a kind of quantum phase transitions which, however, occur at a non—zero
T due to proxim ity e ect of quasitparticle excitations. Guided by all these factors, we
use our approach to: (i) estin ate the value of super uid T. of liquid *H e which has been
denti edtobeadi cultproblem [L], (i) study itspressure dependence, and (iil) analyze
their consistency w ith experin ents. T he details of other in portant properties ofthe liquid
would be analyzed in our forthcom ing paper(s).

T heoretical calculations, predicting possible value (s) of T. of super uid’H e, based on
BCS picture were reported w ihin a year of the publication of the BCS theory. W hike
the st few studies [15, 16] indicated that the liquid was unlkely to have a super uid
transition, Em ery and Sessler [17] conclided that a seocond order transition m ay occurat a
T between 50 to 100 m K . H owever, when the transition was really observed between 0.92
to26mK [18] [degpending on the pressure on the liquid), calculations by Levin and Valls
19, 20l not only obtained a T, close to these valuesbut also found itspressure dependence
closely m atching w ith experim ents. A In ost sin ilar estim ates have been reported recently
by Rasul and coworkers R1, 22]. W idely di erent inferences and estin ated T, from
di erent theoretical calculations using comm on picture BCS Theory) as their central
dea seam to Indicate the com plexiy of estin ates and lack of reliability. On the other
hand, the merit of our theory [L0] lies with the fact that i does not have any scope
to use di erent considerations to obtain di erent T which indicates is reliability. In
addition the fact that our T. for super uid>H e its pressure dependence agrees closely
w ith experim ents indicates is accuracy.

2 Super uid T. and its P ressure D ependence

U sing the universal com ponent H, N ), Egqn. 2 of [10]) ofthe net ham itonian H (N )
ofa SIF Eagn. 1l of [10]), such aselectron uid In a oonductoror]:qujd3H e,we nd that



30 T T T T

25 .
= 20 .
®©
o}
E
o 15 ¢ 1
=]
2
(%]
o
o 10 | .
5r ¥ .
B,
0 1 /I
0 2 4 10

Ad.10°

Fig. 1 : Pressure dependence of expansion n He Hebond d (n A).W hilke CurveA
is obtained from the m olar volum e data ofK ollar and Volhardt R4], Curve B represents
the Inear t Egn. 3) affer excluding point P=0 at Curve A (see text).

its particles below
. n? d

Te oK = G @ g 1)
assum e a state ofbound pairs and the system asa whol has a transition to its super uid
state [10]. 4 andm in Egn. 1, respectively, represent the binding energy (or energy gap)
and massofa fermion with (@) d= =N )" and () d= an hcrease 1 d Hroed by
the zero-point foroe of a ferm jon occupying its ground state In a cavity (size = d) fom ed
by neighboring femm ions. It m ay be noted that for electrons in a conductor d in Egn.
1 represents diam eter d. of the channels through which conduction electrons m ove in the
Iattice [10]. In view of the fact revealed from the experim entally observed speci ¢ heat
values of liquid °H e, a particke i an interacting environm ent of the liquid at a T closed
to T, starts behaving lke a quasiparticke ofmassm ,we use

h? d

Te= —————— 2
8kam & d )

to obtain T. of liquid SHeatdi erent pressures. In thiswede ne d=d{T =0) Q@i
wih dy i, = d at the point of m axinum density of the liquid for a chosen pressure. As
shown for the sin ple case of a particke trapped in 1-D box R3], we dentify [10] the zero-
point force of a particle occupying its ground state In the cavity of neighboring particles
as them icroscopic reason for the expansion ofthe liquid on cooling below certain T < Ty



(Fem item perature). W edeterm nedand dby usingm olar volum e ofthe liquid recently
reported by K ollar and Volhardt R4]. H owever, as indicated by K ollar and Volhardt R4]
them selves and theplotof dwvs. T In Figure 1, theirdata forP = 0 seam to have large
system atic errors; note that d at P = 0 falls considerably away from any logical trend
In which other points can be tted. Consequently, we discarded this point and obtained
a lnear t

P = 580615 d 21:6865 (3)

for all other points by using a standard com puter software. In this context not only the
ram aining points seem to Allclosely on the linebut a Inear change In  d w ith increasing
P is also expected because disa kind of strain n He H e bonds. As such we used
Egqn3toobtain dvalues forourcalculationsofT. atdi erent pressures ncludingP = 0.
To obtain m that enters in Egn. 2, we note that as per our theoretical form ulation the
quasiparticle excitations which contribute to the soeci ¢ heat of the ferm ionic systam
of non-Interacting particles have 4m m ass. Obviously, when the In pact of interactions
is Included, we have 4m as the m ass of the quasiparticle whic, obviously, equals the
e ectivemass fng,) that we cbtain from speci ¢ heat data 5]. In other words we use
m =mg =4nEgn. 2toobtain ourT. atwhich the super uid phase transition isexpected
asper our theory [10]. The T, values so obtained are tabulated w ith experim ental values
In Tabl I and both are plotted In Fig. 2 for their com parison. The fact that ourm
changes from 0.7525m (H e) to 1.4233m CH e) w ith pressure increasing from 0 to 28.0 bar
Indicates that interparticle Interaction dom nated locally by zero-point repulsion slow ly
assum es attractive nature (@t 10 barpressure) w ith 3H e atom shaving increased electric
dipolem om ent w ith Increasing pressure.

Tabl I :Calculated and experim ental T, and related data

P ressure d d m m T. (ean 2) T-Exp)'*
(in bar) A A m CH e) m CH e) mK mK
00 394 00374 3010 0.7525 2.0564 0.92
50 3.78 00460 3.629 0.9073 23667 1.60
10.0 3.69 00546 4183 1.0458 2 .6208 1.99
15.0 3.63 00632 4670 11675 2.8598 221
200 358 00718 5.084 12710 3.1057 237
250 354 00804 5472 1.3680 33399 247
280 352 00856 5.693 14233 34782 252

* obtained from graphicalplots ofm _, values R5], ** Zero pressure value from 6] and
others from R5].
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Fig. 2 : Pressure dependence of super uid T. of liquid °H e. Curve A (experin ental, cf.
Colimn 7, Tabk I) and Curve B Eqn 2).

3. D iscussion

The BCS m odel, basically form ulated to explain superconductivity of conventional
superconductors, hasbeen used to understand super uidity and related aspects of liquid
’H e because the electron  uid in conductors and liquid °H e are closely identical STF ; of
course suitable m odi cations (eg., ferm ions participating In C ooper pairing in the latter
case have p state not s state) com patibl with the m odel are adopted. This paper
uses the sam e considerations to apply the basic foundations of superconductiviyy [10]
revealed from our non-conventional theoretical fram ework which em phasizes m echanical
stran (in the crystalline lattice of a superconductor or in inter-atom ic bonds in case of
Jiquid °H e type SIF) as them ain source of (g, -g) bound pair m ation. A s established
n R3, 27], such strain is a kasic consequence of zero-point fore arising from the wave
particke duality and it ought to be present whenever a particle occupies its ground state
In a box or caviy of its neighboring particles or in a channel through which it is free
tomove. W hik electrons In superconductors create strain in the lattice structure of the
channels through which they m ove [10], a H e atom createsthisstrain in He H ebonds
which i m akes with its neighboring atom s [L1]. The experin ental fact that liquid °H e
aswellas liquid “H e show ve them alexpansion at T T, (the tem perature equivalent
of the ground state energy of H e atom in a cavity of neighboring atom s) con m s the
presence of strain In He H e bonds. Evidently, our theoretical estin ate of super uid
T. of liquid °H e and its pressure dependence (cf., Tabl 1 and Figure 2), which have
close agreem ent w ith experim ents R5,26], undoubtedly prove the accuracy ofEgn. 2 and
conclusions of R3 and 27]. It also dam onstrates the potential of our theory [10]to predict



the super uid T, ofa STF which hasbeen a di cul task In the fram ework of conventional
BCS theory [L]. In otherwords Eqn. 2 can be used to estin ate the superconducting T,

ofwidely di erent superconductors (ncluding high T. superconductors) if accurate values
ofd, dand m are known. Several experin ental studies ke.g., 28-33] indicate that
the occurrence of lattice strain or related e ects such as negative expansion of lattice,
hardening of Jattice, anom alous or anisotropic change In lattice param eters, etc. around
superconducting T, are comm on asoects of superconductors. T his naturally supports our
Inference [10] regarding the relation between lattice strain and bound pair fom ation.
However, the e ect is not seen to be as clkean as In ]:'qujd3H e because an ekctron In a
superconductor not only interactsw ith other electronsbut also to the jons or atom swhich

decide their Jattice arrangem ent through com plex Interparticle interactions. Naturally,
an accurate prediction of superconducting T, from Egn 2 depends on the accuracy of
the experimn entally measured d=d, d and m for a chosen superconductor. In view of
Eqn2, T, ncreases w ith increase In  d=d and decrease in d and m and, depending on

the values of these param eters, super uid transition in a SIF can, in principle, occur at
any tem perature. T his is corroborated by the facts that: (i) an atom ic nucleus exhibits
nuckon super uidiy at a T much higher than even room tem perature because nuckon—
nuclkon d is ©und to be about 10 ° tin es shorter than *°H e 3H e distance which in plies
that the typical T, should be ashigh as 10’K (them ass ofa nuclon and *H e atom having

sam e order ofm agnitude), and (ii) a typical superconducting T. fallsaround 10K ( 103

tin es the super uid T. of Iiquid °H e) because m . (m ass of electron) is about 6000 tin es
an aller than m CH e) (Interelectron distance or the channel size being nearly equal to

SHe °3H edistance).

W enotethatEgn 2 hasbeen cbtained by analyzing the universalcom ponent, H , N ) =
H W) VN ), ofthe net ham iltonian H NN ) (cf., Eqn. 1 of [10]) ofa SIF with VoM )
representing the sum of all non-central potentials ncluiding soin—spin interactions; as
such it oconsiders only bare ferm ion—ferm ion central foroces. Evidently, our estim ates of
T. of super uid *H e and its pressure dependence (Tabl 1 and Figure 2) exclude the
oontributions from VON ) (sum of interactions such as soin—spin interactions, electron-—
phonon interaction induced by electric polarization of the lattice, etc.) and possbly for
this reason our estin ates are about two tin es higher than experim ental values. In view of
these facts our estin ates not only establish that the \m echanical strain" forced by zero-
point force is thebasic cause ofbound pair ©m ation in a SIF but also indicatesthat VvV °(N )
perturbations could be resgponsible for the supression of T, below our estin ates. W e hope
that this would be supported by studies related to the In pact of these perturbations on
T. and its pressure dependence. Heiseberg et. al. [34] have sum m arized the in portant
Inferences of studies related to the inpact of induced interactions such as BCS type
attraction on the T. deduced from bare fem ion—-ferm ion interaction. They identify that
such interactions in liquid °H e are responsble for the ABM state to be energetically
m ore favorabl than BM state, whilke In neutron m atter they suppress the super uid gap
signi cantly. The e ect has been studied in dilute spin 1/2 Fem i gas by G orkov and
M elk-B arkhurdarov B5]who nd that T. obtained from bare interparticle interactions
gets suppressed by a factor (4e)!= 22.Evidently, allsuch e ects of V/(N ) interactions
(not included In deriving Eqn. 2) can be trusted for reducing the di erence of our values
of T, with expermm ents (Tablk 1 and Figure 2). W e plan to exam ine these e ects in our
future course of studies. Interestingly, sin ilar results of pressure dependent T, reported in



[1922]are also about two tim eshigher than experim ental valuesbut it appears that these
studies leave no factor(s) which could help in getting better agreem ent w ith experin ents.

Finally, it may be m entioned that we have lin ited Inform ation about the them al
expansion of superconductors [36] around T. whilk the inportance of its detailed and
accurate m easuram ents has been em phasized [B7] soon after the discovery of high T,
superconductors. T he observation of negative Jattice expansion, anisotropic them al ex—
pansion, change in hardness, etc. around T. In a number of superconducting system s
28-33, and 38-40] not only re-em phasizes the in portance of such studies but also indi-
cates a relation ofthis e ect wih the onset of super uidity In form ionic system s which
naturally corroborates itsm echanian as concluded by our theory [L0].

4. C onclusion

T he paper uses a relation obtained from our recently reported theoreticalm odel [10]
to estin ate super uid T. of °H e and its pressure dependence. The close agreem ent be—
tween our estin ates and experim ental results indicates the accuracy of our m odel and
the m icroscopic m echanism of super uidity in a SIF lke liquid °H e and electron uid
In widely di erent superconductors. A s suggested in R8], we also believe that accurate
m easuram ents of di erent aspects related to m odi cations In lattice structure, viz. ther-
m al expansion, changes in lattice param eters, hardening, change in sound velociyy, etc.
around superconducting T, ofw idely di erent superconductors would be of great help in
establishing the role ofm echanical strain in the lattice as a basic com ponent ofthe m icro—
soopicm echanism of super uidity ofdi erent STF and we hope that these would support
our theory [10]. In this context it m ay be noted that Iiquid *H e and liquid *H e which do
not have various com plexities of electron uid in conductors exhlbit ve them alexpan—
sion around super uid T, as predicted by their respective m icroscopic theories [10] and
[l1]based on ourm acro-orbial approach. In addition it is signi cant that our approach
has no space for sub ective considerations which provide w idely di erent estin ates of T,
asonemay sse wih di erent T. values (0 to 100 mK) [15-17, 19-22] estin ated by using
only onem odel (the BC S picture) or super uid transition in liquid>H e.

R eferences

L] A.J.Leggett, Rev.M od.Phys. 76, 142 (2004);
R] DM .Les,Rev.M od.Phys. 69, 645 (1997).

B] D.VolhardtandP.W ol e, The Super uid Phases ofHelium -3, Taylor and Francis,
London (1990).

B] G E.Volvi,E xotic P roperties of Super uid °H e, W orld Scienti ¢, Singapore (1992).
B] G E.Volvi, The Universe in a Helium D roplkt, C larendon P ress, O xford (2003),

6] A. Georges and L. Lalux, Nomal Heliim 3 : a Mott Stoner liquid,
arX ivcond-m at/9610076 (1996).

[/l K.Levin and O .T .Valls, Phys.Rep. 98,1 (1983).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9610076

B] PW .Anderson and W F.Brinkman in The Helium Liguids, JG M . A m iage and
IE .Farghar, Eds., Academ ic, New York (1975).

O] D .Volhardt, Rev.M od.Phys. 56, 99 (1984).

[10] Y S. Jaln, Basic Foundations of the M icroscopic Theory of Superconductivity,
arX iv:oond-m at/0603784 (2006).

L1] Y S.Jaln,M acro-orbitals and M icroscopic T heory ofa System of Interacting B osons,
arX ivoond-m at/0606571 (2006).

[12] J.Bardeen, L N .Cooper and Schrie er, Phys.Rev.106, 162 (1957).

3] LD .Landau,J.Phys. USSR) 5,71 (1941); English translation published in Helium
4 by ZM .Galasiew icz, Pergam on P ress, O xford (1971), pp 191-233.

[14] V N .G inzburg, Rev.M od.Phys. 76, 981 (2004).

[L5] N N .Bogoliubov, D oklady Akad.Nauk (U SSR.) 119,1 (1958); Sov.Phys.D oklady
3,292 (1958).

[l6] LN .Cooper, R ..M illsand A M . Sessler, Phys.Rev.114, 1377 (1959).
L7]VJ.Emery and A M . Sesskr, Phys.Rev.119, 43 (1960).

8] D D .Oshero ,R C.Richardson and D M .Lee, Phys.Rev. Lett. 28, 885 (1972).
9] K.Levin and O T .Valls, Phys.Rev.B 17,191 (1978).

RO0] K .Levin and O T .Valls, Phys.Rev.B 20, 105 (1979).

R1l] JB.Rasul, T C.Liand H.Bedk, Phys.Rev.B 39, 4191 (1989).

2] JB.Rasul, Phys.Rev.B 45, 4191 (1992).

R3] Y S. Jain, Untouched A soects of the W ave M echanics of a Partick in 1D Box,
arX v quant-ph/0606009 (2006).

R4]1 M .Kollarand D .Volhardt, Phys.Rev.B 61, 15347 (2000).

R5] JC . W heatley In The Helium Ligquids, JG M . Am itage and IE. Farghar, Eds.,
Academ ic, New York (1975).

26] C .Enss and S.Hunklinger, Low Tem perature P hysics SpringerVerlag, Berlin 2005.

R71Y S. Jain, W ave Mechanics of Two Hard or Particks in 1D Box,
arX v quantph/0603233 (2006); Cent. Euro.J Phys. 2, 709 (2004).

8] A.J.Millsand K M .Rabe, Phys.Rev.B 38, 8908 (1988).

R9] C.Mehngast, O .Kraut, T.W olf, H.W uhl, A .Erbo and G .M ullerVogt, Phys. Rev.
Lett.67, 1634 (1991).

B0] G .J.Burkhart and C .M eingast, Phys.Rev.B 54, R6865 (1996).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0603784
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606571
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0606009
http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603233

B1l] J.Kortus, II.M azin, K D .Belashchenko, V P.Antropov and L L .Boyer, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 86, 4656 (2001).

B2] UM .An and W E .Pickett, Phys.Rev.Lett. 86, 4366 (2001).
B3] T .Y idirim et al, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 037001 (2001).

B4] H . Heiseberg, C J. Pethick, H. Sm ith and L.V iverit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 2418
(2000).

B5] LP.Gorkov and T K .M elk-Barkhudarov, Sov.Phys. JETP 13, 1018 (1961).
B6] TH K .Barron, JG .Collinsand G K .W hie, Adv.Phys. 29, 609 (1980).
B7]1 A .deVisseretalPhys.Rev.B 41, 7304 (1990).

B8] T . Takeuchi, H. Shishido, S. Ikeda, R. Settai, Y. Haga and Y . Onuki, J. Phys.:
CondensM atter 14, L.261 (2002).

B9]1 A C .M claughlin, F.Sherand JP.Att eld, Nature 436, 829 (2005).

40] JD . Jorgensen, D G . Hinks, PG . Radaelli, W IF.David, R M . Ioberson, Large
Anisotropic T herm alE xpansion Anom aly near the Superconducting T ransition TEm —
perature in M gB,, arX iv:cond-m at/0205486 (2002).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0205486

