
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/9
30

70
10

v1
  7

 J
ul

 1
99

3

EFI-93-37

cond-m at/9307010

Feedback E�ectsin Superconductors

Tony G herghetta� and Yoichiro Nam bu

Enrico Ferm iInstitute and Departm entofPhysics

University ofChicago,Chicago,IL 60637

W e calculate correctionsto the BCS gap equation caused by the interaction ofelectrons

with thecollectivephaseand am plitudem odesin thesuperconductingstate.Thisfeedback

reduces the BCS gap param eter,�,and leaves the criticaltem perature,T c,unchanged.

The feedback e�ect is proportionalto (�=E F )
2,where EF is the Ferm ienergy. This is

a negligible correction for type-I superconductors. However in type-II superconductors

the feedback e�ect is greatly enhanced due to sm aller Ferm ivelocities,vF ,and m ay be

responsible fore�ectsseen in recentexperim entaldata on organicsuperconductors.

June 93

� e-m ail:tonyg@ yukawa.uchicago.edu

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9307010v1


In the BCS theory ofsuperconductivity [1],there existtwo distinctcollective m odes

corresponding to the
uctuationsofthephaseand am plitudeofthesuperconducting gap.

The phase orAnderson-Bogoliubov m ode [2]has been known fora very long tim e to be

im portant in m aintaining gauge invariance in the BCS theory [3]. In the presence ofa

Coulom b �eld,the phase m ode,(�)interactsstrongly with the Coulom b �eld to becom e

theplasm on m ode.On theotherhand theam plitudem ode,(�)isuna�ected by Coulom b

interactions,so thatthism ode rem ainsintact. Thisdecoupling feature ofthe am plitude

m ode m eans that it is not easily observable and it was only recently that such a m ode

wasdiscovered in thechargedensity wavecom pound NbSe2 through thecoupling to long-

wavelength phonons[4{5].

In this Letter we wish to consider the e�ects ofthese collective m odes back on the

superconducting state. In the e�ective four-Ferm iinteraction BCS theory,an e�ective

coupling between the collective m odes and the quasiparticles induces self-energy correc-

tionsto thequasiparticlepropagator.Thesecorrectionscan eitherenhance theattraction

between Cooperpairsand so contribute positively to the superconducting state,orthey

can act negatively on the superconducting state and reduce the gap param eter �. The

m agnitudeofthesecorrectionsisproportionalto (�=E F )
2.Thesearenegligiblecorrections

for type-I superconductors where typically �=E F � 10� 3. However the feedback e�ects

m ay becom e im portant ifthe typicalFerm ienergies are m uch sm aller. This is the case

in type-IIsuperconductors where vF ’ 106cm s� 1. Recentexperim entsin organic super-

conductors[6],where typicalFerm ienergiesare sm all,hintatthe possibility thatsuch a

scenario m ay beatwork.W ewillnow presenta calculation ofthesecorrectionsand show

how thesuperconducting stateisa�ected.

Letus�rstrecallsom ebasicfeaturesofthe�eld theoreticform ulation ofBCS super-

conductivity[7{8].In theBCS ansatz[1]theFr�ohlich e�ectiveelectron-electron interaction

[9]isreplaced by a contactpotential

V (~x � ~x
0)= � V �

3(~x � ~x
0) (1)

where V > 0.The e�ectiveLagrangian isgiven by

L = i	 y _	� 	 y
E�3	+

1

2
V 	 y

�3		
y
�3	 (2)

where E isthe electron kinetic energy m easured from the Ferm ienergy and we have used

the two-com ponentnotation [3]

	 =

�
 "

 
y

#

�

(3)
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torepresenttheBogoliubov-Valatinferm ionicquasiparticlem odes.In thesuperconducting

statetheLagrangian (2)iswritten asa sum ofa freeterm L0 plusan interaction pieceLI

L0 = i	 y _	� 	 y
E�3	� �	 y

�1	

LI =
1

2
V 	 y

�3		
y
�3	+ �	 y

�1	
(4)

where we have introduced the m assgap �. The bare quasiparticle G reen’sfunction cor-

responding to L0 is

G (k)= i
k01+ E�3 + �� 1

(k0)2 � E2 + i�
(5)

where E 2 = E
2 + � 2 isthe quasiparticle excitation energy. In LI we have to ensure that

therearenoselfenergy correctionsproportionalto�1 in ordertom aintain consistency with

theansatzthatL0 describesthesuperconducting ground statewith m assgap �.Using a

Fierzidentity forthe Paulim atrices,[8]thisleadsdirectly to the BCS gap equation [1]

1 = 1

2
V

Z
d3p

(2�)3
1

p
E
2 + � 2

� J(�); (6)

where the integraliscuto� atthe Debye energy,!D .

To exhibit the collective m odes of the superconducting state, let us exam ine the

quasiparticle-quasiparticle scattering am plitude generated by the in�nite sum ofbubble

diagram s,asshown in �g.1.The scattering am plitudeisa sim ple geom etric seriesand is

easily sum m ed to give

A �;� (k)=
� i

2
V

1� I�;� (k)
(7)

where

I�(k)= � i1
2
V

Z
d4p

(2�)4
Tr

�

�2G (p+
k

2
)�2G (p�

k

2
)

�

(8)

and

I�(k)= � i1
2
V

Z
d4p

(2�)4
Tr

�

�1G (p+
k

2
)�1G (p�

k

2
)

�

(9)

are the integralsforthe two typesofsingle bubble diagram s.The polesofthe scattering

am plitude (7)occurwhen I�;� (k)= 1.Atzero m om entum transfer(~k = 0),the integrals

(8)and (9)can be written in the form

I�(k
2

0
= !

2)= 1� 1

2
V

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

E p

!2

!2 � 4E2p
(10)

I�(k
2

0
= !

2)= 1� 1

2
V

Z
d3p

(2�)3

1

E p

!2 � 4�2

!2 � 4E2p
(11)
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where we have used the BCS gap equation (6). It is then obvious that I�(!
2 = 0) =

I�(!
2 = 4� 2) = 1 and the quasiparticle-quasiparticle scattering am plitude has poles at

!2 = 0 and !2 = 4� 2 which representthephase(�)and am plitude(�)m odesrespectively

[10].Fornonzero m om entum transfers~k,wecan Taylorexpand theintegrandsin (8)and

(9)to obtain the dispersion relationsforthe collectivem odes[5]

E
2

�(
~k)= 1

3
v
2

F
~k
2 (12)

E
2

�(
~k)= 4� 2 + 1

3
v
2

F
~k
2 (13)

where vF isthe Ferm ivelocity.

The e�ective quasiparticle-collective m ode coupling is obtained from the residue at

thepoleofthescattering am plitude (7).Using (10),thequasiparticle-� m ode coupling is

f
2

� = � 1

2
V

�
dI�

d!2

�
�
�
�
! 2= 0

� � 1

=

!D � �

4� 2

N (EF )
(14)

where N (EF )=
m kF
�2 isthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm isurface.Ifwe attem pta sim ilar

procedureforthe�m odethen itturnsoutthatthecorresponding integralin (14)isdiver-

gent,because the pole coincides with the two-particle threshold. Thisisthe inadequacy

ofm odelling the BCS theory by the � m odel.W ewillsim ply circum ventthisproblem by

assum ing f� = f� asin theG inzburg-Landau theory.Thisisa good approxim ation in the

weak coupling lim it.

W hat are the e�ects ofthe collective m odes on the quasiparticle self-energy? First,

we assum e thata Coulom b �eld ispresent,so thatthe G oldstone � m ode turnsinto the

m assive plasm on m ode [7].In orderto correctly take into accountthe plasm on m ode,we

need to startwith the originalCoulom b and phonon interactionsinstead ofthe e�ective

four-Ferm iinteraction,V . This is beyond the scope ofthis Letter,so we willignore its

e�ects on the quasiparticle self-energy. However we expect thiscontribution to be sm all

because theplasm on m assislargecom pared to � and the Debye energy,! D .

Forthem assive�m odetherewillbetwocontributionstothequasiparticleself-energy.

The �rstcontribution com esfrom the tadpoleterm shown in �g.2.Itisgiven by

�t = � i
�J(�)

1� I�(0)
(15)
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Howeverthisterm isalready im plicitly included in theBCS gap equation and itsinclusion

would am ount to a double counting ofdiagram s. To see this m ore clearly,consider the

e�ectofadding a sm allbareterm � 0 to the gap equation (6)

� = � 0 + �J(�) (16)

Ifwenow seek a perturbativesolution of(16)ofthe form �+ �� then we obtain

��= � 0 +
@(�J(�))

@�
��

=
� 0

1� I�(0)

(17)

Thuscom paring (15)and (17)we see thatthe tadpoleterm appearsonly asthe response

of� to a nonzero � 0.

The second contribution results from contracting the crossed tree diagram ,leading

to the \W eisskopfterm " shown in �g.2. This contribution willact negatively on the

superconducting state because contracting the crossed diagram involves a sign change.

HencetheW eisskopfterm willacttoreducethegap �.In ordertocalculatetheW eisskopf

term wereinterpretthequasiparticle-quasiparticlescatteringam plitude,A � asarisingfrom

the exchange ofthe � m odewith propagator

G �(k)= i
1

(k0)2 � E2�(
~k)

(18)

wherewehaveapproxim ated thecontinuum cutsolely by the�m odepole.Thisconsider-

ably sim pli�esthe equationsand the correctionsarising from the continuum contribution

in (7)do not a�ect the qualitative behaviour. The W eisskopfself-energy term m ay now

be written as

�W (k)= if
2

�

Z
d4p

(2�)4
�1G (p)G �(p� k)�1 (19)

and we willevaluate itatthe Ferm isurface : k0 = �, j~kj= kF . The term proportional

to �1 which givesa contribution to thegap in thelim itEF � !D � � is

�Z� = 3

8

�
�

EF

� 2 Z !D

0

dE
1

p
E2 + � 2

� ln

"

1

4

�
E

EF

� 2

+
3

8E2

F

q

(E2 + � 2)
�
1

3
E2 + 4� 2

�
+ 3

4

�
�

EF

� 2
# (20)
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where !D istheDebye frequency cuto�.

The W eisskopf term willalso give corrections to the �3 and 1 term s in L0. The

corrections to �3 willrenorm alize the chem icalpotentialand the electron m ass and give

rise to an e�ective electron m ass,m �. The term proportionalto the identity m atrix,1,

addsa contribution k0(�Z	 )to the energy k0. De�ning Z 	 = 1� �Z	 ,thiscorresponds

to a wavefunction renorm alization 	 ! Z
� 1=2

	
	 and m odi�esthem assgap term by Z

� 1

	
.

Evaluating the wave function renorm alization constant at the Ferm isurface in the lim it

EF � !D � � gives

�Z	 = �
3

8

�
�

EF

� 2 ��

3�
p
3

�

ln
2!D

�
� 0:844+ O (

!D

EF

)

�

: (21)

Thus the totalself-energy contributions to the gap arising from the W eisskopfterm will

be � W = �(�Z � + �Z	 ) where we have kept term s to lowest order in the correction

param eter (�=E F )
2. Thus the BCS gap equation with the W eisskopfcorrections in the

lim itEF � !D � � is

1= 1

2
V N (EF )ln

2!D

�
�
3

8

�
�

EF

� 2
"�

ln
2!D

�

� 2

+ ln
2!D

�

�

2ln
EF

!D
+ 0:762

�

� 2:389

#

�
3

8

�
�

EF

� 2 ��

3�
p
3

�

ln
2!D

�
� 0:844

�

(22)

where we have evaluated the integralin (20)to O (lnx=x2)where x = !D =�. In norm al

type-Isuperconductors (�=E F )
2 � 10� 6 because vF ’ 108cm s� 1. This is quite a sm all

correction com pared to V N (EF ) � 0:25. However in type-IIsuperconductors the Ferm i

velocityissm aller:vF ’ 106cm s� 1,and thegap param eterislarger,sothatthecorrection,

(�=E F )
2 � 10� 2.Notethatthisdoesnotcontradictthefactthatweassum ed EF � !D �

�,becausethecorrectionsarealwaysproportionalto(�=E F )
2.Howeverweneed toobtain

thecoe�cientsof(�=E F )
2 in thelim itEF

>
� !D .W epresentthefullexactexpressionsfor

�Z� and �Z	 below.

AlltheaboveresultsareforT = 0.Theresultsat�nitetem peratureareobtained by

using the im aginary tim e form alism .The quasiparticle-� m ode coupling constant(14)at

�nite T becom es
1

f2�(T)
=
N (EF )

8
p
EF

Z !D

� !D

dE

E 3

p
E+ EF tanh

�

2
E (23)

where � = 1=kB T. Itisinteresting to note thatin the lim it EF � !D � � the coupling

(23) is sim ply f2�(T) = 4� 2(T)=N (EF ) as T ! 0. One im m ediate consequence of(23)
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is that at T = Tc the integralis divergent and so the coupling constant vanishes,i.e.,

f�(Tc) = 0. Hence the determ ination ofTc rem ains una�ected by the am plitude m ode

correction.

Sim ilarly we can obtain the �nite tem perature expressionsfor�Z � and �Z	 .Atthe

Ferm isurface wehave

�Z� (T)= f
2

�(T)
N (EF )

8
p
EF

Z !D

� !D

dE
p
E+ EF

Z
1

� 1

d(cos�)
1

� 2 � (E + E�)
2

1

� 2 � (E � E�)
2

�

�
1

E
(� 2 + E

2
� E

2

�)tanh
�E

2
+

1

E �

(� 2
� E

2 + E
2

�)coth
�E �

2

�

(24)

�Z	 (T)= f
2

�(T)
N (EF )

8
p
EF

Z !D

� !D

dE
p
E+ EF

Z
1

� 1

d(cos�)
1

� 2 � (E + E�)
2

1

� 2 � (E � E�)
2

�
1

E �

�

2E E � tanh
�E

2
+ (� 2

� E
2
� E

2

�)coth
�E �

2

�

(25)

where the coupling f�(T)isdeterm ined from (23)and

E
2 = E

2 + � 2

E
2

� =
8

3
EF

2(1+ 1

2

E

EF

)� 8

3
EF

2

r

1+
E

EF

cos�+ 4� 2
(26)

In the lim it EF � !D � � and T = 0 the expressions (24)and (25)reduce to (20)and

(21). Com bining these correctionswith the �nite tem perature BCS gap equation,[7]we

obtain the com plete�nite tem perature equation for�(T):

1=
1

4
p
EF

V N (EF )

Z !D

� !D

dE

E

p
E+ EF tanh

�

2
E + �Z� (T)+ �Z	 (T) (27)

The solution of(27) is shown in �g.3 for typicalvalues ofthe param eters in a type-II

superconductor. The biggest deviation is at T = 0 and decreases untilT = Tc,where

there isno change from the BCS result.Such a scenario m ay be occurring in the organic

superconductor (BEDT-TTF)2I3 where a proposal,[6]to place the gap at 6cm � 1 m ay

be consistentwith the observation thatthe gap below Tc isreduced from the BCS value

(2�(T = 0)= 20cm � 1),whileTc rem ainsunchanged.

Fora thorough discussion oftherealisticcases,however,onehasto takeinto account

the com plexitiesofthe electronic band structure and phonon spectra. One ofthe im por-

tante�ectsisthe m ixing ofthe am plitude m ode with the originalCoulom b and phonon

interactions[5]. Thism ixing isproportionalto �=E F and occursbecause ofthe intrinsic
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particle-hole asym m etry relative to the Ferm isurface. It again results in a reduction of

the pairing forcesand ism ostsigni�cantin type-IIororganicsuperconductors.

Itshould benoted thatifoneconsiderssocalled ’neutral’superconductorsand includes

the e�ectofthe pure G oldstone �2 m ode then one �nds thatthe feedback ispositive for

the�1 term .Thiswillalm ostcancelagainstthenegativefeedback oftheam plitudem ode

(20).Howeverthe contribution to the 1 term isthe sam e sign asforthe am plitude m ode

and willadd to the am plitudecorrection to give�
�2
W
= 2��Z 	 .

Thefeedback e�ectsofthecollectivebosonicm odeson thesuperconducting statem ay

also be relevantforthe recenthigh Tc superconductorswhere �=E F � 0:1 [11]. However

without a com plete understanding of the m echanism involved in high Tc m aterials at

present,we can only butspeculate on these e�ects.

W e would like to thank M .W eger,whose correspondence initiated this work. This

work wassupported in partby NSF contractPHY-91-23780.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1. Thein�nitesum ofbubblediagram sforthequasiparticle-quasiparticlescattering

am plitude.The�i representseither�1 (� m ode)or�2 (� m ode).

Fig.2. The quasiparticle self-energy diagram sarising from the � m ode coupling,where

(a)depictsthe tadpolediagram and (b)showsthe W eisskopfterm .

Fig.3. Com parison of the solution of the gap equation with feedback e�ect (dashed

line)with the norm alBCS result (solid line)fortypicaltype-IIsuperconductor

param etervalues.
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