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W e calculate corrections to the BC S gap equation caused by the interaction of electrons
w ith the collective phase and am plitudem odes in the superconducting state. T his feedback
reduces the BC S gap param eter, , and laves the critical tem perature, T ., unchanged.
The feedback e ect is proportional to ( = . )?, where g, is the Fem i energy. This is
a negligble correction for typeTI superconductors. However in type-Il superconductors
the feedback e ect is greatly enhanced due to am aller Femmn i velocities, vy , and m ay be

responsible or e ects seen In recent experim ental data on organic superconductors.

June 93

em ail : tonygl yukaw a uchicago edu


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

In the BCS theory of superconductivity [l], there exist two distinct collective m odes
correspoonding to the uctuations ofthe phase and am plitude of the superconducting gap.
T he phase or A nderson-B ogoliibov m ode []] has been known for a very long tin e to be
inportant In m aintaining gauge Invariance in the BCS theory 1. In the presence of a
Coulomb eld, the phase mode, () interacts strongly w ith the Coulomb eld to becom e
the plasn on m ode. O n the other hand the am plitudem ode, ( ) isuna ected by Coulomb
Interactions, so that this m ode rem ains intact. T his decoupling feature of the am plitude
m ode m eans that it is not easily observable and it was only recently that such a m ode
w as discovered in the charge density wave com pound NbSe, through the coupling to long-
wavelength phonons @ {J1.

In this Letter we w ish to consider the e ects of these collective m odes back on the
superconducting state. In the e ective ourfem i Interaction BC S theory, an e ective
coupling between the collective m odes and the quasiparticles induces selfenergy correc—
tions to the quasiparticle propagator. T hese corrections can either enhance the attraction
between Cooper pairs and so contribute positively to the superconducting state, or they
can act negatively on the superconducting state and reduce the gap param eter . The
m agnitude of these corrections is proportionalto ( =t . )?. T hese are negligible corrections
for typeI superconductors where typically =t 10 3. However the feedback e ects
m ay becom e In portant if the typical Fermm i energies are much sm aller. This is the case
in type-II superconductors where v ’ 10°am s !. Recent experin ents in organic super—
conductors [§], where typical Ferm i energies are am all, hint at the possbility that such a
scenario m ay be at work. W e w illnow present a calculation of these corrections and show
how the superconducting state is a ected.

Let us st recall som e basic features of the eld theoretic form ulation ofBC S super-
conductivity []{§]. In theBC S ansatz []1the Frohlich e ective electron-electron interaction
Q] is replaced by a contact potential

L=41i%Y_ yE3+%Vy3 y3 )

where £ is the electron kinetic energy m easured from the Fermm ienergy and we have used
the tw o-com ponent notation [3]
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to represent the B ogoliubov-V alatin ferm ionic quasiparticle m odes. In the superconducting
state the Lagrangian {) iswritten asa sum ofa free tetm L plus an interaction piece Lt
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w here we have Introduced them ass gap . The bare quasiparticle G reen’s function cor-

responding to Ly is
k%1+E 5+
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whereE2 = g2 + 2

is the quasiparticle excitation energy. In L1 we have to ensure that

there are no selfenergy correctionsproportionalto ; in ordertom aintain consistency w ith

the ansatz that Lo describes the superconducting ground state with m assgap . Using a

F ierz identity for the Paulim atrices, ] this leads directly to the BC S gap equation [[]
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w here the Integral is cuto at the D ebye energy, !p .

To exhibit the collective m odes of the superconducting state, lt us exam ine the
quasiparticlequasiparticle scattering am plitude generated by the in nite sum of bubble
diagram s, as shown in  g.[l]. T he scattering am plitude is a sin ple geom etric series and is

easily summ ed to give
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are the integrals for the two types of single bubble diagram s. T he poles of the scattering
am plitude (]) occurwhen I, (k)= 1. At zero momentum transfer K = 0), the integrals
@) and (3) can be written in the fom
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where we have used the BCS gap equation (§). It is then cbviousthat I (12 = 0) =
I (!?=4 2)= 1 and the quasiparticle-quasiparticle scattering am plitude has poles at
'2=0and !'?= 4 2 which represent the phase ( ) and am plitude ( ) m odes respectively
[[]d]. For nonzero m om entum transfers ¥, we can Taylor expand the integrands in {§) and
(@) to obtain the dispersion relations for the collective m odes [§]

E®®) = 1vi K 12)
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where v is the Fem ivelocity.
T he e ective quasiparticle-collective m ode coupling is obtained from the residue at
the pole of the scattering am plitude (). Using {LQ), the quasiparticle- m ode coupling is
dI ' 4 2

£2 = ly L (14)
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where N @€ ) = ™XE isthe density of states at the Fem i surface. Ifwe attem pt a sim ilar
procedure orthe m ode then it tums out that the corresponding integralin ([4) is diver-
gent, because the pole coincides w ith the two-particle threshold. This is the inadequacy
ofm odelling the BC S theory by the model. W e will sin ply circum vent this problem by
assum ing £ = £ asin the G inZburg-Landau theory. T his is a good approxin ation in the
weak coupling lim it.

W hat are the e ects of the collective m odes on the quasiparticle selfenergy? F irst,
we assum e that a Coulomb eld is present, so that the Goldstone m ode tums Into the
m assive plasn on m ode E]. In order to correctly take into account the plasn on m ode, we
need to start with the original Coulomb and phonon interactions instead of the e ective
four¥Fem i interaction, V. This is beyond the scope of this Letter, so we w ill ignore its
e ects on the quasiparticle sslfenergy. However we expect this contribution to be an all
because the plasn on m ass is large com pared to and the D ebye energy, ! p .

Forthem assive m ode therew illbe two contributions to the quasiparticle selfenergy.
The rst contrbution com es from the tadpole tem shown In g. P. It is given by
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Howeverthistem isalready im plicitly included in the BC S gap equation and its inclusion
would am ount to a double counting of diagram s. To see this m ore clearly, consider the
e ect ofadding a smallbare tetmm to the gap equation (§)

= ot J() (16)

Ifwe now seck a perturbative solution of ) ofthe form + then we obtain
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T hus com paring {13) and {L7]) we see that the tadpole tem appears only as the response
of to a nonzero 0 -

T he second contribution results from contracting the crossed tree diagram , leading
to the \W eisskopf term " shown i g. . This contribution will act negatively on the
superconducting state because contracting the crossed diagram Involves a sign change.
Hence theW eisskopftem w illact to reduce thegap . In orderto calculate the W eisskopf
term we reinterpret the quasiparticlequasiparticle scattering am plitude, A asarising from
the exchange ofthe m ode w ith propagator

G k)= i (18)
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w here we have approxin ated the continuum cut solely by the m ode pole. T his consider—
ably sim pli es the equations and the corrections arising from the continuum ocontribution
in (]) do not a ect the qualitative behaviour. The W eisskopf selfenergy temm m ay now
be w ritten as 7

w k)= if?
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and we w ill evaluate it at the Fem isurface : kg = , JK j= kr . The term proportional

to ;1 which gives a contribution to the gap in the lim it &: 'p is
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where ! isthe D ebye frequency cuto .
The W eisskopf term will also give corrections to the 3 and 1 terms in Lg. The
corrections to 3 will renomn alize the chem ical potential and the electron m ass and give
rise to an e ective electron mass, m . The tem proportional to the identity m atrix, 1,
adds a contrdbution kg ( Z ) to the energy kg. Deningz =1 Z , this corresponds
to a wavefinction renom alization ! Z ° and modi esthem ass gap tem by Z !
Evaluating the wave function renomm alization constant at the Fem i surface in the lin it
Er 'p gives
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T hus the total selfenergy contributions to the gap arising from the W eisskopf tem w ill

be 3y = (Z + Z ) where we have kept temm s to lowest order in the correction

2

param eter ( = r )*. Thus the BCS gap equation w ith the W eisskopf corrections in the

lim it Ee 'y is
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where we have evaluated the integralin @) to O (hx=x?) where x = !, = . Th nom al
type-I superconductors ( =& ; )? 10 ®because vv / 10%am s !. This is quite a small
correction com pared to VN @ ) 025. However in typeIl superconductors the Fem i

velocity isan aller: v / 10°am s !, and the gap param eter is larger, so that the correction,
(=% :)? 10 2. N ote that this does not contradict the fact that we assum ed k. 'p
, because the corrections are always proportionalto ( == . ). Howeverwe need to obtain
the coe cientsof (== ;)% in the linite, > !p . W e present the fill exact expressions for
Z and Z below.
A llthe above resultsare or T = 0. The results at nite tem perature are obtained by
using the in aginary tin e form alisn . The quasiparticle- m ode coupling constant ([4) at

nie T becom es
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where = 1=ky T . It is interesting to note that in the lim it ; 'p the coupling

@3 issinply £2(T) = 4 2(@T)=N ) asT ! 0. One Immediate consequence of 23)
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is that at T = T, the Integral is divergent and so the coupling constant vanishes, ie.,
f (T.) = 0. Hence the detem ination of T, ram ains una ected by the am plitude m ode
correction.

Sim ilarly we can obtain the nite tem perature expressions or 2 and Z .Atthe

Fem isurface we have
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In the lin it & 'p and T = O the expressions (J4)] and (45] reduce to (§0) and

€1). Combining these corrections w ith the nite tem perature BCS gap equation, [jlwe
obtain the com plete nite tam perature equation for (T):

'p
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The solution of 27) is shown in g.[§ or typical values of the param eters in a type-II
superconductor. The biggest deviation isat T = 0 and decreases until T = T., where
there is no change from the BCS result. Such a scenario m ay be occurring In the organic
superconductor BEDT-TTF ), 3 where a proposal, ] to place the gap at 6am ''may
be consistent w ith the observation that the gap below T. is reduced from the BCS value
@ T=0)=20an '), while T, rem ains unchanged.

For a thorough discussion of the realistic cases, how ever, one has to take into account
the com plexities of the electronic band structure and phonon spectra. O ne of the In por-
tant e ects is the m ixing of the am plitude m ode w ith the original C oulom b and phonon

interactions [{]. Thism ixing is proportionalto = . and occurs because of the intrinsic
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particle-hole asym m etry relative to the Fem i surface. It again results in a reduction of
the pairing forces and ism ost signi cant in type-II or organic superconductors.

It should be noted that ifone considers so called 'neutral’ superconductors and includes
the e ect of the pure G oldstone , m ode then one nds that the feedback is positive for
the ;1 tem . Thisw illaln ost cancel against the negative feedbadk of the am plitude m ode
€0) . H owever the contribution to the 1 tem is the sam e sign as for the am plitude m ode
and w ill add to the am plitude correction to give [ = 2 7Z

T he feedback e ects ofthe collective bosonicm odes on the superconducting statem ay
also be relevant for the recent high T. superconductors where =t ; 0: [@11. However
w ithout a com plete understanding of the m echanisn involved in high T. m aterials at
present, we can only but speculate on these e ects.

W e would like to thank M . W eger, whose corresoondence initiated this work. This
work was supported in part by NSF contract PHY -91-23780.



R eferences

J.Bardeen, L.N .Cooper and J.R .Schrie er, Phys.Rev.108, 1175 (1957).
P.W .Anderson, Phys.Rev.110, 827 (1958);112, 1900 (1958) ;

N .N . Bogolubov, Nuovo C in ento, 7, 794 (1958).

Y .Nambu, Phys.Rev.117, 648 (1960).

R .Sooryakum arand M .V .K lein, Phys.Rev.Lett. 45, 660 (1980) ;
Phys.Rev.B 23, 3213 (1981);B 23, 3223 (1981).

P.B.Litlewood and C .M .Vam a, Phys.Rev.B 26, 4883 (1982) ;

C.A .Balseiroand L.M .Falicov, Phys.Rev. Lett. 45, 662 (1980).
K
J
S
H
Y
\Y%
Y

b] .I.Pokhodnia, A .Grap®,M .W egerand D . Schweitzer, Z.Phys.B, 90, 127 (1993).

[7]1 J.R.Schrie er, Theory of Superconductivity, W .A .Benpm in Inc, New York, 1964.
B] .Cramer, M . Sapirand D . Lurie, Nuovo Cin ento, B 6, 179 (1971).
O] .Frohlich, Phys.Rev. 79, 845 (1950).

[L0] .Nambu and G . Jona-Lasinio Phys.Rev. 122, 345 (1961).

1] .Z.Kresin and S.A .W olf, Fundam entals of Superconductivity, P lenum P ress, N ew

ork, 1990



Fig.1.

Fig.2.

Fig. 3.

Figure C aptions

The in nite sum ofbubble diagram s for the quasiparticle-quasiparticle scattering
am plitude. The ; representseither ; ( mode) or , ( mode).

T he quasiparticle selfenergy diagram s arising from the m ode coupling, where
(@) depicts the tadpole diagram and () show s the W eisskopf temm .

Com parison of the solution of the gap equation with feedback e ect (dashed
line) with the nom alBCS result (solid line) for typical type-II superconductor

param eter values.
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