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Abstract

T he question of anom alous transport due to a band of In puriy states in
unoonventional superconductors is discussed. In general, the bound state en—
ergies are not In m idgap, even in the uniariy lim it. T his In plies that, gener—
ically, the states associated w ith in purities are broad resonances, not true
bound states. There is no In purity band in the usual sense of the phrase.
T he wavefunctions of these resonances possess interesting anisotropies in real
space, but this does not result in anom alous hopping between Im purities.
I conclude that the system of resonances produces no qualitative m odi ca—
tions to the T -m atrix theory w ith in purity averaging which is nom ally used
to treat the low -tem perature transport of unconventional superconductors.
H owever, users of thism ethod often assum e a density of states which is sym -
m etric around the cheam ical potential. This is not nom ally the case. It
is found that the non-crossing approxim ation is not valid in a strictly two—

din ensional system .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Im purity scattering playsa dom nant role in the transport and them odynam ic properties
of unoconventional superconductors, far Jarger than in conventional swave superconductors.
T his is a consequence of the gap nodes w hich prevent the com plete freezing out of scattering
processes, and the fact that an anisotropic order param eter is farm ore sensitive to disorder.
The critical tem perature for an anisotropic superconductor is suppressed even in lowest
order by the disorder potential. This follow s from the breakdown of one of the conditions
for Anderson’s theorem [li], which is that the m om entum dependence of the pair potential
is weak. A breakdown of the theoram Ileads to bound states In the gap when there are
m agnetic Im purties In swavem aterials. It also leads to the possibility of such bound states
from nonm agnetic in purities in the gap of an unconventional superconductor. T his paper
is devoted to questions about these states: their energy levels, their wavefinctions, their
lifetim es, and the rok (if any) they play In observable properties at low tem peratures.

T his sub ct istopicalbecause ofthe Interest in high-tem perature superconductors. Som e
ofthese systam s appearto have gap nodes, in plying the presence of an unconventional order
param eter. N o picture of these m aterdals is com plkte w ithout understanding the e ects of
dirt. Furthem ore, experin ents in the asym ptotic low -tem perature regin e are soecial In
that they probe the region ofthe Femm i surface near the nodes. It is In this region w here the
e ects of In purties arem ost dram atic. T he sam e considerations hold for the com paratively
venerable heavy-ferm ion superconductors. Here we have solid grounds for supposing that
som e of these system s, particularly UPt; and UBe3, are unconventional. Still, after m ore
than a decade of investigation, the experin entaldetails ofthe them odynam ic and transport
properties ofthese systam s at low tem peratures are not fully reconciled w ith theory. In heavy
ferm ion m aterials, how ever, it hasbeocom e clear that strong in purity scattering, approaching
the unitary lin it, is the rule, not the exosption. The Bom approxin ation is lnadequate. In
high-T . system s, this is still under debate. In this paper, I w ill concentrate on this near-

uniary lim it.



T he literature on in purity states in the superconducting gap beginsw ith the papersofYu
Rland Shiba 3] on m agnetic in purities n swave system s. The two in portant ingredients
are the pairbreaking nature of the disorder potential and the "hard’ energy gap —the densiy
of states DO S) is zero iIn som e neighborhood of the chem ical potential in the pure system .
Bound states appear in the gap. Increasing the In purity concentration increases the num ber
of bound states and decreases the gap, lading rst to the gapless state and nally to the
destruction of superconductivity ZI.

In unconventional superconductors, the bound states arising from ordinary potential
scattering were rst considered by Buchholtz and Zw icknagl B]. They concentrated on the
Balian-W ertham er state, which has a hard energy gap, but the m om entum -averaged gap
vanishes: F ¢ (K)= 0,where the sum isover the Fem isurface. For such a gap, the results
are som ew hat sin ilar to the previous case as the disorder potential is Ikew ise paibreaking.
A Though tin ereversal symm etry is not broken, the random ization of m om entum in the
eigenstates prevents pairing by a m om entum -dependent potential. Bound states appear In
the gap. These authors also state that, In the uniariy lin it of very strong potentials on
the in purties, the bound states are at m idgap. This statem ent has been repeated m any
tin es in the literature. However, I w ill argue below that it is incorrect.

O ne In portant point about unconventional superconductors is that they cannot exist at
very high in purity density. T he critical tem perature decreases as the in puriy concentration
is lncreased, and vanishes when h= ks Tog where Ty is the critical tem perature in the
absence of scattering. T his in plies that the regin e of Iow in purity density is the only one
of Interest.

W ith the discovery in the 1980’s of the heavy fermm jon superconductors, there was an
explosion of interest In the problem of disorder In unconventional superconductors. M any
calculations of transport and them odynam ic properties at low tem peratures have been
published []. The standard method, explained m ost com pktely by H irschfeld et al [4],
com bines the T -m atrix approxin ation with standard im puriy averaging techniques. G en—

erally speaking, scattering near or at the uniariy lim it is required to explain experin ents



in both the heavy—-ferm ion {§], B] and perhaps also in the high-T . m aterials @], fi0]. This
suggestion that the unitary lim it is the appropriate one for K ondo lattice system s is due
to Pethick and P ines [11]. W hile thism odel is certainly relevant to the weakly hybridizing
f-level electrons In heavy ferm ion m aterials, is applicability to high-T . system s is unclear.

T he superconducting order param eters considered for both kinds of system s do satisfy
the F x (K) = 0 condition, but they do not have a hard energy gap. The DO S of the
pure system is usually taken to vanish lnearly or quadratically at the chem ical potential

. The standard m ethod of treating the disorder potential kadstoa niteDOS at  fi2].
T he neighborhood of the chem ical potential w here the density of states is at is som etin es
referred to as the "in purity band’ [10].

The In purity averaging m ethod for unconventional superconductors has been explicitly
questioned by som e recent work [13]. The gap nodes kad to unusual wavefunctions for the
bound states, w ith the possibility of anom alous overlaps between wellssparated i purities.
In com pensated doped sem iconductors, a high concentration of inpurities can lad to a
new oonduction m echanism which predom inates at low tem peratures, conduction entirely
through the im purity wavefinctions which form the inpurity band {14]. This possibility
m ust be considered also in superconductors. The electrical conductivity of any such band
would of course be shorted out by the conductivity ofthe condensate, but the opposite could
well occur for the them al conductivity. Iw ill argue below that this does not occur.

A m ore radical criticism of im purity averaging for two-din ensional sysyem s is contained
in papers of Neresyan et al. [L5], who nd that m ultisite processes restore the vanishing of
the DO S at the chem ical potential. A recent preprint of Ziglr et al. [16] show s that, for
Lorentzian disorder, the nite DO S is not a consequence of in purity averaging.

W hile the aimn ofthe current work is to clarify the theoretical situation for nonm agnetic
In purties In unconventional superconductors, there has been considerable recent work on
m agnetic Im purities n both conventional and unconventional superconductors, stin ulated

by experim ents {[7]. Som e of this work has reached conclusions sim ilar to those presented

here, particularly w ith regard to the In portance of carefully considering the realpart of the



G reen’s function in T -m atrix calculations {1§], [19].

In order to buid up the theory from the start, I begih in Sec.Ii with the question of
bound states in the nom al state of a sem iconductor w ith a gap, In the Iim it of strong scat—
tering. Since the sam iconductor analogy isa powerfiil (out not om njpotent) one, this section
provides much of the basis for the paper. The swave case is treated brie y in Sec. T}, both
to establish notation and to get a basis of com parison w ih unconventional superconduc—
tivity. This latter topic, the m ain sub Ect of the paper, is begun with calculations of the
wavefiinctions and lifetin es for single in purities in d-wave-type system s in Sec.!IV'. F inally,
in Sec.V the m any—in purity case is discussed, along w ith the experin ental in plications for

real systam s.

II.BOUND STATES IN SEM ICONDUCTORS

A . Introduction and form alism

I exam lne an in agihary sam iconductor in this section. The goal is to understand the
process ofbinding an electron to an in purity w ith a very strong short-range potential. The
physics of this process is su ciently di erent from the textbook cases that certain features
are lkely to be as unfam iliar to the reader as they were to the wrter. These features
are in portant for the superconducting m odel which is believed to be ofm ost relevance for
high-T . and heavy ferm ion superconductors.

Let us consider a sem jconductor wih a single Inpurity. The gap is the result of the
Jattice potential, a shglkeparticke e ect, and is not tied to the chem ical potential, which
lies In the gap. In the lim it of weak scattering, this is essentially the fam iliar case of o —
valence I purities n a G roup IV m aterial. This kads to in purity states very near the band
edges. O ur Interest is In the opposite lim it when the scattering is strong. T he unperturbed

Ham iltonian is



The energies are m easured from the chem ical potential. I have om ited band and soin
iIndices for clarity. The sum over m om entum is always taken to include a sum over bands.

T he potential or a single short-range In purity is
V=v e, @)
This is an swave potential. T he phase shift is
()= tan'(No()V); 3)

where N ( ) is the density of states of the unperturbed system . T he phase shift nom ally

quoted In papers on transport properties is for states at the Fem i surface:
o= tan '[No(g)V); )

Theuntarity Iimi ! =2 isreached whenV ! 1.

T he unperturbed G reen’s function is

1
Go ®jil) = — ©)
i
: K
T he equation for the 11l G reen’s function for the H am iltonian o = HAO +V is
0.2 . - 0.2 - X . 0.
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C ontinuing this function to the real axis:

| ) X 1 X P ) X |
go(.+l): kﬁ: ) I ; 1 ] ( k): (10)
Thus
X
m g (! +i)= ¢ D= No(); 1)

K

where N (! ) is the density of states for one spin. A lso

Z 0
No(!
Reg(' +1)="P '07(')001!0; 12)
proportional to the H ibert transform of the density of states.
T he expression
T()= v 13)
1 V()
show s that T haspolsonly when g, is purely realand
! R (!p) (14)
— = Re Ip):
v Yo b

Let us agree that when real frequency argum ents are used, a lim it is in plied where the real
frequency axis is approached from above in the com plex plane, corresponding to retarded
functions. W hen Eq.14 is satis ed but gy hasan in agiary part, then T isa Lorentzian near
!y, and we are dealing w ith a resonance. Ifthere is a pole, it represents a bound (v < 0) or

an antbound (V > 0) state. In these caseswem ay w rite

1 1 0 0
T ~( ') v Gy ¢ g ty)= ¢ p)gy ) (15)
where
Z 0 0
N, (! Hd!
P(y)= P % 7 : (16)

The Integral for Z always converges because N (!,) = 0 for a true bound state. T herefore

we nd



T (! 'p) ; 17)

In the neighborhood of the pol. The bound states are therefore characterized by pols in
the T -m atrix, and resonances by a sharp peak in the in agihary part of the T -m atrix.
The T -m atrix gives the exact solution for the one in purity problem . Tt isnot an approx—

in ation.

B .Case of sym m etric bands

Let us consider a sam iconductor w ith an unperturbed density of states which has a gap

ofwidth 2 , and satis es the symm etry relation
No(')=No( !): 18)

Iwill argue below that this is not lkely to be realized in the cases of interest, but i is the

sin plest m athem atically. T he density of states is illustrated in Fig. . Now we have

2 No(19dr® 2

|
Rego(!)=P T 0 '—-2,' 19)
! ! 5

in the region J! j<< !y, where

Z
2 No (19d!?
g 1@

> 0: 20)

!y isoforder ifthebandw idth is am aller than the gap energy (characteristic of insulators)
and is of order the geom etric m ean of bandw idth tin es the gap energy in the other lim it
w here the bandw idth ism uch greater than the gap energy (characteristic of sem iconductors).

T he bound state energy !y, satis es

1 21,
v - 2 @1)
or
2 2
ly = 7 22)



For large ¥V j (the unitary lim it) this is a m dgap state. This lin it is shown in Fig.'l. For
V < 0 the potential is attractive and the state sits just above the m iddlk of the gap. This
is an ordinary bound state. IfV > 0, it sits just below the center of the band. It is an

'antibound’ state, but the wavefunction is localized, just as for a bound state.

C .D ensity of states

T he density of states is
1 0 ,
N ()= —Im TrG&K;!+1): 23)
C om paring this w ith the equation
G &K% )= GoKi!) puot Go®; 1T (1)Go R !); (24)
we nd in the gap region wWhen Im Gg = 0):

1X
N ()=No(t) — (!

K

which m ay be w ritten in temm s of the change In the density of states:

) “Im T (1); 25)

1X
N ()=N() Ny()y= = (¢ ,)°ImT(): 26)
K
Near ! = !, this expression yields
1X ) z *
Npp= —[ () °Im ——= (I 1); 27)

! ! :
K . 'b+ 1

which isthe in purty contribution to the density of states. To obtain the second equality, I
have used Eq. 6. In the region where Im gy (!) 6 0, we also havethat Im T (!) 6 0, and
this represents a phase shift w ith an accom panying reduction of the density of states of the

continuum such that
N (!)d! = 0: (28)

T he reduction of the density of states of the continuum jast cancels the additional bound

state (Levinson’s theorem ).



D .Localdensity of states

N ear the bound state energy, the G reen’s function in real space has the form

i ®7F

b+ i @9

Com paring w ith Eq.§, we m ay extract the wavefunction (¢) by taking the Fourier trans-

form ofGy(! + 1 ):

e* #k
®) ﬁ : (30)
. b k

Consider a sem iconductor w ith a bound state at !, and band edgesat  =2. Let the bands

be parabolic. T hen the contrbution from the upperband is:

Z

) "k 61)
x
'y (=24 k2=2m)
2 - (32)
= m
k2 + k§
Z 1 Z 1 eier
= 4m  kKdk dx—0—— (33)
0 1 k%24 K§
4 m Z 1 eikr e ikr
= — kdk———— 34
ir o k2 + k3 Gd)
4 *m
= e Mo%; (35)
r

w here kg m 2m ! . The contrbution from the lowerband isthe sam e except that kg is
replaced by .n + 2m ! ,j. The wavefunction is very tightly bound, the decay length being
short because the energy is far from the band edge.

In the Ilin it of a very weak attractive potential Vv < 0 and VN, << 1), then we are

Interested In the form ofRe gy (! ) when ! .We nd

Regy(!) Nylog(

): (36)

T he bound state energy is:

1N,V .

@37)
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This is a state just below the upper band. The lower band hasno e ect In this case. It is
In portant to note that the exponential dependence for the bound state energy is due to the
fact that there isa nite juim p in the density of states at the band edge. Ifthere is a square

root singulariy:
No(t) (! ) 172 (38)

for! > , asone would expect in three dim ensions, then there is a threshold ocoupling
strength below which there is no bound state.

T he hydrogenic im purity case, of great practical In portance, isdi erent from allofthese
cases because of the longrange potential, which ladsto an n nite num ber ofbound states

for all nteraction strengths even in three dim ensions.

E .Case of asym m etric bands

Ifthebandsareasymmetric, No (! ) & Ny ( !), then the bound state isnot in them iddke
of the gap even when ¥ j! 1 . This resulk is ilustrated in Fig. ??. Consider an exam ple
w here the lIower band extends from to , and the upper band from to . Let the

bands have constant density of statesN « and N ,, respectively. T hen

Z Z

ar® w4l
| = \
Regy(!)=N ! !O+ N, ! o (39)
!+ !
= N.bgj——J+ Ny bogj——3 (40)
Ifthe enrgy is in the gap, j' j< , then thism ay be w ritten as
u. Nyg+N.
Reg(!)=N.logj=J N,logji—j be 41)
T he bound state equation Re gy (! ) = 1=V now has the solution:
|- LN, Dg) N Dy @2)
P N,+N. V “ ' )

Even in the lin it of very strong scattering, this is not a m idgap state. The bound state

energy is displaced away from the band with the higher density of states because of level

11



repulsion. The asym ptotic behavior of the wavefunction (the radius of the bound state)
is still detem ined by the distance to the nearest band edge and the e ective m ass of that
band.
The e ect of the asymm etry m ay be described as a renom alization of the potential in
the follow ng way. W em ay rew rite the eigenvalue equation as:
T W wav -

ifwe de ne the renom alized potential strength as

\% \%
= : 44
1+ VN,bg(*) VN.bg(E) 1+ VNj @2
T his equation de nes the asymm etry factorN ,,
Np=N,bg % N.bg — 45)

which is of the sam e order of m agnitude as the density of states at the Fem ienergy. It is
V not V, that detem ines the energy of the bound state. It is in portant to note that, as

v'ii1il,

V! o—: (46)

If the upper band is dom inant, N, > 0, and the potential is repulsive, V > 0, then we have
that V' < V and the antibbound state always staysbelow the center ofthegap. This is sin ply
a consequence of kvel repulsion. There isa simnilare ect orvV < 0 and N, < 0, wih the
bound state never reaching the center ofthe gap even ifV ! 1 . Forthe other combinations
of signs, we w ill have a m idgap state only In the 'accidental’ case that V. = 1=N, .

T his issue ofband sym m etry is crucial for the understanding ofthe bound state problem .
&t is particularly im portant to distinguish band symm etry from particke-hol symm etry,
which is a very usefiil approxin ation for m any calculations in superconductivity theory.
Particle-hole sym m etry isthe assum ption, approxin ately true in m ost cases, that the density

of states of the nom alm aterial does not vary appreciably in the neighborhood ofthe Ferm i

12



energy, the neighborhood being here de ned asthe range ofenergiesw ithin the cuto energy

h!. for the pairing interaction. T he approxin ation m ay be stated as

dN (!)
d!

|
ie

(! = r)<<No(r) @7)

Thisisused in m any elem entary calculations of superconducting propertiesbecause only this
range of energies is In portant form any purposes. A good exam ple is the calculation of the
critical tem perature In the weak-coupling theory. T he validity of the approxin ation arises
ultin ately from the m ism atch of electronic and phononic (or otherbosonic) tim e scales.
Band symm etry is the assumption Ng(!') = Ny ( !) which is essentially never valid.
To give an idea of how far i fails, T have com puted num erically the asym m etry factor for
the follow ing m odel sam iconductor. It is a two-din ensional square lattice w ith a nearest—
neighborhopping m atrix elem ent tand a 1ling of 0.8 electrons per unit cell. T he digpersion
is ., = 20tfoosky) + cosky)]. AttheFemienergy r = 0:At, there isa gap, symm etric

around g, of 0:02t. The density of states is shown in FJgE?; Then N, isde ned as

1
Np=h——i; 48)
R F

w here the brackets Indicate an average over the band. The resul isN, = 025=t per unit
cell. Since the totalband width isW = 8t, we see that the product N, W is of order unity.
Forany band, N, asa function of 1ling hasone zero at som e point. Forthisparticularband,
thisoccursathalf lling. In general, however, it isonly fora specialchoice of ¢ thatN, = 0
and the band sym m etry assum ption is valid. T he physical distinction between particlke-hole
and band sym m etry isthat there isno frequency m ism atch for in purity scattering. T he ionic
potentialw hich produces the band structure and the in purity potentialare Instantaneous. It
isnatural, but com pltely unjusti able, to extend particle-hole sym m etry to band symm etry.

N o conclusion which isbased on such an extension is likely to apply to any realm aterial.
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F .Level occupation

In a sem iconductor, the occupation of In purity levels is nom ally strongly dependent on
the valence of the in purity relative to the valence of the constituent atom s. Here, we have
been using a m odel In which the valence of the in purity and the background atom s is the
sam e. W e explicitly do not Introduce additional states, only a potential which m oves the
old states around. This distinguishes the present work from A nderson m agnetic in purity
m odels, which generally do Introduce such new states.

T he occupation at zero tem perature is then as follow s. If the potential is repulsive, the
Inpurity “peels o ’ one state from the valence band. It is therefore fi1ll, regardless of its
position in the gap, and even if it isabovem idgap. Ifthe potential is attractive, the in purity
peelso one state from the valence band. It is therefore em pty, also regardless of its position
In the gap. In real sem iconductors, it is nom ally true that the Coulomb repulsion prevents

double occupancy of In puriy levels, an e ect not considered here.

G .M any im purities
1. Im purity band form ation

Ifthere are N i, , Inpurities at a nite density ny, , in the system , we m ust consider the
possbility that the wavefunctions on di erent im purities overlap. W e begin w ith the case

of two in purities. The Ham iltonian is then
H =g+ + U, 49)

Pfo isthe H am ilttonian ofthe pure system , \?1 isthe potential ofthe im purity at site #, and \?2
isthe potentialofthe in purity at the site ¥+ R . O ur interest isin the Iin £ Rk, > > 1,where
ko is the inverse of the bound state radius, as in Eq.35. The bound state wavefinctions
satisfy

HEo+ Vi) 1= !5 1 (50)
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Hot+ Vo) 2= 14 5 (51)
T he overlap m atrix elem ent is
Mpyp=nh,HJji= 1ph oji+h 3,5 .4 (52)

The two tem s are generally of the sam e size and asym ptotic behavior. Taking the rst as

representative, we nd

7
My !phojii lp ®) @+ R)Pr; (53)

where isthe in purity wavefunction. Using Eq.30, we nd, for the symm etric case
2 3
Z K Bl oK @R) B0
Mp®R) !y 4 Sd’r

!b 3 !b %O

7 .

' elKR'd3k.

‘p T/
'y x

8 “m !
= e MR, (54)
Ko

AsinEq.35,wehavethedecay ngthk? m  2m! ,.W emay now write a Ham iltonian
for the m any-in purity case In the basis of the bound state wavefunctions at di erent sites.
The resulting Im purity bandw idth is of order !pexp ( konjml?). 'y is Jess than the gap
energy and 1=k ; is of the order of the lattice spacing. W e generally expect a very sn all
bandw idth forthis ‘desp In purty’ (!p ) case. There is therefore no m etallic conduction

when there is even a an all am ount of disorder in the im purity site energies. Interactions

w il also tend to localize the electrons and strengthen this conclusion.

2. Im purity averaging

The Ham iltonian for the m any—m purity case is

=+ V& R): (55)



The Imnpurities are located at the position R;. The standard m ethod of calculation is to
average over the positionsR; (in purity averaging) 20]. Thism ethod isvalid for calculating
the e ects of In purties on the existing states if there are no correlations In the quantities

o Ri) ¢ R5y), where | (®) are the eigenfunctions of the Ham iltonian. This is a phase
random ness assum ption. The averaging process restores the translation invariance of the
system on the average. T he averaging m ethod is clearly only appropriate when the num ber
of in purities is an extensive quantity.

Tt is convenient to rew rite the Ham iltonian in Eq.53 as
H=Hy+Vo+V Vy; (56)

where V, is the Soatial average ofV . W e then de ne G, ®;1!) as the unperturbed G reen’s
fiinction belonging to the H am iltonian H o+ V,. Both pieces ofthisH am iltonian are diagonal
in them om entum , and the second part gives only a rigid shift ofthe spectrum . T he pertur-
bation isthen V. V,, which scatters electrons from a state K to a state X°. The scattering
am plitude is zero ifK = K°because of the subtraction procedure. It is in portant to subtract
the average potential explicitly, because the real part of the selfenergy cannot be ignored
In thisproblem , as it often can be In other contexts.
T he equation for the G reen’s function before averaging is
G ®;R%1l) = Gy ®;il) 0t Go ®;iil )V, 40Go ®%il)
+ Go ®;1! )X Vi zoGo R4 )WVwzoGo ®R%G1L) + 112

g0

©7)
Here
X ) 0
k;ko V el(k K ) Rl N im pv k;ko: (58)

Tt isevident that In the extram e Iow density lim it where the inm purties have no in uence on
each other, this equation will reduce to the single in purity case. Quantities in Eq. 57 are

averaged using the prescription:
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Z

1 Y 5
d’RA; (59)

A= L3Nj_mp
where L is the linear din ension of the system (henceforth taken to be unity) and N i, is

the num ber of In purties. T his kads to
G ®;KGL!) = Gip ®iil) 40 (60)

A G reen’s function diagonal in the m om entum Gy, , ;1! ) describes a state w ith uniform
density. This show s that the averaging procedure washes out the density uctuationswhich
the In purities induce In the ground state (and other states) of the system . Bound states
are an exam pl of such density uctuations. T hus, there is no possibility of lound states in
this approxim ation.

C arrying out the averaging and neglecting diagram s w ith crossed lines 0] (an approxi-
m ation which w illbe discussed below ) leads to the equation

Gimp ®;il) = Go ®;il) + Go ®;i! )ny V72 ’ Ginp ®%1! )G p ®;i!)
%0
+ Go ®;1! )y V> § Gim p ®; 1! )X Gimp ®% 1! )G p ®;41) + ::: (61)
KO K

T he series ism ost conveniently summ ed by de ning the the sslfenergy

(K;il) = G, ' ®;il) Gyl ®;il); (62)
which Jeads to the equation
N V2 o[l (R;il)]
(R;il)= —B - K7 X L 63)
1 Vo i L (Rpi))?

Tt isthen seen that isa function of frequency alone for the short-range scattering potential.
For that reason, the equation is algebraic, not ntegral. In the Bom approxin ation, the

denom inator in this expression would be absent:

X
(K;il) = ngmpV? B L0 (R;il)]7 (64)
RO

Eq.63 contains two physicale ects. T he band edges arem oved inw ards because of kevel
repulsion com ing from the in purity potential. This directly a ects the realpart of the self-

energy. T he states are broadened because of the disorder w hich m eans that K-states are no
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Jonger eigenstates. This directly a ects the In agihary part of the sslfenergy. Both ofthese
e ects tend to close the gap.

To estin ate the critical value of the potential strength at which this closure occurs, we
must rst specify them odela bitm ore precisely. Let us take the symm etricm odelofF i. .
Then we need only determ ne when, at m idgap (! = 0), the density of states xst becom es

nie. At real frequencies, ¥t us ssparate the real and in aghary parts of the sslfenergy:
(= M)+ 1 %) (65)

Since we have

X @®

N (!)= Im (66)

7
. (| X O)2_|_ @

wemay sinply increase the density ny p and scattering strength V of the im purities, two
quantities which occur only In the combination ny, V%, and detem ine when ©(0) 6 0.
F irst consider the Bom approxin ation. Symm etry dictates that °(0) = 0. The in aghary

part of Eq. %64 at zero frequency is then
P0) = nnpV? POE©O; P0O); 67)

where the finction £ isde ned as

d

£(¢; ®0 N ;
( O Mo % (oo)y

(68)

and the Integral runs only over the energies for which the unperturoed density of states is

nonzero. Eq.167 aways has the solution ®(0) = 0. It develops a second solution when

;= £ ©;0): (69)
ndnp

£ 0; %(0)) isapositive, m onotonically decreasing fiinction ofthe nonnegative variable ®(0).

T his in plies that the critical value of the disorder is

Qi pV *)e = (70)

2N,
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T his iswhen the Inverse relaxation tin e corresponds to the gap energy, asm ight be expected
on physical grounds.
T he consequences of band asym m etry are i portant for the density of states. C onsider-

ation ofEq. 64 show s that the realpart of the selfenergy is non-zero:
1 u
t=0 —lgl—); (71)

and that the derivative ofthe derivative ofthe In agihary part also doesnot vanish atm idgap.
Eq. %8 then im plies that the density of states also has a nonzero slope at m idgap. I have
com puted num erically the solution of Egs. 64 and 64 for the symm etric and asymm etric
m odels. The results are shown In Fig.4. It is seen that them ininum in the density of states
shifts away from them iddle ofthe gap. T he chem ical potential is given by a quite di erent
equation than that for the gap m Inim um . It does not coincide w ith them lnimum .

The caloulation for the iill T -m atrix equation, Eq.63, is only a little m ore com plicated
and w illbe om itted here. The resuk is that the threshold for com plete closure of the gap
is unchanged, but the spectral weight in the gap is larger for the sam e am ount of disorder.

T he conclusions about the sym m etry of the density of states in the gap are also unchanged.

H .Physical P icture

Tt should be evident that there are profound di erences between the bound state cal-
culations and the In purty-averaging calculations. The latter take into account only the
potential uctuations and even the sign of V is not very in portant. In the Bom approx—
in ation, only V2 enters the theory; even when the T -m atrix is used, the main e ect is to
alter the extent of the phase random ization, not to create bound or antlbbound states. The
scattering perturbs and broadens the extended states. The gap 1ls, but the states which
are in the gap are extended states. T here is no question of In puriy band form ation.

In thebound state caloulation, the e ect ofthe in purty potentialon the extended states
is to give them a phase shift. This does not m ove the band edges. The bound states are

slit o from the bands. The gap 1llsw ith localized states.
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Very strong potential scattering in system s w ith a band gap does lead to desp in puriy
levels. There is no reason for the energy of these levels to be at m idgap. This could only
occur accidentally. The decay of the i purity wavefunctions is very fast, as they are well
olit from the band states. This prevents the form ation of inpurity bands In all except
pathological cases.

How may we com bine the results of both kinds of calculations, the bound state and the
In purity averaging ? Let us st consider the set of all diagram s for the singleparticle
G reen’s flinction G &;K% ! ) associated w ith the perturbation H am iltonian F Ve Ry.If
the in purities are num bered from 1 up to Ny, o, then a diagram of n-th order perturbation
corresoonds to an ordered sequence of these integers w th n m em bers. A given integerm ay
appearm ore than once (repeated scattering from a single In purity) . Interm ediate m om enta
must be integrated over. Each scattering contributes a phase factor associated w ith the
position of the Impuriy. The T-m atrix calculations correspond to kesping sequences in
which the sam e Integer is repeated In succession m any tines. If the impurities do not
iInteract, then only sequences containing a single integer are considered. This allow s the
bound state polk to form . The In purity averagihg calculations om it the phase factor and
om it the m om entum integration after the nalappearance of any integer. This is In purty
averaging. T he neglect ofphase inform ation prevents the build-up ofthebound-statepolk. A
further approxim ation is to discard sequences in which num bers are interkaved, (@n exam plk
is 1,2,1,2). This is the noncrossing approxin ation. It will be de ned and discussed m ore
carefully In connection w ith calculations In the superconductiong state.

In the dilute lim i, the T -m atrix approach is appropriate if ! lies in the gap (and the
unperturbed G reen’s function decays exponentially In real space), and In purity averaging
is appropriate if ! lies in one of the bands. It is therefore reasonable to conclude that the
D O S isproperly given by superposing the DO S from the two types of calculations, w ith the
proviso that there areN N i, , broadened band states and N i, , gap states. Here N is the
totalnum ber of orbitals, proportionalto the volum e of the system . A s the in purity density

Increases and the gap closes up, this energy ssparation argum ent no longer works. The
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continuum states overlap in energy w ith the bound state. T he phase infom ation eventually
becom es Jess in portant as the im purity states m ix w ith the continuum states. The m ost
likely scenario as the density is Increased seem s to be as ollow s.

For low concentrations, the bound states w ill form a very narrow band in the gap. The
Integrated spectralweight in this band proportional to ny, , . For subcritical disorder, there
isno conduction associated w ith thisband. T here is som e spectralweight In the gap because
of the broadening of the band states. This weight is proportional to the total num ber of
electrons, not the num ber of In purities. However, it does not overlap in energy with the
bound state energy. Ifthe disorder is above critical, then there is spectralweight everyw here
in the gap, because of broadening and shifting of the band states. They overlap in energy
w ith the bound state energy. Thisbroadens the bound states, tuming them into resonances.
T he qualitative behavior Hrny, V=2 < Qi pV ?)e and niy V7> > @i pV %) is shown in Figs.
g and &, or the asym m etric case.

T he resonances can, In principle, play a rok in conduction, since they are not necessarily
localized. H owever, their density w ill nom ally be low com pared to the band states, whose
num ber is proportional to the totalnum ber of sites, not the num ber of in purities. This also
m eans that if they do conduct, i is by hopping st into the continuum and perhaps later
onto another in purty, not directly by In purity—in purity hopping as In an in puriy band.

The question of localization of all these states is subtle. In the im puriy-averaging
m ethod, the shgleparticle G reen’s function is independent of position, seem ingly indicat—
Ing extended states. H owever, when transport properties are calculated using this m ethod,
localization m ay appear in spite of this. T hus the states In the gap whose num ber of states
is proportional to the total volum e m ay orm ay not be A nderson-localized by the disorder
—the In purty-averaging calculation of the singleparticle G reen’s function as carried out
here gives no usefiil Inform ation about this. Conventional w isdom tells us that, in the low
In purity concentration regin e considered here, states near the cham ical potential should be
extended In three din ensions and localized, but w ith extrem ely long localization lengths, In

two din ensions.
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ITT.SW AVE SUPERCONDUCTORS

T he calculations of the e ects of in purities in superconductors are very analogous to the
calculations in sam iconductors. This analogy is m ost easily exploited if we introduce the

N am bu operators. The de ning equation is

y = Gic gy): (72)

ThePaulim atrces 1; ,; 3 and the dentity m atrix  (om itted when clarity requires), act In
this two-din ensional space. T he unperturbed m ean— eld H am iltonian for a superconductor

with a constant gap  is:

o~ X Y X Y
H 0= K 3 x + % 1 K; (73)
K K
and the In purty potential is:
V=V w03 E: (74)
K ;KO
Them atrix G reen’s function is de ned as
GRiil)= <T () 0O)>: (75)
In com parison to ordinary notation we nd
G ®;1!) = Gwe K;1!) (76)
G K;il) = Gy K; 1) (77)
Gz R;il) = F ®;i!): (78)

Since the density of states is lndependent of the spin direction In sihglkt superconductors,

we have that
1 .
N ()= —Im TrG;;®;!+ 1i): (79)

W emay now easily calculate the unperturbed G reen’s function:
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Gy K;1i!) = = : 80
The T -m atrix is again de ned by:
G ®;K%1!) = Go ®;i!) gxo T Go ®K;il)T (A!)Go ®%11); (1)
which leads to:
T @)=V 3+ V?3g @A) s+ V7 3g @) sg @) s+ ::3; 82)
w here
, X , X il g+ +
@A) = Gy Rjil)= Eran et 83)
X i3 : K
W e shall assum e particke-hole symm etry so that
Z .
Y 84)

where ! . isthecuto frequency ofthe interaction, which ism uch an allerthan thebandw idth.

W e also recall that in weak coupling = 0 forj 3> !.. Then:

Z
gd)= @ o+ 1)No(F) Icm
Z .
@@ o+ N )d
0 _ 32( 85)
Ipte Pe+
Z . 4
= ot ONo(e) oyt A (86)
. No(r)
= (l! 0 + l)p: + AS: (87)
!2+ 2
The asymm etry factor is de ned as
2 3
X
Ag 3Ny = 34 £ _5; 88)

|2+2
k i3

where the sum runs over w avevectors w hose energies are farther from the Fem isurface than

the cuto frequency !..We nd

Na =N,bg") N.bg); ®9)



In the m odel of constant density of statesbeyond ! .. A also has an In aginary part, but i
isanallerby a factorof ! =!..

W em ay now com pute the T-m atrix:

T(l!)=v 3+V2 3(ao+bl+NA 3)3+V33(a0+b1+NA 3) 3(ao+bl+NA 3)3+ cily

(90)

Y . . p— ) P—
where thede nitionsa(@!' )= 1i Ng(g)!= !'2+ 2,andb@!) = No(p) = 124 2

have been m ade. It ram ains to sum the geom etric series and invert the resulting m atrix:

®
T@)=Vv ; V@o+tbi;+Na 3) 3T

=V 3ly Vas Vbi;j; VNzl*

=V 30y Vas Vb;sl?
av?, br? .+ ;v

= : (91)
1 av2+ pv?
In these equations, we have m ade the de nition, as before:
\%
1+ N,V

T his show s that the binding potential is renom alized by the band asym m etry just as in the
sam dconductor case. This lin its its strength to som ething on the order of the bandw idth.

Continuing to the real axis, we nd

| 2 | 2
T()= a(l)Vve o, b))V 1+ 3V 93)
1 a()2v2+ b(!)2v?2

_ a(l)yv2, b()V?Z i+ 3\7: ©4)
1+ ( Ng(p)V)?

This function is nonsihgular, indicating that there are no bound states n the gap. This
arises from a cancellation of the frequency dependence in the denom inator, essentially that
of A nderson’s theoram .

T he asym ptotic dependence of the G reen’s functions at Jarge distances is of interest for
later considerations. T he com putationalm ethod is very sin ilar for all cases, so it is given

in som e detail here and abbreviated later. In three din ensions, we have:
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Gu;il)= &F B E;i! )3k (95)

_ i I3 g 1 ikrx ,
= 4 ax a R (96)
K

T he x-integral is perfom ed by choosing a contourwhich runs from z= 1+ il to 1,
then from 1to+1,then from +1tol+ il . Sihce we willuse this contour ssveral tin es,
it is shown in Fig. 7} for reference. Let u ks + =v)r. This variabl must be treated
carefiilly as the approxim ation of linear dispersion is a very lin ited one. W em ay extend the
lin its of integration over u only if the Integral is rapidly convergent. T his usually m eans

that u m ust be Integrated last. Bearing this In m ind we have:

I zZ, Z Z .

dze™? =  dxe"™+ 1 dye"™ ¥ i gyet! MW 97)
1 0 0

as ong asu > 0. The contour Integral vanishes because the fiinction is analytic, so we nd

Z Z

1 1

dxe™* = e e Wdy+ 1 e dy
1 0 0
i . . i . )
= &t e — e e ™): (98)
u krr
Substituting yields
jNOZ e + ) e + y o+ 3+t 1
el — F =Vr 1r (Kg =Vr )7
Gy = 4 F © T2y 24 2
i N edr:vF . .
= ﬁ[(ﬂ o+ ids+  peRT @, ids+ e ¥l (99)
B
P—— .
Hered 12+ 2 As ! 0,thisbecomes
: No 45, ikp T ikp r
G@;il; = 0)= ok re T [son (M) o+ 3)eTF (san (!) o 3)e 7] (100)
B

This is the nom al state G reen’s function. The o -diagonal com ponents are zero, and the
diagonalone m ay be w ritten as:

N T ; 1
G ;1! ; = 0) = k_ie 3! J=vy elkF r sgn (!) . 101)
B

For future reference, the corresponding result in two din ensions is

N I 3 |
Gy (e;il; = 0) = pziokFre 3 3= glke x sgn (1), (102)
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At ow frequencies, ! << ,we nd

i = No I=Vr ikr T ikp r
G@Eil;! << )= T [(son (I) 1+ 3)e (sgn (1)1 3)e 1: (103)
F

T he particle-holk part In the low frequency lin it is

cos ks T
Gy 5! ;) << )= N e rWF%: (104)
B

The density of states is zero In the gap, so the G reeen’s function is purely real. The

exponential dam ping In real space is also due to this fact, the pole of the function

1

EIE— (105)

being o the real axis. T he decay length is the coherence length vy = .

IV.UNCONVENTIONAL SUPERCONDUCTORS

A .Bound state energies

I w ill restrict the discussion to the singlkt case. The new feature In the equations is that

the gap function is now K-dependent, and satis es:
= 0: (106)

The G reen’s function is the sam e as above, and the T -m atrix is still given by

T @A) =V 3+ V? 35q0@!) 5+ V> 3q0@!) s @) s+ ::3; (107)
w here
. X .
go @)= Go ®;1!)
K
n #
| z Z 4 Z 4
= WMoy A a2t L, TEg (108)
2 3 K
Z
, 1 d ,
4 !2+ 2
K



Here . isthe solid angl on the sphere. The band asym m etry is represented by the second
term in the equation, and com es from the Integral over energies far from the Femmn isurface.
Ttse ect isthe sam e asabove, 1. e., i results In the replacem ent of the bare potentialV by
V=V=01+N,V).

T he equations for the unconventional case are, to this point, actually som ew hat sin pler

than the swave case. The T -m atrix is obtained from Eq.91 by settingb= Oanda= g, {!) :

Qo A)V? o+ 3V

T@)= : (110)
1 gy@!)2v?
C om ponent by com ponent, we nd
W2+ v 1+ Vg (! 1
T11(!)=g0() _v gO()=V ; a11)
1 o)V 1 V2 () 1 Va(!)
for the up-goin electrons, and
A4
T )= ——— 112)
1+ Vg (1)

for the down soins. T he corresponding equations for the binding energies are:

Regy(lp) = —; (113)

1
4

and
R ( !y) L (114)
e ly)= —:
Jo b .

Since, from Eq.i108, Re g (!) is odd (if we exclude the asymm etry tem ), these equations
heave the sam e solution for the bound state energy !y, as lndeed they m ust.

To get som e Insight into the equations, we com pute the T-m atrix for the "polar’ cass,

which hasa line ofnodes on the equatorialplane of the Femm isurface: , = o0os(,):We
have
N, Z VA
Im gy (!) = T ) d d.,.[ ¢ E)+ (+E)] 115)
Z 1 24 q_
= N d dx ('3 2+ 2x%); (116)
1 0



which gives

3 No °

Im g (!) ;i< o 117)

TN J
= =% sn l(—'O); 33> o (118)
C om puting the realpart:

1% Im g (1 9d!?©

Req()= = —F—5— (119)
Z -'O'-O Z 0 Z 0
N 1041 e d! !
o 0 No e db Toa (120)
2 ;110 2 s, 1o oo
No ! R (e Do+ 1),
= 109 3 3 121
2, 273 12 2 b?J<!c+ Do 1) e
No ! 1 12
0 0 .

at amall ! . The asymm etry term A has not been explicitly included in this expression,
since we m ay m ore conveniently nclude it in the potential strength. B = Nylog(,=+)
in the sin plest m odel density of states.] For other gap functions which give an even an aller
density of states at Iow energies, the slope of the real part is com plktely dom inated by the

rst tem , and gives a generic result:

No!
Regp(!) °; (123)
0

where isa number of order one. T he bound state energy is:

lp = ; (124)

aslong asN vV >> 1. This is the m ore generic result from Eq.123, which we will also use
below . The logarithm ic corrections In the polar case are only In portant if, for accidental
reasons, 1+ N,V isexponentially an all.

O nce again, In this case, the bound state energy does not go to zero even in the unitariy
Iin it. This is very In portant for the properties of the bound state wavefunctions, to which

we tum next.
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B . A sym ptotic SpatialD ependence

At Jarge distances from the in purty, the wavefiinctions forbound states are detem ined
by the asym ptotics of the diagonal elem ents of the realspace G reen’s finctions evauated at
', 30. The o -diagonal elem ents are also of interest, as they represent the suppression of
the gap in the neighborhood ofthe in purty. T heir asym ptotic spatial dependence is always
the sam e as that of the diagonal elem ents, so I do not give expressions for them separately.

In three dimensions I shall concentrate on the polar case. The gap takes the fom

(K) = oo00s ;. We shall take a spherical Femm i surface; for this situation the gap has

a line of nodes around the equator. A s in the previous section, we assum e that the pair
wavefunction is a singlet In spin space. This total pair wavefunction does not satisfy the
Pauli principle. However, it is the sin plest exam plk of an unconventional state w ith a line
ofnodes in three dim ensions and the calculations for it are already com plicated.

Now take the direction £ from the in purty to be in the zdirection. I w illwork out the
G reen’s function In the m ain text for this case. For other cases, the interm ediate steps are
relegated to the appendix.

T hen

21

d juxi!b+ 3+ 0X 1

12 2 25,2
1 T + X

N Z
G (r2;il,) = 70 (125)

T he In portant integral (pecause it expresses the angular dependence) is the x integral.
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This is:

Z .
. ogxilet 3+ 0%
I( i) = 2, 2 2.2
1Z g+ 2+ §x
=i lejuxi"'SB"'Xl
0 1 2+SZ+X2
I .
1 mzl t 8 3+ 2
= — € dz
0 2+ s+ z2
Z . .
1
jej“i euyJ_+s3+ 1+ iy) ldy
0 0 2+ &4+ 1+ iy)?
Z . .
R i+s 3+ (14 iy),
tie Mo T ewi 20 i (126)
0 0 + s+ ( 1+ 1y)

Them ethod isthe sam e as In the swave case, and we use the sam e contour, as shown In F ig.
f/..Thesca]edvam'ab]ess= =49, = != o,havebeen used, and aganhu= ky + =% )r.
We are interested n the Imits << 1, and kyr >> 1: The contour integral is easily
perfom ed by the residue theorem , and the strongly peaked finction e ¥ allow s us to do

the other two Integrals. Thus,

| oS . .
Po—i +s 3+1 2+ ¢, e” s3t e™ s3
I( ;i) = —e & % i i + i :
(1) 0 T 2 u ol+ g2+ 2 u ol+ g2+ 2
127)
Foru >> 1, we have the useful Integrals:
Zl u( 2+ g2)=2
e ds 2 .
I (——)FPe 15 (128)
Lo (24 ui '
Z1 IR
I R P i R R (129)
1 u
This yields
1 T2 2 55,
dsI( jly)= —e W07 i (—)"+ 1i,¢ )
1 0 ujj u
(+ 1+ 253 i) _ 5
* ryl+ > exp [iky r 1+ 0=V ]
5 .
P S S S L T Ser 1T 2 or=w 130
exp[ ikgr or=vp It (130)

r 2
okFr 1+

The G reen’s function at large distances is therefore
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dsI( ;')

2 1
1Ny 2 Jpi .
= L EE) e T o en (1) + 1)
0hFr
Noe (l§+ 3)1:2]::VF

202+ 2=

2 2\1=2 . ik 2 2\1=2
[(!b+ (!b+ o) 3 ll)e Fr+ ( !b+ (!b+ 0) 3

ie ¥Fr @31)

T he com ponent of m ost interest is the particle-hole part at real frequencies:

No 2 3u3._ .
G 2ty = — 0 (T P)i2e Wt 0 gon (1)
2 OkFr
+ i Noe (2 12)12r—y,
( 2 2 2y1=2 2 2y1=2 )
( :

ON| ~
[N
~
—
U
[N
—
OoON| ~
[N
~
—
U
[N

The 1rsttem isthe pol contrbution, which arises from Interference of the low energy
states near the line of nodes. If the state is precisely at the chem ical potential, then these
states interfere to give a power law decay. There is no oscillatory com ponent because the
states on the nodallne have K r = 0 for this direction of #. The length scale of this decay
is  o=3pkr, whith is the interatom ic spacing unless the binding energy happens to be very
an all.

The second tem  is the stationary-phase contribution which is due to the states near the
north and south pols of the Fem i surface. Since these are gapped, we get an exponential
2llo which re ectsthe energy gap at these points. T here is an oscillatory behavior because
K r= kr at thes points. The length scalk of the decay is the 'local’ coherence length
(oherence kength at the pok) (k2)=vy ifthe binding energy is sn all.

A second special case of interest iswhen the direction ofr is on the plane ofnodes. T hen

we have

2 )1:2

=

Z Z Z .
o 4 g Toxilptsst+toos 1 x
s e

1
dx: 133
1 12+ 2+ o8 1 x%) 133

G (xR;1ily) =

=

T he details of the Integration are given in the appendix. T he result is:

No h i

G (rR;ily) = e Fo¥ R Tsgn (1,) o+ 3) e ®FT(sgn () ¢ 3) @ (134)
2kg r
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T he particle-hole part is

Ny
2kp ¥

Gip (tR;!p) = e FoFTvr gl san (o), (135)

These are essentially the nom al state resuls. T he point here is that the stationary phase
pointsat K = kg R have no gap and the behavior is therefore entirely nom al.
T he general case is rather com plicated. Let the direction from the im purity be inclined

at an anglke to the zaxis. Let usde ne

G ;ily) GE(Een R+ cos 2;ily)) (1306)
W e have that
z 7z 7 . P——
N, ~ 2 1 o Ut + ax b x?
G ;ily)= — d d  dxetx22 ' 01 ( e ); 137)
4 1 12+ 2+ 3@x b x2)2

wherea o©oos ;b= cos sin ,andu ks + =v )r.The coordinates for the integration
have been rotated so that the polar axis de ned by x = 1 is along . The particke-holk

part of the G reen’s function is found in the appendix to be:

|
s 1=2

Nosgn (! 23 o

Gu @ ;lp)= 0590 () ] bj, 5 sin ky rsin )e <FrFedos F oo

kFr ()COS2 sm

0 q 5 5 q 5 21
jNO @ejkpr!bj OCOS2 !b ejkpr!bq OCOS2 !bA

2ky %OOSZ !g %OOSZ !S

p

e 2 cog? !§r=vp . 138)
This general form does not reduce to Eq.13§when = =2ortoEqg.132when = 0.k

isonly valid in the intermm ediate regim e of anglkes. T he resul does, however, show that the

tw o distinct decay behaviors noted above are both present in the generic case.

C.Two din ensions

W enow tum to the casem ost relevant to high-T ., which istwo din ensionsw ith a singlet
d-wave gap, (which is consistent w ith the Pauliprinciple). The Fem isurface is a circle and

the gap w illbe taken as
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(K)= oocos2 ,: 139)

This d-wave gap has nodes at the intersection ofthe Iinesk, = k, with the Fem isurface.

Let us rst detem ine the G reen’s function for the direction along one of the axes. W e have

z Z .
2N, 1 dv ilp+ 3+ o 1@F 1) .
G R;ily)= — d pP— eV 140
(rR;ily) PT v 1Ir 7y Iaw 1 (140)
Here we have de ned v = cos , so that = o2V 1).Alou= kr + =¢)r. The
Integrations are perform ed in the appendix. T he partickhole part is
21N
G (kR; 1) =
8 S
< 5 S R kg r 4 |
( 1=2 : = 2 12
( (2 12) )(kFr) exp EP—O 0 0
r !
. kFr d 2 2
isgn (!y) cos Ep: o g+ o
0
° P i+ iq 2 2
@ 1 J.kFre 2 !ér:vF - 0 'b;
2 kFr 2 12
0 b
s o T
1 , , i i le=
N AT i e S J (141)
2 kFr % !S ’

T he peculiar phase factors re ect the orientation of the nodal directions relhtive to the
crystal axes. T he overall behavior is very sin flar to the threedin ensional case, Eq. 133

T he direction along the node ism ore easily com puted.

2+ 9 2N

P
. 1 v i!b+ 3+ 0 1V 1 AV
G (r—P?;l!b) =

d P e’; 142
151 2 12+ 242 221 vR) ! d42)

w here the part proportionalto ; vanishes by symm etry. T he Integrations are perfom ed in

the appendix, w ith the resul that:

R+ 9 2iN
G11 (r—P?;!b):

n p_

(4 2, son (ly) (q%i,g ) é:4e kFr(pg—lg 022
ke © (5 13 '
1 : eijr .

+ ( 21) Pﬁ (sgn (!p) + 1)e F» ¥
@+ 1 ejiFr . f

M P— (sgn (!y) 1)e FoF % (143)

B
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T his is essentially the two-din ensional nom al state result.
Now oonsider the general case, where the direction is inclined at an angle  from the

diagonaland de ne:
G ;ily) G (i!b;roos(z )X + sin (Z )¥Y): (144)

T he resul, derived in the appendix, is:

2iN
Gu @ ;ly)=
( P-
8 3 2 1=2 sgn !b (q 2 ! 2 0):|_=4 1=4
krrjoos j (2 12) o b 0
j—— . 2 2 1:2_p2 q — qd—-
e r rjcos I( 0 ) o= ° s J.kFrsm ( % |]§ 0)1—2: 2 0
1 eij r cos ) .
+ ¢ 9 = (sgn !p+ l)e Fo=® F7F
2 kg rjoos .
1+ 1 e ikp rcos l : =
d+ g=———— (sgn !y, 1)e 7> 7] (145)
2 kg rjocos J !

D . D iscussion

A s compared with the sam iconductor, there are several interesting di erences In the
bound state wavefuinctions of the unconventional superconductor. The m ost In portant is
the fact that the decay length m ay becom e longer, not shorter, as the bound state energy
approaches m idgap. In both cases, however, there is nothing special about the m iddle of
the gap In a real systam , so exponential decay is still the nom .

In the superconductor, the wavefiinctions have two com ponents when viewed In real
soace. The two com ponents correspond to two di erent exponential decay lengths. O ne of
these Jengths is detem ined by the gap along the direction of propagation. This length is
Vi =q (k)2 I'Z. This is sin ilar to the swave case except for the anisotropy. Indeed, this
contribution com es from the fully gapped region of the Fem isurface. The second length is
Ve =Jjly00s jwhere isthe angl away from the nodalplane. This contribution ispeculiar

to the unoconventional case, arishg from the gap nodes. These lengths are anisotropic, so
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the wavefuinctions are also anisotropic, w ith ‘am s’ in the directions of the gap nodes. Som e
very nice pictures of these wavefunctions m ay be found in Ref. {18].
T he decay isalways exponential In alldirectionsunless, for accidental reasons, the bound

state energy is zero.

V.MANY MPURITIES IN SUPERCONDUCTORS

A . Introduction

The discussion of m any inpurities In the metal and the superconductor are usually
considered to be paralle], and the sam e equations, w ith only the generalization to the N ambu
form align , are used for both RO]. In articular, the m ethod of inpurity averaging is not
m odi ed. Hence, in this section we shall not repeat the calculations of Sec. {IG'.

For unconventional superconductors, w ithout a hard gap, this is findam entally reason—
able. W e have seen that inpurty averaging becom es valid when the continuum states
overlap the bound state energy. The constructive buildup of phase required to m ake the
bound state is destroyed when there is overlap w ith the continuum states, them selves pos—
sessing a random shift. This is always the case, as the bound state energy isnot In m idgap.
A ccordingly, the pole found In the T-m atrix calculations should Inm ediately broaden into
a resonance. This being said, one should address four basic issues which arise in practical
calculations. These are: symm etry of the DO S around the chem ical potential, the nature
of the states at the chem ical potential, the validity of the noncrossing approxin ation, and
In purity band form ation.

The st two are rehtively easily dealt with. The third and fourth are treated in the
next two sections.

T he density of states is not sym m etric about the chem ical potential, even when particle-
hole symm etry is valid. This has already been pointed recently by other authors in the

m agnetic in purity case 18], 19]. This arises from the sam e source as in the sem iconductor.
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Symm etry of the DO S requires that the bands them selves be symm etric over their whole
energy range, not jist over the neighborhood of the cham ical potential. Tt appears that this
fact is often not taken into acocount in practicalcaloulations. T he classic reference RQ]advises
us to neglect the real part of the energy shift. This is indeed safe for the neighborhood of
the Fem ienergy in a m etal, and for weak scattering in swave superconductors, the cases
discussed in Ref. R(]. It is not valid in unconventional superconductors w ith a soft gap.
The states at the chem ical potential are som etin es tem ed bound states’, and their
heritage as the descendants of the T -m atrix poles is em phasized. Tt should be clear from the
discussion that this is not correct. These states are the broadened and shifted continuum
states. The number of such states In any range of energies is proportional to the total
num ber of orbitals In the system . The daughters of the bound states w ill generally live in
a resonance away from the chem icalpotential. T heir num ber is proportional to the num ber

of in purities.

B . N oncrossing approxin ation

O ne approxin ation used in nearly all caloulations of superconducting properties is the
noncrossing approxin ation. This has been questioned in recent work, {I5], and I reproduce
and expand this crticisn here. This approxin ation is de ned diagram atically by repre-
senting each in purity as a cross through which mom entum ows and is conserved. Let us
restrict the discussion in this section to the Bom approxin ation for sim plicity. Then two
typicaldiagram s for the nom alstate are shown in Fig.§. W e take a circular Ferm i curve in
a two-din ensional system . D lagram (@) In Fjg.:'S has no crossed lines, whereas diagram  ([0)
does. T he sam e processes are shown In m om entum space In the diagram s in Fig.9. D iagram
(@) describbes a retraceabl path, whilk diagram (o) contains a circuit. Therefore, the sec-
ond diagram m ust satisfy one additionalm om entum conservation condition. It is therefore
an aller In m agnitude than the rst. Explicit calculation show s that the an all param eter

nvolved is (1=kr '), where " is the m ean free path.
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In a two-din ensional d-w ave superconducting state at low tem peratures, this argum ent
must be reconsidered. A 1l diagram s must e ectively satisfy additional m om entum ocon—
straints, asonly scattering between gap nodes, situated at ( kg :p 2; ke :p 2) isin portant.
The two diagram s In F ig.1{ again corresoond to the processes ofF ig.§. The two diagram s
are of oughly equalweight, even though the second one is crossed. T here are no additional
constraints which m ust be satis ed by the second diagram .

T he noncrossing approxin ation is therefore very questionable In unconventional super—
conductors w ith point nodes. The authors of Ref. [I5] attem pt to go beyond this approx—
In ation In a not very realistic m odel. No calculations of transport properties have been
carried out except using the noncrossing approxin ation. It certainly isdi cul to justify for
the d-wave states considered In the context of high-tem perature superconductiviy, if these

m aterials are taken to be two-din ensional.

C . Im purity band form ation

D oes there exist the possibility of the form ation of an in purity band ? D oes conduc-
tion In thisband in uence, or even dom inate, the transport properties n the lim it of low
tem peratures ?

W e begin, as in Sec.IIG!, by considering two in purities. The overlap now depends, to
som e extent, on the direction of the vector connecting the two in purities, w ith the direction
ofm ininum gap beihg the direction ofm aximum overlap. If we take the two-dim ensional
example simm arized in Eq. 145 the overlp proceeds according to exp ( kp rjcos Jj or
exp( Jlpo0s F=vr).

T he Introduction ofm any in purities alw ays brings one new num ber to the problem : the
average distance between in purities, which shall be denoted by ‘i p njml;d, where ny,
is the num ber of in purities per unit volum e. If the In purities are not identical, we have

a disorder param eter W , de ned as the w idth of the distrioution of the potential strength,

previously the single numberV , ofthe In purities. T he usualm odelof im purities is that they
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are allidentical: W = 0,butwewilloconsideralso W € 0. If interactions on the in purities
are inportant, we m ay Introduce a Hubbard-type param eter to describe the interaction
strength. W e shall not discuss this possibility, but only note that this also introduces a
breaking of the band symm etry which can m ove the bound state away from m idgap. This
situation is treated in Ref. {18].

The st question for band fom ation is the follow ing: given a wavepacket located at an
In puriy site, is it m ore likely to hop to a neighboring in puriy, or to leak into a continuum
state ? Ifthe latter, then the In puritiesm erely form a system of resonances and averaging
procedures should be approxin ately valid. In this case, we m ay m ake argum ents sin ilar to
those for the sam iconductor to argue that the resuls of the two types of calculations m ay
be com bined.

IfW = 0,then thebound stateenergy !, is xed at som e position relative to the chem ical
potential . In the generalcase !y, & , even in the unitary lim it, as we have seen above.
Thism eans that there isa nite density of states at ! . T he lifetin e of the wavepadket for
decay into the continuum . is given by

1
Lo Ny i 46)

C

N ear the unitary lim it, we have ¥ §> 1=N,. Using Eq.123, we then nd

147)

Thism ay be anom alous only if j'1,j<< (. The rate for interin purity hopping 1= ;, is of

order

1 e me=a

_i o ; (148)
where 4 isthem inimum decay lngth. A s shown above, we have that 4= w =37
T he criterion for band form ation is then
e lnp=a 2} (149)

38



Unless !y, is accidentally very sm all, thism eans that wemust have Y, q- However, this
is the dirty Iin it. This lim it does not exist for unconventional superconductors because the
critical tem perature T, is a sensitive function of in purity concentration and the situation
i p q corresponds to T ! 0. Hence band fom ation does not occur in the W = 0 case.
T he only possible exosption would be if, by som e accident, ' ,j<< . Thisisan intrguing
possbility. However, it is not related to the unitary lim it.

Now considerthe caseof niteW . Therew illbe a distrdbution ofbound state energies. If
this distribution does not Include the cheam ical potential, then the previous conclusion that
no In purty band fom s rem ains valid, as no quasibound states have low enough energy to
be anything but broad resonances. The interesting case is when the distrdboution is broad
enough that som e of the bound states have very anall 1,3 (3'pj<< ).

W e may buid up the state by considering pairs of in purities. A In ost all such pairs
which involve a low-energy inpuriy state (energy 'y ) will then involre as the second
member a state Prwhich 1, J . These states willm ix, w ith overlap m atrix elem ent
M 15 . Under the In uence of them ixing, state 1 then has probability am plitude on site 2 of
MZi=("n !p)? when M 1,5<< j(!ym !'w)3 The transition rate to the continuum for
this state is then

oM _12; : (150)
¢ JweIN g
If site 1 hasm any such neighbors, then the transition rate to the continuum ism ultiplied by
the num ber of neighbors. W hat happens is that the stae leaks rst through an in purty and
then into the continuum . Rare transitions from one lIow energy inpurity state to another
w il therefore not lead to the fom ation ofa well-de ned band, and transport occurs through
the extended states.

The result is a collection of resonances together with a set of broadened continuum
levels. A s In the sam iconductor case, the total num ber of continuum states is equal to the
num ber of atom ic orbitals in the sam ple; the num ber of resonances is equal to the num ber of

in purities. T he resulting totaldensity of states is shown i Fig.1]. W em ust conclude that
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the low tem perature behavior in this system is never dom inated by interim purity hopping.
As a result, caloulations using in puriy averaging m ethods should lead to correct results.
H owever, the noncrossing approxin ation m ay be dangerous In two din ensions, and the use
of a symm etric density of states is not justi ed.

ITam very grateilto A .V .Balatsky and A . Chubukov for helofil discussions. This
work was supported by the National Science Foundation through G rant DM R-92-14739
and through the M aterials Ressardh Science and Engineering Center P rogram , G rant N o.

DM R-96-32527.

VI.APPEND IX

In this appendix I give details of the m ore lengthy Integrations. Eq.15], is
z Z  Z : 2\1=2
N 1, i1+ s 3+ cos 1 x
Gal;rR)= -2 d ds e > L \
4 1 24+ 524+ o5 ( )1 x2)

(151)

The last temm in the num erator gives zero on Integration over . W e again wrte the x

Integralas
T d_XluX i+S3
= e
1 24+ 24+ 0o ()1 x?)
i+ s 3
2+ 52+ oF () zZPooF ()

inz

= dz e

z .
i 1 dyeill(1+iy) 1+ s 3
0 2+ 4+ () @1+ dy)?cos ()

b1 dyedlEw) LS : (152)
0 2+ &+ o () ( 1+ iy)P2oos()

T he poles lie on the real axis outside the contour, so the contour integral is zero. Thuswe

obtain a very sin ple resukt:

_id +s 5)e” e ™
I= 7t 2 a ; (153)

again becaussu >> 1. Then

. 7 Z .
G @d! ;TR) = Mo d ds @+s 3)dS (ei(kF‘*'S 0=Vr )r e ikp +s o0=vp )r)
4 ker 24+ g
. . i
= —— &% @gn (1) o+ 3) e ™ @gn (1), 1) = (154)
2kp r
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ThisisEq.d34.
Let us now carry out the integration for a polar gap in the general case. The G reen’s
function is given by Eq.d37:

P
. . NOZ2 2 21 axdt 3+ o16@x b x?)
G@(nh R+ ocos 2);il)= — d d dxe P
4 o 1 124 24+ Z2@x b 1 x?)?

(155)

wherea o©os ;b= cos sin ,andu kg + =v )r.The coordinates for the integration

have been rotated so that the polaraxisde ned by x = 1 isalong . This is rew ritten as:

N. Z2 2
G(r(sh R+ cos 2;i!)= 0 d  dsI(;a;b); (156)
o O
where
pi
21 L i4s it 1lx b1 xP)
I(;a;b)= dxe P ; 157)
1 2+ 2+ @x b x2)2

which m ay again be evaluated using the sam e contour as above. T his procedure yields

I . b 5
wzl t 83+ 1@z ﬁbl z“)

I(;a;b) = dze —
" 2+ &2+ @z b 1 z2 P
q -
z - : t Y2
. 1 dyej“(“iy)l + s 3+ @@+ iy) qb 1 1+ iy))
0 2+ ¢+ B+ 1) b 1 @+ iy)?P
a
Z , i+ s 3+ 1@(1+dy) b1 ( 1+ iy)?)
i dye™!t W & : (158)
0 2+ &+ B( 1+1dy) b 1 ( 1+ dy)?P
T he polks lie at points determ ned by the equation
ax b 1 x?= i( 2+ &%) (159)
T here are four such roots:
b2+ P+ 2+ )2 da( 2+ £)?
X, = : (160)

’ @2+ ) az+

O nly the two w ith positive in aghary parts x;+ and x , ) m ay lie In the contour, and then

only if Re xj< 1. This is the case if i< @'= + a° 2)1¥2 5y. The cuts produced
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by the square roots can be chosen tobe along ( 1 ; 1) and (1;1 ). They lie outside the
contour. Perform Ing the integrations leads to

, p
. 1+ s 1

+
I(jaib)= (5o F) e

2 2
3 + 53
h Y
g

2+82
3 'p2 2
. e ax P tsati 2+

€T+ s stay o

i
ker 24 &+ a?
ikp r

e

i+ s 3 ai
+ 1

is gr=vp .,
ket 2+ S+ a2 s oL

This must next be Integrated over s. The st two Integrals can be perfom ed by the
stationary phase approxin ation, taking u as a lJarge param eter and expanding the argum ent
of the exponential about itsmaximum . These expansions are valid ifkyrsin  >> 1 and
ke rcos >> 1. Thus, the resul is not valid near the equatior or the poles. Fortunately,

we already have results in these regions. The second two integrals are standard contour

Integrations. This leads to the expression

" p— #
o . 2 ji*+ ), b a2+ K+ 2 auj ]
I(jajb)= 2 ilsgn (1)+ 1) I exp >
1 au aZ +
" rP—M #
. 2 ji@*+¥) ., b a2+ B+ 2 aujj
+2 i(sgn (1) + 1)E I exp >
au az+ I#
ikp r
e F a P—
+ P—— it s ¥ 0%
krr 24 g2 24 32
ikp r
e " a P2ra? gr—v
et == o 162
kFr ol 2 4 a2 = 2 4 a2 3]@ ( )

The nal integration over the azinuthal anglk is also simpli ed by the fact that u >> 1,

and the sam e m ethod m ay be used.
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Z Z
. . Ny o 2
Grsih R+ cos 2;i!) = p , d dsI( ;a;b)
Z L . 2
iN 2 2 jjos? + sh® coF ),
= ———am O+ 1) 12
2 0 u cos
usin  cos uj Jjoos
exp [ Jol
o + sh? o
Z A 2 : 2
Ny o 2 2 jjos? + sh?® o ),
(sgn ()+ 1) [ I
2 0 u oos
. usin oos uj joos .
FPI—0F + sn? oo
iNg e*r® ! , ws 1
C; e + 3]
2Ky © 12+ 2 cog? 12+ 2o
ep'2+ 2cos? r=vp
Ny e¥r® ! . s 1
i t P 3]
2kp r 124 2o 12+ oo
p
e 7t G rw (163)
T he Integrations then give
N 27 ] _
Grsh R+ cos 2;il)= O(Sgn M+ ) ] j , =
ky T ojoos Fish F
eij rsin kr rj! Jjcos F o
i Ny 273 3 1
(s M)+ 1) = - B
2kg T I t 0Jjoos Fisin  F
e ikp rsin krp rj jjcos F o
iNg ek r ! , ®s 1
C; et + 3]
2ky T 124+ 2o 12+ 2co¢
ep'2+ 2cos? r=vp
:INO eijr ! , CcOoSs 1
fer + i 3]
2Ky © 12+ 2 cog 124+ Zcog
p
e 124 SCOS2 Ir=vp (164)

This keads inm ediately to Eq.138.

The G reen’s function form otion away from the Im purity along the x-axis in two din en—

sions is given by Eq.4(:

. il +
G @d!;rRr) =

3+ o010V 1)

inv

vZ 12+
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Herev= cos( ), = o@vV 1l)andu= kr + =%)r.Wemay alo write

Z

. 2N g
G@!';rR)= —— dsI(;s); (166)
where
- 21 dv it s s+ 1 @F 1) 167,
.S n e .
’ 151 @ B+ @R 1)2 ’
p—— ) . .
and = != 4,s= = ,,andt= 2+ &°. Asusual, we split the integral into three
parts:
I(;s)=TI1(;8)+ Io(3s)+ I3(;s); (168)
w ih
T'odz i+4s 5+ .02 1)
3 1 uz
L(;s8)= P e ; 169
l( 14 ) J:’l 22 t2+ (222 1)2 4 ( )
Z 4 : 7)) 2
d i+s 35+ 1+ I 1] . .
I ( ;s) i S > 1Bf 5 y) ]em‘“lW; (170)
0 1 L+ dy)? 2+ RO+ iy) 1F
and
Z . N2
a i+ s 3+ 1+ 1 17 . )
L(ijs)=1 = ! 2r 1BU . Y Hewcrewm, 171)
0 1 ( 1+ iy)? 2+ R( 1+ iy) 1F
Tuming st to I;, we locate the poles of the Integrand at
?+ @2z 1% =0 172)
or
2 1 .
z° = 5(1 it): 173)

T here are four polks, only two of which have positive im agihary parts and thusm ay lie In

the contour. Let us callthem z; and z,. They satisfy
. . . . T 1 1=4
7= Fei= PR A+ t) (174)
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andz = ¥®',z= %P ,with =3tan '@). Ifthe realparts of these quantities are
less than unity In absolute m agniude, then they lie in the contour. A bit of trigonom etry
show s that this ooccurs only if t < sz' This condition will nom ally be ful Iled In our
problam . The othertwo roots ieat zz= F¥ andz, = ¢ *.

T he contour integral is now w ritten as :

I . 2
1 dz i+ s 3+ 27 1 .
L(;8)= - P R ) gz, 175)
4 1 2@ z)z z)z z)E z)
and the residue theoram gives
1 p—
Li(;9)= -2 1 ( 8 1t
4 3
i+s 3+ 1222 1 . i+s 3+ 1222 1 .
4q 3 l( 1 ) eluzl_l_q 3 l( 2 ) in
1 zZ@ )@ z)@ z) 1 Z@ zn)z )& z)
U sing
k! 1 e .
1 z%=p—§<l+ ) e = 2E;
q .
1 Z=p=0+t) e’ =F3p';
2zf 1= it
2z§ 1= it; a7
thism ay be rew ritten as
i p- .4
L(;s)= > ( 8 BEJ
) @ +s 3 it;)e"®
el (el el)(eit+e)(el et
@+ s 3+ it )eh® ]
el Ee@€+ei)e +e)Ee etl)
- "8 oo )
2 1+ 2
i+ s it )e™= i+ s 3+ itq)eh®
: ( 3 . Il) ( 3 .1). : 178)
( 2c0s )@isn )( 2) Qoos )R) 2isn )
P—
Since ;sin cos sin2 = sintan’t=t= 1+ t?, thisbecomes
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p- 1
L(is)= > (8 BiPp=—=)

t 1+ ¢
A +s 35 )%+ @ +s 5+ it)e™2]: 179)
Integrating this:
z 21 P- P 1
dsL ( ;8)= — ds 8 2+ )P P
1(78) > ( ) (B Epr 2+SZ)
h_ p— jqui
@+s3 1 2+ )exp 5 1+ 2+ g+1
wlp————
exp 7 1+ 2+ 82 1
. P— mip——
+@ +s3+1 2+ 8 )exp - 1+ 2+ g+1
Pl o p—
exp (— 1+ 24 2 1 (180)

Sihceu >> 1, we expand the argum ent of the exponential around itsmaxinum at s= O:

qui qu
@(p(? l+ 2+ 82 l) eXp(7 l+ 2 l)
s P _ _
exp 1; ( I+ 2 1) 2@+ 2) =2 181)
and evaluate the rest of the integrand at s= 0, sothatt! . Thisyilds
| O
ZdI( ) A L R u”s 1+ 2 1)
S is) = — —
Y 2 1+ 2)=4 ker P
mip——
[(1sgn 11)exp(7 1+ 2 4 l)
mip———
+ (ison +i1)exp(3 1+ 2+ 1)l (182)

T he other integrals are sin pler:

z . N2
. a i+ s 3+ 1+ iy 1
L(:s)= i® p 2Y . 3 1[2F 2 ) ]euy
v 2y P+ [ZZ(l + iy)?2 1P
_ 1 + s 3+ 1 1 dy
i( 2 Pl - - —e W
(23 2+ 1 0 p_y
S
1 i . . i+s 3+
_ elkF rgis or=ve 3 1 ; (183)
2 kg r 2+ 2+ 1
and sin ilarly
1 ST '
+ 1 ; ; .1 +s 3+ 1
I;( ;s e frrg ds ormve T 7 - 184
s T S+ 2+ 1 189
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T hese expression are easily integrated over energy:

z 4 oS
T 9 ; Tz
dsL ( ;s)= —— —glrrg I+ 7 orve
1 2 krp v
and
23 A+ P
dsI; ( ;s) = lkpre 1+ 2 gr=vp
1 2 ke v

47

. b
i+1i 1+

23+
I

1+ 2
P
i1+ 23+
P

1+ 2

7 (185)
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Combining Eqgs. 165,182,185, and 186, we nd
. 2N
G@;R)=
P
LIF 2 8 (quﬁ)
2 a+ o= e P9

mip——

[(ngI'l i 1)eXp(7 1+ 2 4 l)
mip——

+ (isan +i1)exp(5 1+ 2+ 1)]

S

P
: : : 2
+7(1 3 —eijreler N i st o1,
P
2 ke r 1+ 2 !
. S . Y >
@ 9 T o S . JUE S DL
— —e e P
2 kFr 1+ 2

187)

From thisEq.141 ©llow s inm ediately.
The G reen’s function forthe direction along the node ism ore easily com puted. W e have,
from Eq.142, that

rp—
S 8 ZNOZdzl dv il 4 s+ v 1 V2 188)
il ;r-p—) = P siv.

T2 101 v %24 242 2R VR ’

w here the part proportionalto ; vanishes by symm etry. and w ith the usualbreakup:

Z

R+ Y 2N o
G @d!';r pE ) = ds(@ + L+ I): (189)
N ow
I dz i+ s 3 iz
I = S e
1 22 24 82+ 2221  Z?)

l i + s 3 + 12 l 22 iz
- e™?; (190)
4 @z z)z )z z)@EZ z)

where the roots are
i pP—— _
7, = p—z( 1+ 1)77°
Zy = Zy
1 P— _
73 = p—z( 1+ 2+ 1)
Zy =  Z3: (191)
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W e shall also need:

1 z2=z 192)

Only z; lies In the contour. Evaluating the integral:

2 1i _ i+ s .
L= —q Zf) 1=2 3 inz;
4 (z1 zZ) (@  z3) @ Z)
_ i i+ s 3 uzy
2 z4 (221) (zf z§)
S a1 e 17 (193)
= —eXp —
] 1+ % 2
Integrating over energy :
Dan- 4 tyss po( 17 2v 5 1)
sI; = sp P — s
' 1 T2y g2 1+ 2+ szeXp 2
i u P 12
= —p——expl=( 1+ 2 1)7°]
jj 1+ 2 2
Zl 2 P

us S - P
dsexp[zpé( 1+ 2 1) 1+ 2]
1

| O
4% 2., isogn p _ PIr=z 1p-2P3
— = 2 1=4 krpr( 1+ 1) = 2,
Ty 1)l *r : (194)

T he other Integrals are sin pler, as usual

1 dy i+ s 3
0 1 1+ iy)? 2+ 4+ 20+ iy)2@d @1+ iy)?)

. i (14 1y) .
I2— 1 y,

lo}

dy uyj‘ + s 3
¥ —€ 2 2
0 21y s? +
ikp r 2
1+ s 3 _
= 2 > . elkp s or=vp ; (195)
2 ker s+

i B

I3=i o dY i+S 3 ej-u( 1+ dy) |
. . 14

0 1 ( 1+ iy)? 2+ L4+ 21+ 1y)2@ (14 iy)?)

Z

in

dy i+S3
p——=e

0 21y s+ 2
l+ie™* i +5 4

P—
2 ker 2+ 2

e s o (196)

T he energy Integrals are easily done:
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’ @ @) eber

$ - - 3 =

dsI; = > pﬁ isgn +1i3)e 7777, 197)

F
and
Z : ik r
1+ e .

dsI; = ( 23) pﬁ Asgn ! ij3)e FPFTF (198)

F

From Egs.d89,194,197, and 198, the G reen’s fnction is

R+ 9 ON
G @d! ;I—P?): —
4 3p§ isgn p— P—— 122 P
1=2 > =4 kpr( I+ 2 1)72= 2
[( Kot ) i 2)1=4( 1+ 1)e
@ 9 ke x _
+ p— (s +13)e FFF
> kur (1sgn 3)
1+ 1 e ke r s
+ ( ZL) pﬁ (isgn ! ijz)e FFFI: (199)
B

From this, Eq.143 ollow s inm ediately.

T he general direction is given by the equation:

N
G@ljroosty R+ TS )9 = -
Zdzlﬁdv D4+ 5+ o.v 1 2
11 V124 242 P W)
e' (v cos +pl vZsin )
+ (sn ! sn ; ;! 1)
z
= ds@;+ L+ Ig) (200)
The two integralscom e from the regions = (0; )and = ( ;2 ). Then we nd

i+ s 5+ it

I = i s + sin
1 > j:jrlﬁ' = exp [iu (z; Zy )]
i+s 3 1ifjs . .
+ — B [iu (z; cos Zssn )] (201)
> j:j!:/l+ 2 €Xp 1 4

where the result is cbtained by the sam em ethod as that in Eq.193. T he energy integral is:

2 2 P32 isgn +1i, P
dsL; = (—— )2 — L1y 2 1
kg rjoos @+ 2)=
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o _, P—
kg rjcos J( 1+ 2 1)17%= 2 P

e expliky rsin ( 1+ 2 1)17%= 5]

4.3 2 .l=2isgn il(pl+ 2 1)y
kg rjoos 7 @+ 2)=

+

_ P L, P= P o p-
g krrioos 30 1+ T DTS 2 dkersin ( 1+ 2 1)Y= 2): (202)
Sin ilarly, from Egs.i197 and 19§, we have
Z . iky rcos
1 e™r . .
dsI, = ¢ b g———— (Asgn + 1 3)e ¥ FF,; (203)
2 kg rijoos J
and
Z (l+ l) e ikg rcos . .
dsI; = g——— (isgn ! ij)e F ™S Fr, 204)
2 kg rjoos
Finally, ket usde ne
G @; )=G6d ;roos(z )R+ sjn(z )¥) : (205)
Collecting results, we have
: 2N
G @; )= —
( SR . .
4 I3 2 I1:2 1sgn +ll(:pﬁ 1)1:4
kg rjoos  j @+ 2)=
_ _ h i
e kr ricos j(p 1+ 2 1)1:2:p2exp ike T sin (pﬁ l)1:2=p§l
3 A . .
F 4 j 2 .l=21sgn i l(pﬁ 1)1
kg rjocos j @+ 2)= .
_ 1
e Fermoms 30T T T2 0T g o Civ 2 123
1 : eikp r cos . )
+ ¢ 3 g (isgn + i 3)e * & F°F
2 kg rjcos J .
1+ 1 e iky rcos . . =
+ ( Y g———— (@Asgn ! i3)e 7 T (206)
2 kg rjoos  j !
This isEq.d45.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. D ensity of states for a m odel sam iconductor w ith a band structure which is sym m etric
about the gap m ddpoint. This system contains a single In puriy which is a unitary scatterer. T his

results in a m dgap state.

FIG . 2. Density of states for a m odel sam iconductor w ith a band structure which is not sym —
m etric about the gap m idpoint. T his system containsa single in purity which isa unitary scatterer.

This results in a bound state which isnot at m idgap. T his is the generic case.

FIG . 3. Density of states for an arti cal sem iconductor w ith nearest-neighbor tight-binding
dispersion and a gap. This density of states has an asymm etry factor of 025 t / unit cell. The

asymm etry factor is de ned in the text.

FIG . 4. Densiy of states for a sam iconductor w ith m any in purities using the usual In purity
averaging procedure. T he Im purity density is above the critical value, so the gap has lled in. The
even density of states is for a sem iconductor w ith a band structure which is sym m etric about the
gap m idpoint. T he param eters, referring to Figure 1, are ;1= = 5andn j_mPVZN o= = 08:The
asym m etric denstiy of states is for an asym m etric density of states. T he param eters, referring to

Fig.2,are = =5, = = 8,aI]dnijV2NO= = 08:

FIG .5. Thedensiy of states for a m odel sam iconductor w ith m any in purities. T he calculation
com bines the results of the T -m atrix and the In purity averaging. T he concentration is subcritical,
so the gap is not com pletely closed. T he bound states are shown in black. Note that the total
num ber ofbound states isproportionalto the num ber of im purities, w hereas the num ber of states in

a xed energy range around the chem ical potential is proportional to the total num ber of orbials.
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FIG . 6. Thedensity of states for a m odel sem iconductorw ith m any in purities. T he calculation
com binesthe resultsofthe T -m atrix and the in purity averaging. T he concentration is supercritical,
so the gap is closed. T he bound states, shown in black, becom e resonances. N ote that the total
num ber of states in the resonance peak is proportional to the num ber of in purities, whereas the
num ber of states in a xed energy range around the chem ical potential is proportionalto the total

num ber of orbials.

FIG .7. Contour for the angular integrals involved in calculating the In purity wavefinction in

real space.

FIG .8. Diagram (@), which contains no crossed im purity lines, is counted in the usualcalcula-
tions of transport properties In unconventional superconductors. D iagram (o), w ith crossed lines,

is usually neglected.

FIG . 9. The diagram s of the previous gure In m om entum space in the nom al state. The
Justi cation for the neglect of (o) is that one of the m om enta is o the Fem i surface unlss an

additional constraint is applied.

FIG .10. The sam e diagram s In m om entum space, but now in the superconducting state at low
tem peratures. A llm om enta m ust be near the nodes, which are situated on the diagonals. The

Justi cation for the neglect of (o) no longer applies.

FIG .11. The density of states for a d-wave superconductor w ith m any in purities. T he calcu—
lation com bines the results of the T -m atrix and the In purity averaging. The broadening of the
resonance is shown. N ote that the total num ber of states in the resonance peak is proportional to
the num ber of Im purities, w hereas the num berof states in a xed energy range around the chem ical

potential is proportional to the total num ber of orbitals.
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