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Abstract

The question ofanom alous transport due to a band ofim purity states in

unconventionalsuperconductorsisdiscussed.In general,thebound stateen-

ergiesarenotin m idgap,even in theunitarity lim it.Thisim pliesthat,gener-

ically,the states associated with im purities are broad resonances,not true

bound states. There is no im purity band in the usualsense ofthe phrase.

Thewavefunctionsoftheseresonancespossessinteresting anisotropiesin real

space, but this does not result in anom alous hopping between im purities.

I conclude that the system ofresonances produces no qualitative m odi�ca-

tionsto theT-m atrix theory with im purity averaging which isnorm ally used

to treat the low-tem perature transport ofunconventionalsuperconductors.

However,usersofthism ethod often assum ea density ofstateswhich issym -

m etric around the chem ical potential. This is not norm ally the case. It

is found that the non-crossing approxim ation is not valid in a strictly two-

dim ensionalsystem .
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Im purityscatteringplaysadom inantrolein thetransportandtherm odynam icproperties

ofunconventionalsuperconductors,farlargerthan in conventionals-wavesuperconductors.

Thisisaconsequenceofthegap nodeswhich preventthecom pletefreezingoutofscattering

processes,and thefactthatan anisotropicorderparam eterisfarm oresensitivetodisorder.

The criticaltem perature for an anisotropic superconductor is suppressed even in lowest

orderby the disorderpotential. Thisfollowsfrom the breakdown ofone ofthe conditions

forAnderson’stheorem [1],which isthatthe m om entum dependence ofthe pairpotential

is weak. A breakdown ofthe theorem leads to bound states in the gap when there are

m agneticim puritiesin s-wavem aterials.Italso leadsto thepossibility ofsuch bound states

from nonm agnetic im puritiesin the gap ofan unconventionalsuperconductor. Thispaper

is devoted to questions about these states: their energy levels,their wavefunctions,their

lifetim es,and therole(ifany)they play in observablepropertiesatlow tem peratures.

Thissubjectistopicalbecauseoftheinterestinhigh-tem peraturesuperconductors.Som e

ofthesesystem sappeartohavegap nodes,im plyingthepresenceofan unconventionalorder

param eter. No picture ofthese m aterialsiscom plete withoutunderstanding the e�ectsof

dirt. Furtherm ore,experim ents in the asym ptotic low-tem perature regim e are specialin

thatthey probetheregion oftheFerm isurfacenearthenodes.Itisin thisregion wherethe

e�ectsofim puritiesarem ostdram atic.Thesam econsiderationshold forthecom paratively

venerable heavy-ferm ion superconductors. Here we have solid grounds forsupposing that

som e ofthese system s,particularly UPt3 and UBe13,are unconventional. Still,afterm ore

than adecadeofinvestigation,theexperim entaldetailsofthetherm odynam icand transport

propertiesofthesesystem satlow tem peraturesarenotfullyreconciled withtheory.In heavy

ferm ion m aterials,however,ithasbecom eclearthatstrongim purity scattering,approaching

theunitary lim it,istherule,nottheexception.TheBorn approxim ation isinadequate.In

high-Tc system s,thisisstillunder debate. In thispaper,Iwillconcentrate on this near-

unitary lim it.
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Theliteratureonim puritystatesin thesuperconductinggapbeginswiththepapersofYu

[2]and Shiba [3]on m agneticim puritiesin s-wave system s.Thetwo im portantingredients

arethepairbreaking natureofthedisorderpotentialand the’hard’energy gap -thedensity

ofstates(DOS)iszero in som eneighborhood ofthechem icalpotentialin thepuresystem .

Bound statesappearin thegap.Increasingtheim purity concentration increasesthenum ber

ofbound statesand decreasesthe gap,leading �rstto the gaplessstate and �nally to the

destruction ofsuperconductivity [4].

In unconventionalsuperconductors, the bound states arising from ordinary potential

scattering were �rstconsidered by Buchholtz and Zwicknagl[5].They concentrated on the

Balian-W ertham er state,which has a hard energy gap,but the m om entum -averaged gap

vanishes:
P

~k
�(~k)= 0,wherethesum isovertheFerm isurface.Forsuch a gap,theresults

aresom ewhatsim ilarto thepreviouscaseasthedisorderpotentialislikewisepairbreaking.

Although tim e-reversalsym m etry is not broken,the random ization ofm om entum in the

eigenstatespreventspairing by a m om entum -dependentpotential. Bound statesappearin

the gap. These authorsalso state that,in the unitarity lim itofvery strong potentialson

the im purities,the bound states are atm idgap. This statem ent has been repeated m any

tim esin theliterature.However,Iwillarguebelow thatitisincorrect.

Oneim portantpointaboutunconventionalsuperconductorsisthatthey cannotexistat

veryhigh im puritydensity.Thecriticaltem peraturedecreasesastheim purityconcentration

is increased,and vanishes when �h=� � kB Tc0 where Tc0 is the criticaltem perature in the

absence ofscattering.Thisim pliesthatthe regim e oflow im purity density istheonly one

ofinterest.

W ith the discovery in the 1980’s ofthe heavy ferm ion superconductors,there was an

explosion ofinterestin the problem ofdisorderin unconventionalsuperconductors. M any

calculations oftransport and therm odynam ic properties at low tem peratures have been

published [6]. The standard m ethod,explained m ost com pletely by Hirschfeld etal.[7],

com binesthe T-m atrix approxim ation with standard im purity averaging techniques. Gen-

erally speaking,scattering nearoratthe unitarity lim itisrequired to explain experim ents
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in both the heavy-ferm ion [6],[8]and perhapsalso in the high-Tc m aterials[9],[10]. This

suggestion that the unitary lim it is the appropriate one for Kondo lattice system s is due

to Pethick and Pines[11].W hilethism odeliscertainly relevantto theweakly hybridizing

f-levelelectronsin heavy ferm ion m aterials,itsapplicability to high-Tc system sisunclear.

The superconducting orderparam etersconsidered forboth kindsofsystem s do satisfy

the
P

~k
�(~k) = 0 condition,but they do not have a hard energy gap. The DOS ofthe

pure system is usually taken to vanish linearly or quadratically at the chem icalpotential

�.The standard m ethod oftreating the disorderpotentialleadsto a �nite DOS at� [12].

Theneighborhood ofthechem icalpotentialwherethedensity ofstatesisatissom etim es

referred to asthe’im purity band’[10].

The im purity averaging m ethod forunconventionalsuperconductorshasbeen explicitly

questioned by som erecentwork [13].Thegap nodeslead to unusualwavefunctionsforthe

bound states,with thepossibility ofanom alousoverlapsbetween well-separated im purities.

In com pensated doped sem iconductors,a high concentration ofim purities can lead to a

new conduction m echanism which predom inates at low tem peratures,conduction entirely

through the im purity wavefunctions which form the im purity band [14]. This possibility

m ustbe considered also in superconductors. The electricalconductivity ofany such band

would ofcoursebeshorted outby theconductivity ofthecondensate,buttheoppositecould

welloccurforthetherm alconductivity.Iwillarguebelow thatthisdoesnotoccur.

A m oreradicalcriticism ofim purity averaging fortwo-dim ensionalsysyem siscontained

in papersofNeresyan etal.[15],who �nd thatm ultisite processesrestore the vanishing of

the DOS atthe chem icalpotential. A recentpreprintofZiegleretal.[16]showsthat,for

Lorentzian disorder,the�niteDOS isnota consequence ofim purity averaging.

W hiletheaim ofthecurrentwork isto clarify thetheoreticalsituation fornonm agnetic

im puritiesin unconventionalsuperconductors,there hasbeen considerable recentwork on

m agnetic im puritiesin both conventionaland unconventionalsuperconductors,stim ulated

by experim ents[17]. Som e ofthiswork hasreached conclusionssim ilarto those presented

here,particularly with regard to theim portanceofcarefully considering therealpartofthe
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Green’sfunction in T-m atrix calculations[18],[19].

In orderto build up the theory from the start,Ibegin in Sec.IIwith the question of

bound statesin thenorm alstateofa sem iconductorwith a gap,in thelim itofstrong scat-

tering.Sincethesem iconductoranalogyisapowerful(butnotom nipotent)one,thissection

providesm uch ofthebasisforthepaper.Thes-wavecaseistreated briey in Sec.III,both

to establish notation and to get a basis ofcom parison with unconventionalsuperconduc-

tivity. This latter topic,the m ain subject ofthe paper,is begun with calculations ofthe

wavefunctionsand lifetim esforsingleim puritiesin d-wave-typesystem sin Sec.IV.Finally,

in Sec.V them any-im purity caseisdiscussed,along with theexperim entalim plicationsfor

realsystem s.

II.B O U N D STAT ES IN SEM IC O N D U C T O R S

A .Introduction and form alism

Iexam ine an im aginary sem iconductor in this section. The goalis to understand the

processofbinding an electron to an im purity with a very strong short-rangepotential.The

physicsofthisprocessissu�ciently di�erentfrom thetextbook casesthatcertain features

are likely to be as unfam iliar to the reader as they were to the writer. These features

are im portantforthe superconducting m odelwhich isbelieved to be ofm ostrelevance for

high-Tc and heavy ferm ion superconductors.

Let us consider a sem iconductor with a single im purity. The gap is the result ofthe

lattice potential,a single-particle e�ect,and is not tied to the chem icalpotential,which

lies in the gap. In the lim it ofweak scattering,thisisessentially the fam iliarcase ofo�-

valenceim puritiesin aGroup IV m aterial.Thisleadsto im purity statesvery neartheband

edges.Ourinterestisin theoppositelim itwhen thescattering isstrong.Theunperturbed

Ham iltonian is

Ĥ 0 =
X

~k

�~kn~k: (1)
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The energies are m easured from the chem icalpotential. I have om itted band and spin

indicesforclarity. The sum overm om entum isalwaystaken to include a sum overbands.

Thepotentialfora singleshort-rangeim purity is

V̂ = V
X

~k;~k0

c
y

~k
c~k0: (2)

Thisisan s-wave potential.Thephaseshiftis

�(�)= � tan
� 1
(�N 0(�)V ); (3)

where N 0(�)isthe density ofstatesofthe unperturbed system . The phase shiftnorm ally

quoted in paperson transportpropertiesisforstatesattheFerm isurface:

�0 = � tan
� 1
[�N 0(�F )V ]; (4)

Theunitarity lim it� ! �=2 isreached when V ! �1 .

Theunperturbed Green’sfunction is

G0(
~k;i!)=

1

i! � �~k
(5)

Theequation forthefullGreen’sfunction fortheHam iltonian Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂ is

G(~k;~k
0
;i!)= G0(

~k;i!)�~k;~k0 + G0(
~k;i!)V G0(

~k
0
;i!)+ G0(

~k;i!)V
X

~k1

G0(
~k1;i!)V G0(

~k
0
;i!)+ :::

= G0(
~k;i!)�~k;~k0 + G0(

~k;i!)T(!)G0(
~k
0
;i!): (6)

Here

T(i!)= V + V
2
X

~k

G0(
~k;i!)+ V

3
[
X

~k

G0(
~k;i!)]

2
+ ::: (7)

=
V

1� V g0(i!)
(8)

and

g0(i!)�
X

~k

1

i! � �~k
: (9)
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Continuing thisfunction to therealaxis:

g0(! + i�)=
X

~k

1

! � �~k + i�
=

X

~k

P

! � �~k
� i�

X

~k

�(! � �~k): (10)

Thus

Im g0(! + i�)= ��
X

~k

�(! � �~k)= ��N 0(!); (11)

whereN 0(!)isthedensity ofstatesforonespin.Also

Reg0(! + i�)= P

Z
N 0(!

0)

! � !0
d!

0
; (12)

proportionalto theHilberttransform ofthedensity ofstates.

Theexpression

T(!)=
V

1� V g0(!)
(13)

showsthatT haspolesonly when g0 ispurely realand

1

V
= Re g0(!b): (14)

Letusagreethatwhen realfrequency argum entsareused,a lim itisim plied wherethereal

frequency axisisapproached from above in the com plex plane,corresponding to retarded

functions.W hen Eq.14issatis�ed butg0 hasan im aginarypart,then T isaLorentzian near

!b,and wearedealing with a resonance.Ifthereisa pole,itrepresentsa bound (V < 0)or

an antibound (V > 0)state.In thesecaseswem ay write

T
� 1
(! � !b)�

1

V
� g0(!b)� (! � !b)g

0
0
(!b)= �(! � !b)g

0
0
(!b); (15)

where

g
0
0
(!b)= �P

Z
N 0(!

0)d!0

(!b� !0)2
� �Z: (16)

The integralforZ alwaysconvergesbecause N 0(!b)= 0 fora true bound state.Therefore

we�nd
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T(! � !b)�
Z � 1

! � !b
; (17)

in the neighborhood ofthe pole. The bound statesare therefore characterized by polesin

theT-m atrix,and resonancesby a sharp peak in theim aginary partoftheT-m atrix.

TheT-m atrix givestheexactsolution fortheoneim purity problem .Itisnotan approx-

im ation.

B .C ase ofsym m etric bands

Letusconsidera sem iconductorwith an unperturbed density ofstateswhich hasa gap

ofwidth 2�,and satis�esthesym m etry relation

N 0(!)= N 0(�!): (18)

Iwillarguebelow thatthisisnotlikely to berealized in thecasesofinterest,butitisthe

sim plestm athem atically.Thedensity ofstatesisillustrated in Fig.1.Now wehave

Re g0(!)= P

Z
N 0(!

0)d!0

! � !0
� �

2!

!2
g

; (19)

in theregion j!j<< !g,where

!
� 2
g �

Z
N 0(!

0)d!0

!02
> 0: (20)

!g isoforder�ifthebandwidth issm allerthan thegap energy (characteristicofinsulators)

and isoforderthe geom etric m ean ofbandwidth tim esthe gap energy in the otherlim it

wherethebandwidth ism uch greaterthan thegap energy(characteristicofsem iconductors).

Thebound stateenergy !b satis�es

1

V
= �

2!b

� 2
; (21)

or

!b = �
2� 2

V
: (22)

8



ForlargejV j,(theunitary lim it)thisisa m idgap state.Thislim itisshown in Fig.1.For

V < 0 the potentialisattractive and the state sitsjustabove the m iddle ofthe gap.This

is an ordinary bound state. IfV > 0,it sits just below the center ofthe band. It is an

’antibound’state,butthewavefunction islocalized,justasfora bound state.

C .D ensity ofstates

Thedensity ofstatesis

N (!)= �
1

�
Im Tr G(~k;~k

0
;! + i�): (23)

Com paring thiswith theequation

G(~k;~k
0
;!)= G0(

~k;!)�~k;~k0 + G0(
~k;!)T(!)G0(

~k
0
;!); (24)

we�nd in thegap region (when Im G0 = 0):

N (!)= N 0(!)�
1

�

X

~k

(! � �~k)
� 2
Im T(!); (25)

which m ay bewritten in term softhechangein thedensity ofstates:

�N (!)= N (!)� N 0(!)= �
1

�

X

~k

(! � �~k)
� 2
Im T(!): (26)

Near! = !b thisexpression yields

N im p = �
1

�
[
X

~k

(! � �~k)
� 2
]Im

Z � 1

! � !b+ i�
= �(! � !b); (27)

which istheim purity contribution to thedensity ofstates.To obtain thesecond equality,I

have used Eq.16.In the region where Im g0(!)6= 0,we also have thatIm T(!)6= 0,and

thisrepresentsa phaseshiftwith an accom panying reduction ofthedensity ofstatesofthe

continuum such that

Z

�N (!)d! = 0: (28)

The reduction ofthe density ofstatesofthe continuum justcancelsthe additionalbound

state(Levinson’stheorem ).
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D .Localdensity ofstates

Nearthebound stateenergy,theGreen’sfunction in realspacehastheform

j (~r)j2

! � !b+ i�
: (29)

Com paring with Eq.6,wem ay extractthewavefunction  (~r)by taking theFouriertrans-

form ofG 0(! + i�):

 (~r)�

Z
ei
~k� ~rd3k

!b� �~k + i�
: (30)

Considerasem iconductorwith abound stateat!b and band edgesat��=2.Letthebands

beparabolic.Then thecontribution from theupperband is:

 (~r)�

Z
ei
~k� ~rd3k

!b� (�=2+ k 2=2m )
(31)

= �2m

Z
ei
~k� ~rd3k

k2 + k20
(32)

= �4�m

Z 1

0

k
2
dk

Z
1

� 1

dx
eikrx

k2 + k20
(33)

= �
4�m

ir

Z 1

0

kdk
eikr � e� ikr

k2 + k20
(34)

= �
4�2m

r
e
� k0r; (35)

wherek20 � m �� 2m ! b.Thecontribution from thelowerband isthesam eexceptthatk0 is

replaced by jm �+ 2m ! bj.The wavefunction isvery tightly bound,thedecay length being

shortbecausetheenergy isfarfrom theband edge.

In the lim itofa very weak attractive potential(V < 0 and V N u << 1),then we are

interested in theform ofRe g0(!)when ! � �.W e�nd

Re g0(!)� N u log(
�� !

�u
): (36)

Thebound stateenergy is:

!b = �� �ue
1=N u V : (37)
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Thisisa state justbelow the upperband. The lowerband hasno e�ectin thiscase. Itis

im portantto notethattheexponentialdependenceforthebound stateenergy isdueto the

factthatthereisa �nitejum p in thedensity ofstatesattheband edge.Ifthereisa square

rootsingularity:

N 0(!)� (! � �)
1=2

(38)

for ! > �,as one would expect in three dim ensions,then there is a threshold coupling

strength below which thereisno bound state.

Thehydrogenicim purity case,ofgreatpracticalim portance,isdi�erentfrom allofthese

casesbecauseofthelong-rangepotential,which leadsto an in�nitenum berofbound states

forallinteraction strengthseven in threedim ensions.

E.C ase ofasym m etric bands

Ifthebandsareasym m etric,N 0(!)6= N 0(�!),then thebound stateisnotin them iddle

ofthe gap even when jV j! 1 . Thisresultisillustrated in Fig.??. Consideran exam ple

where thelowerband extendsfrom ��‘ to ��,and theupperband from � to � u.Letthe

bandshaveconstantdensity ofstatesN ‘ and N u,respectively.Then

Re g0(!)= N ‘

Z � �

� �‘

d!0

! � !0
+ N u

Z �u

�

d!0

! � !0
(39)

= �N ‘logj
! + �

�‘
j+ N u logj

! � �

�u
j: (40)

Iftheenrgy isin thegap,j!j< �,then thism ay bewritten as

Re g0(!)= N ‘logj
�‘

�
j� N u logj

�u

�
j�

N u + N ‘

�
!: (41)

Thebound stateequation Reg0(!)= 1=V now hasthesolution:

!b = �
�

N u + N ‘

�
1

V
+ N u log(

�u

�
)� N ‘log(

�‘

�
)

�

: (42)

Even in the lim it ofvery strong scattering,this is not a m idgap state. The bound state

energy isdisplaced away from the band with the higherdensity ofstates because oflevel
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repulsion. The asym ptotic behavior ofthe wavefunction (the radius ofthe bound state)

isstilldeterm ined by the distance to the nearestband edge and the e�ective m assofthat

band.

The e�ectofthe asym m etry m ay be described asa renorm alization ofthe potentialin

thefollowing way.W em ay rewritetheeigenvalueequation as:

!b = �
�

(N u + N ‘)~V
; (43)

ifwede�netherenorm alized potentialstrength as

~V =
V

1+ V N u log(
�u
�
)� V N ‘log(

�‘
�
)
�

V

1+ V N A

: (44)

Thisequation de�nestheasym m etry factorN A,

N A = N u log

�
�u

�

�

� N ‘log

�
�‘

�

�

(45)

which isofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ienergy. Itis

~V notV ,thatdeterm inesthe energy ofthe bound state. Itisim portantto note that,as

V ! 1 ,

~V !
1

N A

: (46)

Iftheupperband isdom inant,N A > 0,and thepotentialisrepulsive,V > 0,then wehave

that ~V < V and theantibound statealwaysstaysbelow thecenterofthegap.Thisissim ply

a consequence oflevelrepulsion. There isa sim ilare�ectforV < 0 and N A < 0,with the

bound stateneverreachingthecenterofthegap even ifV ! 1 .Fortheothercom binations

ofsigns,wewillhavea m idgap stateonly in the’accidental’casethatV = �1=N A.

Thisissueofband sym m etry iscrucialfortheunderstandingofthebound stateproblem .

It is particularly im portant to distinguish band sym m etry from particle-hole sym m etry,

which is a very usefulapproxim ation for m any calculations in superconductivity theory.

Particle-holesym m etryistheassum ption,approxim atelytruein m ostcases,thatthedensity

ofstatesofthenorm alm aterialdoesnotvary appreciably in theneighborhood oftheFerm i
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energy,theneighborhood beingherede�ned astherangeofenergieswithin thecuto�energy

�h!c forthepairing interaction.Theapproxim ation m ay bestated as

!c
dN 0(!)

d!
(! = �F )<< N 0(�F ) (47)

Thisisused in m anyelem entary calculationsofsuperconductingpropertiesbecauseonlythis

rangeofenergiesisim portantform any purposes.A good exam pleisthecalculation ofthe

criticaltem perature in the weak-coupling theory. The validity ofthe approxim ation arises

ultim ately from them ism atch ofelectronicand phononic(orotherbosonic)tim escales.

Band sym m etry is the assum ption N 0(!) = N 0(�!) which is essentially never valid.

To give an idea ofhow faritfails,Ihave com puted num erically the asym m etry factorfor

the following m odelsem iconductor. Itisa two-dim ensionalsquare lattice with a nearest-

neighborhopping m atrix elem enttand a�lling of0.8electronsperunitcell.Thedispersion

is�~k = �2:0t[cos(kx)+ cos(ky)].AttheFerm ienergy �F = �0:4t,thereisa gap,sym m etric

around �F ,of0:02t.Thedensity ofstatesisshown in Fig.3.Then N A isde�ned as

N A = h
1

�~k � �F
i; (48)

where the bracketsindicate an average overthe band. The resultisN A = 0:25=tperunit

cell.Sincethetotalband width isW = 8t,weseethattheproductN A W isoforderunity.

Foranyband,N A asafunction of�llinghasonezeroatsom epoint.Forthisparticularband,

thisoccursathalf�lling.In general,however,itisonlyforaspecialchoiceof�F thatN A = 0

and theband sym m etry assum ption isvalid.Thephysicaldistinction between particle-hole

and band sym m etryisthatthereisnofrequencym ism atch forim purityscattering.Theionic

potentialwhich producestheband structureandtheim puritypotentialareinstantaneous.It

isnatural,butcom pletelyunjusti�able,toextend particle-holesym m etrytoband sym m etry.

No conclusion which isbased on such an extension islikely to apply to any realm aterial.
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F.Leveloccupation

In a sem iconductor,theoccupation ofim purity levelsisnorm ally strongly dependenton

thevalence ofthe im purity relative to thevalence oftheconstituentatom s.Here,we have

been using a m odelin which the valence ofthe im purity and the background atom sisthe

sam e. W e explicitly do notintroduce additionalstates,only a potentialwhich m oves the

old statesaround. This distinguishes the present work from Anderson m agnetic im purity

m odels,which generally do introducesuch new states.

The occupation atzero tem perature isthen asfollows.Ifthepotentialisrepulsive,the

im purity ’peels o�’one state from the valence band. It is therefore full,regardless ofits

position in thegap,and even ifitisabovem idgap.Ifthepotentialisattractive,theim purity

peelso�onestatefrom thevalenceband.Itisthereforeem pty,alsoregardlessofitsposition

in thegap.In realsem iconductors,itisnorm ally truethattheCoulom b repulsion prevents

doubleoccupancy ofim purity levels,an e�ectnotconsidered here.

G .M any im purities

1.Im purity band form ation

IfthereareN im p im puritiesata �nitedensity nim p in thesystem ,wem ustconsiderthe

possibility thatthe wavefunctions on di�erentim puritiesoverlap. W e begin with the case

oftwo im purities.TheHam iltonian isthen

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂1 + V̂2: (49)

Ĥ 0 istheHam iltonian ofthepuresystem ,V̂1 isthepotentialoftheim purity atsite~r,and V̂2

isthepotentialoftheim purity atthesite~r+ ~R.Ourinterestisin thelim itRk0 >> 1,where

k0 is the inverse ofthe bound state radius,as in Eq.35. The bound state wavefunctions

satisfy

(Ĥ 0 + V̂1) 1 = !b 1 (50)
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and

(Ĥ 0 + V̂2) 2 = !b 2: (51)

Theoverlap m atrix elem entis

M 12 = h 2jĤ j 1i= !bh 2j 1i+ h 2jĤ 1j 1i: (52)

The two term sare generally ofthe sam e size and asym ptotic behavior.Taking the �rstas

representative,we�nd

M 12 � !bh 2j 1i� !b

Z

 
�
(~r) (~r+ ~R)d

3
r; (53)

where istheim purity wavefunction.Using Eq.30,we�nd,forthesym m etric case

M 12(~R)� !b

Z
2

4
ei
~k� ~rd3k

!b� �~k

Z
ei
~k0� (~r+~R )d3k0

!b� �~k0

3

5 d
3
r

� !b

Z
ei
~k�~Rd3k

h

!b� �~k

i2

=
8�2m !b

k0
e
� k0R : (54)

Asin Eq.35,wehavethedecay length k2
0
� m �� 2m ! b.W em ay now writeaHam iltonian

forthem any-im purity case in thebasisofthebound statewavefunctionsatdi�erentsites.

The resulting im purity bandwidth is oforder !bexp(�k0n
� 1=3

im p ). !b is less than the gap

energy � and 1=k 0 isofthe orderofthe lattice spacing. W e generally expecta very sm all

bandwidth forthis’deep im purity’(!b � �)case.Thereisthereforeno m etallicconduction

when there is even a sm allam ount ofdisorder in the im purity site energies. Interactions

willalso tend to localizetheelectronsand strengthen thisconclusion.

2.Im purity averaging

TheHam iltonian forthem any-im purity caseis

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 +
X

i

V (~r� ~R i): (55)
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The im purities are located at the position ~R i. The standard m ethod ofcalculation is to

averageoverthepositions ~R i(im purity averaging)[20].Thism ethod isvalid forcalculating

the e�ectsofim puritieson the existing statesifthere are no correlationsin the quantities

 �
0
(~R i) 0(~R j), where  �

0
(~r) are the eigenfunctions of the Ham iltonian. This is a phase

random ness assum ption. The averaging process restores the translation invariance ofthe

system on theaverage.Theaveraging m ethod isclearly only appropriatewhen thenum ber

ofim puritiesisan extensive quantity.

Itisconvenientto rewritetheHam iltonian in Eq.55 as

Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂0 + V̂ � V̂0; (56)

where V̂0 isthe spatialaverage ofV̂ .W e then de�ne G0(
~k;i!)asthe unperturbed Green’s

function belongingtotheHam iltonian Ĥ 0+ V̂0.Both piecesofthisHam iltonian arediagonal

in them om entum ,and thesecond partgivesonly a rigid shiftofthespectrum .Thepertur-

bation isthen V̂ � V̂0,which scatterselectronsfrom a state~k to a state~k0.The scattering

am plitudeiszero if~k = ~k0becauseofthesubtraction procedure.Itisim portantto subtract

the average potentialexplicitly,because the realpartofthe self-energy cannotbe ignored

in thisproblem ,asitoften can bein othercontexts.

Theequation fortheGreen’sfunction beforeaveraging is

G(~k;~k
0
;i!)= G0(

~k;i!)�~k;~k0 + G0(
~k;i!)V~k;~k0G0(

~k
0
;i!)

+ G0(
~k;i!)

X

~k00

V~k;~k00G0(
~k
00
;i!)V~k00;~k0G0(

~k
0
;i!)+ :::

(57)

Here

V~k;~k0 � V
X

i

e
i(~k� ~k0)�~R i � N im pV �~k;~k0: (58)

Itisevidentthatin theextrem elow density lim itwheretheim puritieshaveno inuenceon

each other,thisequation willreduce to the single im purity case. Quantitiesin Eq.57 are

averaged using theprescription:
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A =
1

L3N im p

Y

i

Z

d
3
R iA; (59)

where L isthe lineardim ension ofthe system (henceforth taken to be unity)and N im p is

thenum berofim purities.Thisleadsto

G(~k;~k0;i!)= Gim p(
~k;i!)�~k;~k0: (60)

A Green’s function diagonalin the m om entum Gim p(
~k;i!)describes a state with uniform

density.Thisshowsthattheaveraging procedurewashesoutthedensity uctuationswhich

the im purities induce in the ground state (and otherstates) ofthe system . Bound states

arean exam pleofsuch density uctuations.Thus,there isno possibility ofbound statesin

thisapproxim ation.

Carrying outtheaveraging and neglecting diagram swith crossed lines[20](an approxi-

m ation which willbediscussed below)leadsto theequation

Gim p(
~k;i!)= G0(

~k;i!)+ G0(
~k;i!)nim pV

2
X

~k00

Gim p(
~k
00
;i!)Gim p(

~k;i!)

+ G0(
~k;i!)nim pV

3
X

~k0

Gim p(
~k
00
;i!)

X

~k00

Gim p(
~k
00
;i!)Gim p(

~k;i!)+ ::: (61)

Theseriesism ostconveniently sum m ed by de�ning thetheself-energy

�(~k;i!)= G
� 1
0
(~k;i!)� G

� 1
im p(

~k;i!); (62)

which leadsto theequation

�(~k;i!)=
nim pV

2
P

~k0
[i! � �~k0 � �(~k;i!)]� 1

1� V
P

~k0
[i! � �~k0 � �(~k;i!)]� 1

: (63)

Itisthen seen that�isafunction offrequency alonefortheshort-rangescatteringpotential.

For that reason,the equation is algebraic,not integral. In the Born approxim ation,the

denom inatorin thisexpression would beabsent:

�(~k;i!)= nim pV
2
X

~k0

[i! � �~k0 � �(~k;i!)]
� 1

(64)

Eq.63 containstwo physicale�ects.Theband edgesarem oved inwardsbecauseoflevel

repulsion com ing from theim purity potential.Thisdirectly a�ectstherealpartoftheself-

energy.Thestatesarebroadened becauseofthedisorderwhich m eansthat~k-statesareno
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longereigenstates.Thisdirectly a�ectstheim aginary partoftheself-energy.Both ofthese

e�ectstend to closethegap.

To estim ate the criticalvalue ofthe potentialstrength atwhich thisclosure occurs,we

m ust�rstspecify them odelabitm oreprecisely.Letustakethesym m etricm odelofFig.1.

Then weneed only determ inewhen,atm idgap (! = 0),thedensity ofstates�rstbecom es

�nite.Atrealfrequencies,letusseparatetherealand im aginary partsoftheself-energy:

�(!)= �
0
(!)+ i�

00
(!): (65)

Sincewehave

N (!)= �Im
X

~k

�00

(! � �~k � �0)2 + �002
; (66)

we m ay sim ply increase the density nim p and scattering strength V ofthe im purities,two

quantities which occur only in the com bination nim pV
2,and determ ine when �00(0) 6= 0.

FirstconsidertheBorn approxim ation.Sym m etry dictatesthat�0(0)= 0.The im aginary

partofEq.64 atzero frequency isthen

�
00
(0)= nim pV

2
�
00
(0)f(0;�

00
(0)); (67)

wherethefunction f isde�ned as

f(!;�
00
(0))� N 0

Z
d�

(! � �)2 + (�00(0))2
; (68)

and the integralrunsonly overthe energiesforwhich the unperturbed density ofstatesis

nonzero.Eq.67 alwayshasthesolution �00(0)= 0.Itdevelopsa second solution when

1

nim pV
2
= f(0;0): (69)

f(0;�00(0))isapositive,m onotonicallydecreasingfunctionofthenonnegativevariable�00(0).

Thisim pliesthatthecriticalvalueofthedisorderis

(nim pV
2
)c =

�

2N 0

: (70)
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Thisiswhen theinverserelaxation tim ecorrespondstothegap energy,asm ightbeexpected

on physicalgrounds.

Theconsequencesofband asym m etry areim portantforthedensity ofstates.Consider-

ation ofEq.64 showsthattherealpartoftheself-energy isnon-zero:

�(! = 0)�
1

��
log(

�u

�‘
); (71)

andthatthederivativeofthederivativeoftheim aginarypartalsodoesnotvanish atm idgap.

Eq.66 then im pliesthatthe density ofstatesalso hasa nonzero slope atm idgap. Ihave

com puted num erically the solution ofEqs.64 and 66 for the sym m etric and asym m etric

m odels.Theresultsareshown in Fig.4.Itisseen thatthem inim um in thedensity ofstates

shiftsaway from them iddleofthegap.Thechem icalpotentialisgiven by a quitedi�erent

equation than thatforthegap m inim um .Itdoesnotcoincidewith them inim um .

Thecalculation forthefullT-m atrix equation,Eq.63,isonly a littlem orecom plicated

and willbe om itted here. The resultisthatthe threshold forcom plete closure ofthe gap

isunchanged,butthespectralweightin thegap islargerforthesam eam ountofdisorder.

Theconclusionsaboutthesym m etry ofthedensity ofstatesin thegap arealso unchanged.

H .P hysicalP icture

It should be evident that there are profound di�erences between the bound state cal-

culations and the im purity-averaging calculations. The latter take into account only the

potentialuctuationsand even the sign ofV isnotvery im portant. In the Born approx-

im ation,only V 2 entersthe theory;even when the T-m atrix isused,the m ain e�ectisto

altertheextentofthephase random ization,notto create bound orantibound states.The

scattering perturbsand broadensthe extended states. The gap �lls,butthe stateswhich

arein thegap areextended states.Thereisno question ofim purity band form ation.

In thebound statecalculation,thee�ectoftheim purity potentialon theextended states

isto give them a phase shift. This doesnotm ove the band edges. The bound statesare

splito� from thebands.Thegap �llswith localized states.
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Very strong potentialscattering in system swith a band gap doeslead to deep im purity

levels. There isno reason forthe energy ofthese levelsto be atm idgap. Thiscould only

occuraccidentally. The decay ofthe im purity wavefunctions isvery fast,asthey are well

split from the band states. This prevents the form ation ofim purity bands in allexcept

pathologicalcases.

How m ay wecom binetheresultsofboth kindsofcalculations,thebound stateand the

im purity averaging ? Let us �rst consider the set ofalldiagram s for the single-particle

Green’sfunction G(~k;~k0;!)associated with theperturbation Ham iltonian
P

iV (~r�
~R i).If

theim puritiesarenum bered from 1 up to N im p,then a diagram ofn-th orderperturbation

correspondsto an ordered sequence oftheseintegerswith n m em bers.A given integerm ay

appearm orethan once(repeated scattering from asingleim purity).Interm ediatem om enta

m ust be integrated over. Each scattering contributes a phase factor associated with the

position ofthe im purity. The T-m atrix calculations correspond to keeping sequences in

which the sam e integer is repeated in succession m any tim es. Ifthe im purities do not

interact,then only sequences containing a single integer are considered. This allows the

bound state pole to form . The im purity averaging calculationsom itthe phase factorand

om itthem om entum integration afterthe�nalappearanceofany integer.Thisisim purity

averaging.Theneglectofphaseinform ationpreventsthebuild-upofthebound-statepole.A

furtherapproxim ation istodiscard sequencesin which num bersareinterleaved,(an exam ple

is 1,2,1,2). This is the noncrossing approxim ation. Itwillbe de�ned and discussed m ore

carefully in connection with calculationsin thesuperconductiong state.

In the dilute lim it,the T-m atrix approach isappropriate if! liesin the gap (and the

unperturbed Green’sfunction decays exponentially in realspace),and im purity averaging

isappropriate if! liesin one ofthe bands. Itistherefore reasonable to conclude thatthe

DOS isproperly given by superposing theDOS from thetwo typesofcalculations,with the

proviso thatthereareN � N im p broadened band statesand N im p gap states.HereN isthe

totalnum beroforbitals,proportionalto thevolum eofthesystem .Astheim purity density

increases and the gap closes up,this energy separation argum ent no longer works. The
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continuum statesoverlap in energy with thebound state.Thephaseinform ation eventually

becom es less im portantas the im purity states m ix with the continuum states. The m ost

likely scenario asthedensity isincreased seem sto beasfollows.

Forlow concentrations,thebound stateswillform a very narrow band in thegap.The

integrated spectralweightin thisband proportionalto nim p.Forsubcriticaldisorder,there

isnoconduction associated with thisband.Thereissom espectralweightin thegap because

ofthe broadening ofthe band states. This weight is proportionalto the totalnum ber of

electrons,notthe num ber ofim purities. However,itdoes notoverlap in energy with the

bound stateenergy.Ifthedisorderisabovecritical,then thereisspectralweighteverywhere

in the gap,because ofbroadening and shifting ofthe band states. They overlap in energy

with thebound stateenergy.Thisbroadensthebound states,turningthem intoresonances.

Thequalitativebehaviorfornim pV
2 < (nim pV

2)c and nim pV
2 > (nim pV

2)c isshown in Figs.

5 and 6,fortheasym m etric case.

Theresonancescan,in principle,play arolein conduction,sincethey arenotnecessarily

localized.However,theirdensity willnorm ally below com pared to the band states,whose

num berisproportionaltothetotalnum berofsites,notthenum berofim purities.Thisalso

m eansthatifthey do conduct,itisby hopping �rstinto thecontinuum and perhapslater

onto anotherim purity,notdirectly by im purity-im purity hopping asin an im purity band.

The question of localization of allthese states is subtle. In the im purity-averaging

m ethod,the single-particle Green’sfunction isindependentofposition,seem ingly indicat-

ing extended states.However,when transportpropertiesarecalculated using thism ethod,

localization m ay appearin spiteofthis.Thusthestatesin thegap whosenum berofstates

isproportionalto the totalvolum e m ay orm ay notbe Anderson-localized by the disorder

-the im purity-averaging calculation ofthe single-particle Green’s function as carried out

here givesno usefulinform ation aboutthis. Conventionalwisdom tellsusthat,in the low

im purity concentration regim econsidered here,statesnearthechem icalpotentialshould be

extended in threedim ensionsand localized,butwith extrem ely long localization lengths,in

two dim ensions.
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III.S-W AV E SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

Thecalculationsofthee�ectsofim puritiesin superconductorsarevery analogoustothe

calculations in sem iconductors. This analogy is m ost easily exploited ifwe introduce the

Nam bu operators.Thede�ning equation is

	
y

~k
= (c

y

~k"
;c

� ~k#
): (72)

ThePaulim atrices�1;�2;�3 and theidentity m atrix�0 (om itted when clarityrequires),actin

thistwo-dim ensionalspace.Theunperturbed m ean-�eld Ham iltonian fora superconductor

with a constantgap � is:

Ĥ 0 =
X

~k

	
y

~k
�~k�3	 ~k

+
X

~k

	
y

~k
�� 1	 ~k

; (73)

and theim purity potentialis:

V̂ = V
X

~k;~k0

	
y

~k0
�3	 ~k

: (74)

Them atrix Green’sfunction isde�ned as

G(~k;i!)= � < T�	 ~k
(�)	

y

~k
(0)> : (75)

In com parison to ordinary notation we�nd

G11(
~k;i!)= G""(

~k;i!) (76)

G22(
~k;i!)= �G##(

~k;�i!) (77)

G12(
~k;i!)= F (~k;i!): (78)

Since the density ofstatesisindependentofthe spin direction in singletsuperconductors,

wehavethat

N (!)= �
1

�
Im Tr G11(

~k;! + i�): (79)

W em ay now easily calculatetheunperturbed Green’sfunction:
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G0(
~k;i!)=

1

i! � �~k�3 � �� 1

= �
i! + �~k�3 + �� 1

!2 + �2~k
+ � 2

: (80)

TheT-m atrix isagain de�ned by:

G(~k;~k
0
;i!)= G0(

~k;i!)�~k;~k0 + G0(
~k;i!)T (i!)G0(

~k
0
;i!); (81)

which leadsto:

T (i!)= V �3 + V
2
�3g0(i!)�3 + V

3
�3g0(i!)�3g0(i!)�3 + :::; (82)

where

g0(i!)=
X

~k

G0(
~k;i!)= �

X

~k

i!�0 + �~k�3 + �� 1

!2 + �2~k
+ � 2

: (83)

W eshallassum eparticle-holesym m etry so that

Z
!c

� !c

�~k = 0; (84)

where!cisthecuto�frequencyoftheinteraction,which ism uchsm allerthanthebandwidth.

W ealso recallthatin weak coupling �= 0 forj�~k
j> !c.Then:

g0(i!)= �(i!�0 + �� 1)N 0(�F )

Z
!c

� !c

d�

!2 + �2 + � 2

�

Z

j�j> !c

(i!�0 + ��3)N (�)d�

!2 + �2
(85)

= �(i!�0 + �� 1)N 0(�F )

Z !c

� !c

d�

!2 + �2 + � 2
+ A s (86)

= �(i!�0 + �� 1)
�N 0(�F )
p
!2 + � 2

+ A s: (87)

Theasym m etry factorisde�ned as

A s � �3N A = �3

2

4
X

~k

�~k

!2 + �2
~k

3

5 ; (88)

wherethesum runsoverwavevectorswhoseenergiesarefartherfrom theFerm isurfacethan

thecuto� frequency !c.W e�nd

N A = N u log(
�u

!c
)� N ‘log(

�‘

!c
); (89)
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in them odelofconstantdensity ofstatesbeyond !c.A s also hasan im aginary part,butit

issm allerby a factorof!=!c.

W em ay now com putetheT-m atrix:

T (i!)= V �3 + V
2
�3(a�0 + b�1 + N A�3)�3 + V

3
�3(a�0 + b�1 + N A�3)�3(a�0 + b�1 + N A�3)�3 + :::;

(90)

where the de�nitionsa(i!)= �i�N 0(�F )!=
p
!2 + � 2,and b(i!)= ��N 0(�F )�=

p
!2 + � 2

havebeen m ade.Itrem ainsto sum thegeom etricseriesand inverttheresulting m atrix:

T (i!)= V �3

1X

n= 0

[V (a�0 + b�1 + N A�3)�3]
n

= V �3[�0 � V a�3 � V b�1�3 � V N A�0]
� 1

= ~V �3[�0 � ~V a�3 � ~V b�1�3]
� 1

=
a~V 2�0 � b~V 2�1 + �3~V

1� a2~V 2 + b2V 2
: (91)

In theseequations,wehavem adethede�nition,asbefore:

~V =
V

1+ N AV
: (92)

Thisshowsthatthebinding potentialisrenorm alized by theband asym m etry justasin the

sem iconductorcase.Thislim itsitsstrength to som ething on theorderofthebandwidth.

Continuing to therealaxis,we�nd

T(!)=
a(!)~V 2�0 � b(!)~V 2�1 + �3

~V

1� a(!)2~V 2 + b(!)2V 2
(93)

=
a(!)~V 2�0 � b(!)~V 2�1 + �3~V

1+ (�N 0(�F )~V )
2

: (94)

This function is nonsingular,indicating that there are no bound states in the gap. This

arisesfrom a cancellation ofthefrequency dependence in thedenom inator,essentially that

ofAnderson’stheorem .

The asym ptoticdependence oftheGreen’sfunctionsatlargedistancesisofinterestfor

laterconsiderations. The com putationalm ethod isvery sim ilarforallcases,so itisgiven

in som edetailhereand abbreviated later.In threedim ensions,wehave:
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G(~r;i!)=

Z

e
i~k� ~r

G(~k;i!)d
3
k (95)

= �
N 0

4�

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

dx

Z
2�

0

d�
i!�0 + �~k�3 + � ~k

�1

!2 + �2~k
+ � 2

~k

e
ikrx

: (96)

Thex-integralisperform ed by choosing a contourwhich runsfrom z= �1+ i1 to �1,

then from �1 to +1,then from +1 to 1+ i1 .Sincewewillusethiscontourseveraltim es,

itis shown in Fig.7 forreference. Let u � (kF + �=vF )r. This variable m ust be treated

carefully astheapproxim ation oflineardispersion isavery lim ited one.W em ay extend the

lim its ofintegration over u only ifthe integralis rapidly convergent. This usually m eans

thatu m ustbeintegrated last.Bearing thisin m ind wehave:

I

dze
iuz

=

Z
1

� 1

dxe
iux

+ i

Z 1

0

dye
iu(1+ iy)

� i

Z 1

0

dye
iu(� 1+ iy)

; (97)

aslong asu > 0.Thecontourintegralvanishesbecausethefunction isanalytic,so we�nd

Z
1

� 1

dxe
iux

= �ie
iu

Z 1

0

e
� uy

dy+ i

Z 1

0

e
� uy

dy

= �
i

u
(e

iu
� e

� iu
)� �

i

kF r
(e

iu
� e

� iu
): (98)

Substituting yields

G(~r;i!)=
iN 0

2kF r

Z

d�[e
ir(kF + �=vF )� e

� ir(kF + �=vF )]
i!�0 + ��3 + �� 1

!2 + �2 + � 2

=
i�N 0e

� dr=vF

2kF rd
[(i!�0 + id�3 + �� 1)e

ikF r � (i!�0 � id�3 + �� 1)e
� ikF r]: (99)

Hered �
p
!2 + � 2.As�! 0,thisbecom es

G(~r;i!;�= 0)= �
�N 0

2kF r
e
� j!jr=vF [(sgn(!)�0 + �3)e

ikF r � (sgn(!)�0 � �3)e
� ikF r]: (100)

Thisisthe norm alstate Green’sfunction. The o�-diagonalcom ponentsare zero,and the

diagonalonem ay bewritten as:

G11(~r;i!;�= 0)= �
�N 0

kF r
e
� j!jr=vF e

ikF r sgn(!)
: (101)

Forfuturereference,thecorresponding resultin two dim ensionsis

G11(~r;i!;�= 0)= �
N 0

p
2�kF r

e
� j!jr=vF e

ikF r sgn(!)
: (102)

25



Atlow frequencies,! << �,we�nd

G(~r;i!;! << �)= �
�N 0

2kF r
e
� �r=vF [(sgn (!)�1 + �3)e

ikF r � (sgn (!)�1 � �3)e
� ikF r]: (103)

Theparticle-holepartin thelow frequency lim itis

G11(~r;!;! << �)= ��N 0e
� �r=vF

cos(kF r)

kF r
: (104)

The density ofstates is zero in the gap,so the Greeen’s function is purely real. The

exponentialdam ping in realspaceisalso dueto thisfact,thepoleofthefunction

1

�2 + !2 + � 2
(105)

being o� therealaxis.Thedecay length isthecoherencelength vF =�.

IV .U N C O N V EN T IO N A L SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

A .B ound state energies

Iwillrestrictthediscussion to thesingletcase.Thenew featurein theequationsisthat

thegap function isnow ~k-dependent,and satis�es:

X

~k

� ~k
= 0: (106)

TheGreen’sfunction isthesam easabove,and theT-m atrix isstillgiven by

T (i!)= ~V �3 +
~V
2
�3g0(i!)�3 +

~V
3
�3g0(i!)�3g0(i!)�3 + :::; (107)

where

g0(i!)=
X

~k

G0(
~k;i!)

= �i!N 0�0
1

4�

Z

d
~k

"Z !c

� !c

d�

!2 + �2 + � 2
~k

+

Z

j�j> !c

d�

!2 + �2

#

(108)

= �i!�0�N 0

1

4�

2

4

Z
d
~kq

!2 + � 2
~k

+ A s

3

5 : (109)
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Here
~k
isthesolid angleon thesphere.Theband asym m etry isrepresented by thesecond

term in theequation,and com esfrom theintegraloverenergiesfarfrom theFerm isurface.

Itse�ectisthesam easabove,i.e.,itresultsin thereplacem entofthebarepotentialV by

~V = V=(1+ N AV ).

Theequationsfortheunconventionalcaseare,to thispoint,actually som ewhatsim pler

than thes-wavecase.TheT-m atrixisobtained from Eq.91bysettingb= 0and a = g0(i!):

T(i!)=
g0(i!)

~V 2�0 + �3
~V

1� g0(i!)
2~V 2

: (110)

Com ponentby com ponent,we�nd

T11(!)=
g0(!)~V

2 + ~V

1� g0(!)
2~V 2

= ~V
1+ ~V g0(!)

1� ~V 2g20(!)
= ~V

1

1� ~V g0(!)
; (111)

fortheup-spin electrons,and

T22(�!)=
� ~V

1+ ~V g0(�!)
; (112)

forthedown spins.Thecorresponding equationsforthebinding energiesare:

Re g0(!b)=
1

~V
; (113)

and

Re g0(�!b)= �
1

~V
: (114)

Since,from Eq.108,Re g0(!)isodd (ifwe exclude the asym m etry term ),these equations

heavethesam esolution forthebound stateenergy !b,asindeed they m ust.

To getsom e insight into the equations,we com pute the T-m atrix forthe ’polar’case,

which hasa lineofnodeson theequatorialplaneoftheFerm isurface:� ~k
= � 0cos(�~k):W e

have

Im g0(!)= ��
N 0

4�

Z 1

� 1

d�

Z

d
~k
[�(! � E~k)+ �(! + E~k)] (115)

= ��N 0

Z 1

� 1

d�

Z
1

0

dx�(j!j�

q

�2 + � 2
0x

2); (116)
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which gives

Im g0(!)=
�j!jN 0�

2

2� 0

; j!j< � 0 (117)

=
�j!jN 0�

� 0

sin
� 1
(
� 0

!
); j!j> � 0: (118)

Com puting therealpart:

Re g0(!)= �
1

�

Z
Im g0(!

0)d!0

! � !0
(119)

�
N 0�

2� 0

Z
� 0

� � 0

j!0jd!0

! � !0
+
N 0�

2
[

Z !c

� 0

d!0

! � !0
+

Z � � 0

� !c

d!0

! � !0
] (120)

=
N 0�!

2� 0

logj
!2

� 2
0 � !2

j�
N 0�

2
logj

(!c� !)(� 0 + !)

(!c+ !)(� 0 � !)
j (121)
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N 0�!
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�
�
�
�
�
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� 2
0 � !2

�
�
�
�
�

!

; (122)

at sm all!. The asym m etry term A s has not been explicitly included in this expression,

since we m ay m ore conveniently include itin the potentialstrength. [A s = �N 0log(�u=�‘)

in thesim plestm odeldensity ofstates.]Forothergap functionswhich givean even sm aller

density ofstatesatlow energies,the slope ofthe realpartiscom pletely dom inated by the

�rstterm ,and givesa genericresult:

Re g0(!)� ��
N 0!

� 0

; (123)

where� isa num beroforderone.Thebound stateenergy is:

!b = �
� 0

�N 0
~V
; (124)

aslong asN 0
~V >> 1.Thisisthem oregenericresultfrom Eq.123,which wewillalso use

below. The logarithm ic corrections in the polarcase are only im portantif,foraccidental

reasons,1+ N AV isexponentially sm all.

Onceagain,in thiscase,thebound stateenergy doesnotgotozeroeven in theunitarity

lim it.Thisisvery im portantforthepropertiesofthebound statewavefunctions,to which

weturn next.
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B .A sym ptotic SpatialD ependence

Atlargedistancesfrom theim purity,thewavefunctionsforbound statesaredeterm ined

by theasym ptoticsofthediagonalelem entsofthereal-spaceGreen’sfunctionsevauated at

!b 30. The o�-diagonalelem ents are also ofinterest,asthey represent the suppression of

thegap in theneighborhood oftheim purity.Theirasym ptoticspatialdependenceisalways

thesam easthatofthediagonalelem ents,so Ido notgiveexpressionsforthem separately.

In three dim ensions I shallconcentrate on the polar case. The gap takes the form

�(~k) = � 0cos�~k. W e shalltake a sphericalFerm isurface;forthis situation the gap has

a line ofnodes around the equator. As in the previous section,we assum e that the pair

wavefunction is a singlet in spin space. This totalpair wavefunction does notsatisfy the

Pauliprinciple. However,itisthe sim plestexam ple ofan unconventionalstate with a line

ofnodesin threedim ensionsand thecalculationsforitarealready com plicated.

Now takethedirection r̂ from theim purity to bein thez-direction.Iwillwork outthe

Green’sfunction in them ain textforthiscase.Forothercases,the interm ediate stepsare

relegated to theappendix.

Then

G(rẑ;i!b)= �
N 0

2

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

e
iuxi!b+ ��3 + � 0x�1

!2
b + �2 + � 2

0x
2
dx: (125)

Theim portantintegral(becauseitexpressestheangulardependence)isthex integral.
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Thisis:

I(�;i!b)=

Z
1

� 1

e
iuxi!b+ ��3 + � 0x�1

!2
b + �2 + � 2

0x
2
dx

=
1

� 0

Z
1

� 1

e
iuxi
+ s�3 + x�1


2 + s2 + x2
dx

=
1

� 0

I

e
iuzi
+ s�3 + z�1


2 + s2 + z2
dz

�ie
iu 1

� 0

Z 1

0

e
� uyi
+ s�3 + (1+ iy)�1


2 + s2 + (1+ iy)2
dy

+ie
� iu 1

� 0

Z 1

0

e
� uyi
+ s�3 + (�1+ iy)�1


2 + s2 + (�1+ iy)2
dy: (126)

Them ethod isthesam easin thes-wavecase,and weusethesam econtour,asshown in Fig.

7.Thescaled variabless= �=�0,
= ! b=� 0,havebeen used,and again u = (kF + �=vF )r.

W e are interested in the lim its 
 << 1,and k F r >> 1:The contour integralis easily

perform ed by the residue theorem ,and the strongly peaked function e� uy allowsusto do

theothertwo integrals.Thus,

I(�;i!b)=
�

� 0

e
� u

p

 2+ s2 i
+ s�3 + i

p

2 + s2�1

p

2 + s2

� i
eiu

u� 0

s�3 + �1
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2
+ i

e� iu

u� 0
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1+ s2 + 
2
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(127)

Foru >> 1,wehavetheusefulintegrals:

I1 �

Z 1

� 1

e� u(

2+ s2)1=2ds
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uj
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Thisyields
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� 0kF r
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2

exp[�ikF r�
p
1+ 
2� 0r=vF ]: (130)

TheGreen’sfunction atlargedistancesistherefore
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G(rẑ;i!b)= �
N 0� 0
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Thecom ponentofm ostinterestistheparticle-holepartatrealfrequencies:

G11(rẑ;!b)= �
�N 0

2
(
2�j!bj

� 0kF r
)
1=2
e
� kF rj!bj=� 0 sgn (!b)

+
i�N 0

2
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(� 2
0 � !2
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1=2

e
� ikF r
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: (132)

The �rstterm isthepolecontribution,which arisesfrom interference ofthelow energy

statesnearthe line ofnodes. Ifthe state isprecisely atthe chem icalpotential,then these

statesinterfere to give a powerlaw decay. There isno oscillatory com ponentbecause the

stateson thenodallinehave~k� ~r= 0 forthisdirection of~r.Thelength scaleofthisdecay

is� 0=j!bjkF ,which istheinteratom icspacing unlessthebinding energy happensto bevery

sm all.

Thesecond term isthestationary-phasecontribution which isdueto thestatesnearthe

north and south polesofthe Ferm isurface.Since these aregapped,we getan exponential

fallo�which reectstheenergy gap atthesepoints.Thereisan oscillatory behaviorbecause

~k � ~r = �kF r atthese points. The length scale ofthe decay isthe ’local’coherence length

(coherencelength atthepole)�(kẑ)=v F ifthebinding energy issm all.

A second specialcaseofinterestiswhen thedirection of~rison theplaneofnodes.Then

wehave

G(rx̂;i!b)= �
N 0

4�

Z

d�

Z

ds

Z
1

� 1

e
iuxi!b+ s�3 + cos�(1� x2)1=2�1

!2
b + s2 + cos2�(1� x2)

dx: (133)

Thedetailsoftheintegration aregiven in theappendix.Theresultis:

G(rx̂;i!b)=
��N 0

2kF r
e
� j!bjr=vF

h

e
ikF r(sgn (!b)�0 + �3)� e

� ikF r(sgn (!b)�0 � �3)
i

: (134)
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Theparticle-holepartis

G11(rx̂;!b)=
��N 0

2kF r
e
� j!bjr=vF e

ikF r sgn (!b): (135)

These are essentially the norm alstate results. The pointhere isthatthe stationary phase

pointsat~k = �kF x̂ haveno gap and thebehavioristhereforeentirely norm al.

The generalcaseisrathercom plicated.Letthedirection from theim purity beinclined

atan angle to thez-axis.Letusde�ne

G(r; ;i!b)� G(r(sin x̂ + cos ẑ;i!b)) (136)

W ehavethat

G(r; ;i!b)= �
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; (137)

wherea � cos ;b= cos�sin ,and u � (kF + �=vF )r.Thecoordinatesfortheintegration

have been rotated so thatthe polaraxis de�ned by x = �1 isalong ~r. The particle-hole

partoftheGreen’sfunction isfound in theappendix to be:

G11(r; ;!b)=
�N 0sgn (!b)

kF r
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0
cos2  � !2

b
r=vF : (138)

Thisgeneralform doesnotreduce to Eq.135 when  = �=2 orto Eq.132 when  = 0.It

isonly valid in the interm ediate regim e ofangles.The resultdoes,however,show thatthe

two distinctdecay behaviorsnoted aboveareboth presentin thegenericcase.

C .T w o dim ensions

W enow turn tothecasem ostrelevanttohigh-Tc,which istwodim ensionswith asinglet

d-wavegap,(which isconsistentwith thePauliprinciple).TheFerm isurfaceisa circleand

thegap willbetaken as
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�(~k)= � 0cos2�~k: (139)

Thisd-wavegap hasnodesattheintersection ofthelineskx = �ky with theFerm isurface.

Letus�rstdeterm inetheGreen’sfunction forthedirection along oneoftheaxes.W ehave

G(rx̂;i!b)= �
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e
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: (140)

Here we have de�ned v = cos�~k so that� = � 0(2v
2 � 1). Also u = (kF + �=vF )r. The

integrationsareperform ed in theappendix.Theparticle-holepartis
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: (141)

The peculiar phase factors reect the orientation ofthe nodaldirections relative to the

crystalaxes.Theoverallbehaviorisvery sim ilarto thethree-dim ensionalcase,Eq.132

Thedirection along thenodeism oreeasily com puted.
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wherethepartproportionalto �1 vanishesby sym m etry.Theintegrationsareperform ed in

theappendix,with theresultthat:
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Thisisessentially thetwo-dim ensionalnorm alstateresult.

Now consider the generalcase,where the direction is inclined atan angle  from the

diagonaland de�ne:

G(r; ;i!b)� G(i!b;rcos(
�

4
�  )̂x + sin(

�

4
�  )̂y): (144)

Theresult,derived in theappendix,is:
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: (145)

D .D iscussion

As com pared with the sem iconductor, there are severalinteresting di�erences in the

bound state wavefunctions ofthe unconventionalsuperconductor. The m ost im portantis

the factthatthe decay length m ay becom e longer,notshorter,asthe bound state energy

approaches m idgap. In both cases,however,there is nothing specialaboutthe m iddle of

thegap in a realsystem ,so exponentialdecay isstillthenorm .

In the superconductor, the wavefunctions have two com ponents when viewed in real

space.The two com ponentscorrespond to two di�erentexponentialdecay lengths.One of

these lengthsisdeterm ined by the gap along the direction ofpropagation. Thislength is

vF =

q

�( k̂)2 � !2
b.Thisissim ilarto thes-wave case exceptfortheanisotropy.Indeed,this

contribution com esfrom thefully gapped region oftheFerm isurface.Thesecond length is

vF =j!bcos j,where istheangleaway from thenodalplane.Thiscontribution ispeculiar

to the unconventionalcase,arising from the gap nodes. These lengths are anisotropic,so
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thewavefunctionsarealso anisotropic,with ’arm s’in thedirectionsofthegap nodes.Som e

very nicepicturesofthesewavefunctionsm ay befound in Ref.[18].

Thedecay isalwaysexponentialin alldirectionsunless,foraccidentalreasons,thebound

stateenergy iszero.

V .M A N Y IM P U R IT IES IN SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

A .Introduction

The discussion of m any im purities in the m etaland the superconductor are usually

considered tobeparallel,and thesam eequations,with onlythegeneralization totheNam bu

form alism ,are used for both [20]. In articular,the m ethod ofim purity averaging is not

m odi�ed.Hence,in thissection weshallnotrepeatthecalculationsofSec.IIG.

Forunconventionalsuperconductors,withouta hard gap,thisisfundam entally reason-

able. W e have seen that im purity averaging becom es valid when the continuum states

overlap the bound state energy. The constructive buildup ofphase required to m ake the

bound state isdestroyed when there isoverlap with the continuum states,them selvespos-

sessing a random shift.Thisisalwaysthecase,asthebound stateenergy isnotin m idgap.

Accordingly,the pole found in the T-m atrix calculationsshould im m ediately broaden into

a resonance. Thisbeing said,one should addressfourbasic issueswhich arise in practical

calculations. These are: sym m etry ofthe DOS around the chem icalpotential,the nature

ofthe statesatthe chem icalpotential,the validity ofthe noncrossing approxim ation,and

im purity band form ation.

The �rsttwo are relatively easily dealtwith. The third and fourth are treated in the

nexttwo sections.

Thedensity ofstatesisnotsym m etricaboutthechem icalpotential,even when particle-

hole sym m etry is valid. This has already been pointed recently by other authors in the

m agneticim purity case[18],[19].Thisarisesfrom thesam esourceasin thesem iconductor.
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Sym m etry ofthe DOS requires thatthe bands them selves be sym m etric over their whole

energy range,notjustovertheneighborhood ofthechem icalpotential.Itappearsthatthis

factisoftennottaken intoaccountinpracticalcalculations.Theclassicreference[20]advises

usto neglectthe realpartofthe energy shift. Thisisindeed safe forthe neighborhood of

the Ferm ienergy in a m etal,and forweak scattering in s-wave superconductors,the cases

discussed in Ref.[20].Itisnotvalid in unconventionalsuperconductorswith a softgap.

The states at the chem icalpotentialare som etim es term ed ’bound states’,and their

heritageasthedescendantsoftheT-m atrix polesisem phasized.Itshould beclearfrom the

discussion thatthisisnotcorrect. These statesare the broadened and shifted continuum

states. The num ber ofsuch states in any range ofenergies is proportionalto the total

num beroforbitalsin the system . The daughtersofthe bound stateswillgenerally live in

a resonanceaway from thechem icalpotential.Theirnum berisproportionalto thenum ber

ofim purities.

B .N oncrossing approxim ation

One approxim ation used in nearly allcalculationsofsuperconducting propertiesisthe

noncrossing approxim ation.Thishasbeen questioned in recentwork,[15],and Ireproduce

and expand this criticism here. This approxim ation is de�ned diagram atically by repre-

senting each im purity asa crossthrough which m om entum owsand isconserved. Letus

restrictthe discussion in thissection to the Born approxim ation forsim plicity. Then two

typicaldiagram sforthenorm alstateareshown in Fig.8.W etakeacircularFerm icurvein

a two-dim ensionalsystem .Diagram (a)in Fig.8 hasno crossed lines,whereasdiagram (b)

does.Thesam eprocessesareshown in m om entum spacein thediagram sin Fig.9.Diagram

(a)describes a retraceable path,while diagram (b)containsa circuit. Therefore,the sec-

ond diagram m ustsatisfy oneadditionalm om entum conservation condition.Itistherefore

sm aller in m agnitude than the �rst. Explicit calculation shows that the sm allparam eter

involved is(1=kF ‘),where‘isthem ean freepath.
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In a two-dim ensionald-wave superconducting stateatlow tem peratures,thisargum ent

m ust be reconsidered. Alldiagram s m ust e�ectively satisfy additionalm om entum con-

straints,asonlyscatteringbetween gap nodes,situated at(�kF =
p
2;�kF =

p
2)isim portant.

Thetwo diagram sin Fig.10 again correspond to theprocessesofFig.8.Thetwo diagram s

areofroughly equalweight,even though thesecond oneiscrossed.Thereareno additional

constraintswhich m ustbesatis�ed by thesecond diagram .

The noncrossing approxim ation istherefore very questionable in unconventionalsuper-

conductorswith pointnodes. The authorsofRef.[15]attem ptto go beyond thisapprox-

im ation in a not very realistic m odel. No calculations oftransport properties have been

carried outexceptusing thenoncrossing approxim ation.Itcertainly isdi�culttojustify for

thed-wave statesconsidered in thecontextofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivity,ifthese

m aterialsaretaken to betwo-dim ensional.

C .Im purity band form ation

Doesthere exist the possibility ofthe form ation ofan im purity band ? Doesconduc-

tion in thisband inuence,oreven dom inate,the transportpropertiesin the lim itoflow

tem peratures?

W e begin,asin Sec.IIG,by considering two im purities. The overlap now depends,to

som eextent,on thedirection ofthevectorconnecting thetwo im purities,with thedirection

ofm inim um gap being the direction ofm axim um overlap. Ifwe take the two-dim ensional

exam ple sum m arized in Eq.145 the overlap proceeds according to exp(�kF rjcos j) or

exp(�j!bcos jr=vF ).

Theintroduction ofm any im puritiesalwaysbringsonenew num berto theproblem :the

average distance between im purities,which shallbe denoted by ‘im p � n
� 1=d

im p ,where nim p

is the num ber ofim purities per unit volum e. Ifthe im purities are notidentical,we have

a disorderparam eterW ,de�ned asthewidth ofthedistribution ofthepotentialstrength,

previously thesinglenum berV ,oftheim purities.Theusualm odelofim puritiesisthatthey
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areallidentical:W = 0,butwewillconsideralso W 6= 0.Ifinteractionson theim purities

are im portant,we m ay introduce a Hubbard-type param eter to describe the interaction

strength. W e shallnot discuss this possibility,but only note that this also introduces a

breaking ofthe band sym m etry which can m ove the bound state away from m idgap. This

situation istreated in Ref.[18].

The�rstquestion forband form ation isthefollowing:given a wavepacketlocated atan

im purity site,isitm orelikely to hop to a neighboring im purity,orto leak into a continuum

state? Ifthelatter,then theim puritiesm erely form a system ofresonancesand averaging

proceduresshould beapproxim ately valid.In thiscase,wem ay m akeargum entssim ilarto

those forthe sem iconductorto argue thatthe resultsofthe two typesofcalculationsm ay

becom bined.

IfW = 0,then thebound stateenergy!bis�xed atsom eposition relativetothechem ical

potential�. In the generalcase !b 6= �,even in the unitary lim it,aswe have seen above.

Thism eansthatthereisa �nitedensity ofstatesat!b.Thelifetim eofthewavepacketfor

decay into thecontinuum �c isgiven by

1

�c
= �N (!b)jV j

2
: (146)

Neartheunitary lim it,wehavejV j> 1=N 0.Using Eq.123,wethen �nd

1

�c
>

!b

�N 0

: (147)

Thism ay be anom alousonly ifj!bj<< � 0. The rate forinterim purity hopping 1=�i,isof

order

1

�i
�
e� ‘im p=�d

N 0

; (148)

where�d isthem inim um decay length.Asshown above,wehavethat�d = vF =j!bj.

Thecriterion forband form ation isthen

e
� ‘im p=�d �

��!b

�
: (149)
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Unless!b isaccidentally very sm all,thism eansthatwem usthave‘im p � �d.However,this

isthedirty lim it.Thislim itdoesnotexistforunconventionalsuperconductorsbecausethe

criticaltem perature Tc is a sensitive function ofim purity concentration and the situation

‘im p � �d correspondsto Tc ! 0.Henceband form ation doesnotoccurin theW = 0 case.

Theonly possibleexception would beif,by som eaccident,j!bj<< �.Thisisan intriguing

possibility.However,itisnotrelated to theunitary lim it.

Now considerthecaseof�niteW .Therewillbeadistribution ofbound stateenergies.If

thisdistribution doesnotincludethechem icalpotential,then thepreviousconclusion that

no im purity band form srem ainsvalid,asno quasi-bound stateshavelow enough energy to

be anything butbroad resonances. The interesting case iswhen the distribution isbroad

enough thatsom eofthebound stateshavevery sm allj!bj,(j!bj<< �).

W e m ay build up the state by considering pairs ofim purities. Alm ost allsuch pairs

which involve a low-energy im purity state (energy j!b1j) willthen involve as the second

m em ber a state forwhich j!b2j� �. These states willm ix,with overlap m atrix elem ent

M 12.Undertheinuence ofthem ixing,state1 then hasprobability am plitudeon site2 of

M 2
12=(!b1 � !b2)

2,when jM 12j<< j(!b1 � !b2)j. The transition rate to the continuum for

thisstateisthen

1

�c
�

M 2
12
��

j!b2j�N 0

: (150)

Ifsite1hasm any such neighbors,then thetransition ratetothecontinuum ism ultiplied by

thenum berofneighbors.W hathappensisthatthestaeleaks�rstthrough an im purity and

then into the continuum . Rare transitionsfrom one low energy im purity state to another

willthereforenotlead totheform ation ofawell-de�ned band,and transportoccursthrough

theextended states.

The result is a collection ofresonances together with a set ofbroadened continuum

levels. Asin the sem iconductorcase,the totalnum berofcontinuum statesisequalto the

num berofatom icorbitalsin thesam ple;thenum berofresonancesisequaltothenum berof

im purities.Theresulting totaldensity ofstatesisshown in Fig.11.W em ustconcludethat
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thelow tem perature behaviorin thissystem isneverdom inated by interim purity hopping.

As a result,calculations using im purity averaging m ethods should lead to correct results.

However,thenoncrossing approxim ation m ay bedangerousin two dim ensions,and theuse

ofa sym m etric density ofstatesisnotjusti�ed.

I am very gratefulto A.V.Balatsky and A.Chubukov for helpfuldiscussions. This

work was supported by the NationalScience Foundation through Grant DM R-92-14739

and through the M aterialsResearch Science and Engineering Center Program ,GrantNo.

DM R-96-32527.

V I.A P P EN D IX

In thisappendix Igivedetailsofthem orelengthy integrations.Eq.151 is

G(i!;rx̂)= �
N 0

4�

Z

d�

Z

ds

Z
1

� 1

e
iuxi
+ s�3 + cos(�)(1� x2)1=2�1


2 + s2 + cos2(�)(1� x2)
dx: (151)

The lastterm in the num eratorgiveszero on integration over�. W e again write the x

integralas

I =

Z
1

� 1

dxe
iux

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + cos2(�)(1� x2)

=

I

dz e
iuz

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + cos2(�)� z2cos2(�)

�i

Z 1

0

dy e
iu(1+ iy)

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + cos2(�)� (1+ iy)2cos2(�)

+i

Z 1

0

dy e
iu(� 1+ iy) i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + cos2(�)� (�1+ iy)2cos2(�)
: (152)

The poleslie on therealaxisoutside the contour,so the contourintegraliszero.Thuswe

obtain a very sim pleresult:

I =
�i(i
+ s�3)


2 + s2

eiu � e� iu

u
; (153)

again becauseu >> 1.Then

G(i!;rx̂)=
iN 0

4�kF r

Z

d�

Z

ds
(i
+ s�3)ds


2 + s2
(e

i(kF + s� 0=vF )r � e
� i(kF + s� 0=vF )r)

=
��N 0

2kF r

h

e
ikF r(sgn (!)�0 + �3)� e

� ikF r(sgn (!)�0 � �3)
i

: (154)
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ThisisEq.134.

Letusnow carry outthe integration fora polargap in the generalcase. The Green’s

function isgiven by Eq.137:

G(r(sin x̂+ cos ẑ);i!)= �
N 0

4�

Z
2�

0

d�

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

dxe
iux
i! + ��3 + � 0�1(ax � b

p
1� x2)

!2 + �2 + � 2
0(ax� b

p
1� x2)2

;

(155)

wherea � cos ;b= cos�sin ,and u � (kF + �=vF )r.Thecoordinatesfortheintegration

havebeen rotated so thatthepolaraxisde�ned by x = �1 isalong~r.Thisisrewritten as:

G(r(sin x̂ + cos ẑ;i!)= �
N 0

4�� 0

Z
2�

0

d�

Z

dsI(
;a;b); (156)

where

I(
;a;b)=

Z
1

� 1

dxe
iuxi
+ s�3 + �1(ax� b

p
1� x2)


2 + s2 + (ax � b
p
1� x2)2

; (157)

which m ay again beevaluated using thesam econtourasabove.Thisprocedureyields

I(
;a;b)=

I

dze
iuzi
+ s�3 + �1(az� b

p
1� z2)


2 + s2 + [az� b
p
1� z2]2

�i

Z 1

0

dye
iu(1+ iy)

i
+ s�3 + �1(a(1+ iy)� b
q

1� (1+ iy)2)


2 + s2 + [a(1+ iy)� b
q

1� (1+ iy)2]2

i

Z 1

0

dye
iu(� 1+ iy)

i
+ s�3 + �1(a(�1+ iy)� b
q

1� (�1+ iy)2)


2 + s2 + [a(�1+ iy)� b
q

1� (�1+ iy)2]2
: (158)

Thepoleslieatpointsdeterm ined by theequation

ax � b
p
1� x2 = �i(


2
+ s

2
)
1=2
: (159)

Therearefoursuch roots:

x� ;� = �
b(a2 + b2 + s2 + 
2)1=2

(a2 + b2)
�
ia(
2 + s2)1=2

a2 + b2
: (160)

Only thetwo with positiveim aginary parts(x+ + and x� + )m ay liein thecontour,and then

only ifjRe xj< 1. Thisisthe case ifjsj< (a4=b2 + a2 � 
2)1=2 � s0. The cutsproduced
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by the square rootscan be chosen to be along (�1 ;�1)and (1;1 ). They lie outside the

contour.Perform ing theintegrationsleadsto

I(
;a;b)= �(s 0 � jsj)�e
iux+ +

i
+ s�3 + i
p

2 + s2�1

p

2 + s2

+�(s 0 � jsj)�e
iux� +

i
+ s�3 + i
p

2 + s2�1

p

2 + s2

�i
eikF r

kF r

i
+ s�3 + a�1


2 + s2 + a2
e
is� 0r=vF

+i
e� ikF r

kF r

i
+ s�3 � a�1


2 + s2 + a2
e
� is� 0r=vF : (161)

This m ust next be integrated over s. The �rst two integrals can be perform ed by the

stationary phaseapproxim ation,takingu asalargeparam eterand expanding theargum ent

ofthe exponentialaboutitsm axim um . These expansions are valid ifkF rsin >> 1 and

kF rcos >> 1. Thus,the resultisnotvalid nearthe equatiororthe poles. Fortunately,

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

integrations.Thisleadsto theexpression

Z 1

� 1

I(
;a;b)= 2�i(sgn (!)+ �1)[
2�j
j(a2 + b2)

au
]
1=2

exp

"
iub

p
a2 + b2 + 
2 � auj
j

a2 + b2

#

+2�i(sgn (!)+ �1)[
2�j
j(a2 + b2)

au
]
1=2

exp

"
�iub

p
a2 + b2 + 
2 � auj
j

a2 + b2

#

+
�eikF r

kF r
[



p

2 + a2

� i
a�1

p

2 + a2

+ �3]e
�
p

 2+ a2� 0r=vF

�
�e� ikF r

kF r
[



p

2 + a2

+ i
a�1

p

2 + a2

� �3]e
�
p

 2+ a2� 0r=vF : (162)

The �nalintegration over the azim uthalangle isalso sim pli�ed by the factthatu >> 1,

and thesam em ethod m ay beused.
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G(r(sin x̂+ cos ẑ;i!)= �
N 0� 0

4�

Z
2�

0

d�

Z

dsI(
;a;b)

= �
iN 0� 0

2
(sgn (
)+ �1)

Z
2�

0

[
2�j
j(cos2 + sin2 cos2�)

ucos 
]
1=2

�

exp[
iusin cos� � uj
jcos 

cos2 + sin2 cos2�
]d�

�
iN 0� 0

2
(sgn (
)+ �1)

Z
2�

0

[
2�j
j(cos2 + sin2 cos2�)

ucos 
]
1=2

�

exp[
�iusin cos� � uj
jcos 

cos2 + sin2 cos2�
]d�

+
�iN 0�e

ikF r

2kF r
[

!
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
� i

cos �1
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
+ �3]�

e
�
p

!2+ � 2

0
cos2  r=vF

+
iN 0�e

ikF r

2kF r
[

!
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
+ i

cos �1
p
!2 + cos2 

� �3]�

e
�
p

!2+ � 2

0
cos2  r=vF : (163)

Theintegrationsthen give

G(r(sin x̂ + cos ẑ;i!)= �
i�N 0

2kF r
(sgn (!)+ �1)[

2j!j

� 0jcos j
2jsin j2

]
1=2

�

e
ikF rsin � kF rj!jjcos j=� 0

�
i�N 0

2kF r
(sgn (!)+ �1)[

2j!j

� 0jcos j
2jsin j2

]
1=2

�

e
� ikF rsin � kF rj!jjcos j=� 0

+
�iN 0�e

ikF r

2kF r
[

!
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
� i

cos �1
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
+ �3]�

e
�
p

!2+ � 2

0
cos2  r=vF

+
iN 0�e

ikF r

2kF r
[

!
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
+ i

cos �1
q

!2 + � 2
0cos

2 
� �3]�

e
�
p

!2+ � 2

0
cos2  r=vF : (164)

Thisleadsim m ediately to Eq.138.

TheGreen’sfunction form otion away from theim purity along thex-axisin two dim en-

sionsisgiven by Eq.140:

G(i!;rx̂)= �
2N 0

�

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

dv
p
1� v2

i! + ��3 + � 0�1(2v
2 � 1)

!2 + �2 + � 2
0(2v

2 � 1)2
e
iuv
: (165)
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Herev = cos(�),�= � 0(2v
2 � 1)and u = (kF + �=vF )r.W em ay also write

G(i!;rx̂)= �
2N 0

�

Z

dsI(
;s); (166)

where

I(
;s)�

Z
1

� 1

dv
p
1� v2

i
+ s�3 + �1(2v
2 � 1)

t2 + (2v2 � 1)2
e
iuv
; (167)

and 
 = !=� 0,s = �=�0,and t=
p

2 + s2. As usual,we split the integralinto three

parts:

I(
;s)= I1(
;s)+ I2(
;s)+ I3(
;s); (168)

with

I1(
;s)=

I
dz

p
1� z2

i
+ s�3 + �1(2z
2 � 1)

t2 + (2z2 � 1)2
e
iuz
; (169)

I2(
;s)= �i

Z 1

0

dy
q

1� (1+ iy)2

i
+ s�3 + �1[2(1+ iy)2 � 1]

t2 + [2(1+ iy)2 � 1]2
e
iu(1+ iy)

; (170)

and

I3(
;s)= i

Z 1

0

dy
q

1� (�1+ iy)2

i
+ s�3 + �1[2(�1+ iy)2 � 1]

t2 + [2(�1+ iy)2 � 1]2
e
iu(� 1+ iy)

: (171)

Turning �rstto I1,welocatethepolesoftheintegrand at

t
2
+ (2z

2
� 1)

2
= 0 (172)

or

z
2
=
1

2
(1� it): (173)

There are fourpoles,only two ofwhich have positive im aginary partsand thusm ay lie in

thecontour.Letuscallthem z1 and z2.They satisfy

jz1j= jz2j= jzj
1
p
2
(1+ t

2
)
1=4

(174)
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and z1 = �jzje� i�,z2 = jzjei�,with � = 1

2
tan� 1(t).Ifthe realpartsofthese quantitiesare

lessthan unity in absolute m agnitude,then they lie in the contour. A bitoftrigonom etry

shows that this occurs only ift < 2
p
2. This condition willnorm ally be ful�lled in our

problem .Theothertwo rootslieatz3 = �jzjei� and z4 = jzje� i�.

Thecontourintegralisnow written as:

I1(
;s)=
1

4

I
dz

p
1� z2

i
+ s�3 + �1(2z
2 � 1)

(z� z1)(z� z2)(z� z3)(z� z4)
e
iuz
; (175)

and theresiduetheorem gives

I1(
;s)=
1

4
2�i�(

p
8� t)�

2

4
i
+ s�3 + �1(2z

2
1
� 1)

q

1� z21(z1 � z2)(z1 � z3)(z1 � z4)
e
iuz1 +

i
+ s�3 + �1(2z
2
2
� 1)

q

1� z22(z2 � z1)(z2 � z3)(z2 � z4)
e
iuz2

3

5 :(176)

Using

q

1� z21 =
1
p
2
(1+ t

2
)
1=4
e
i�
= jzje

i�
;

q

1� z22 =
1
p
2
(1+ t

2
)
1=4
e
� i�

= jzje
� i�
;

2z
2

1
� 1= �it;

2z
2

2
� 1= it; (177)

thism ay berewritten as

I1(
;s)=
i�

2
�(
p
8� t)jzj

� 4
�

[
(i
+ s�3 � it�1)e

iuz1

ei�(�e� i� � ei�)(�e� i� + ei�)(�e� i� � e� i�)

+
(i
+ s�3 + it�1)e

iuz2

e� i�(ei� + e� i�)(ei� + ei�)(ei� � e� i�)
]

=
i�

2
�(
p
8� t)(

4

1+ t2
)�

[
(i
+ s�3 � it�1)e

iuz1

(�2cos�)(2isin�)(�2)
+
(i
+ s�3 + it�1)e

iuz2

(2cos�)(2)(2isin�)
]: (178)

Since 1

2
sin� cos� sin2� = sintan� 1t= t=

p
1+ t2,thisbecom es
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I1(
;s)=
�

2
�(
p
8� t)(

1

t
p
1+ t2

)�

[(i
+ s�3 � it�1)e
iuz1 + (i
+ s�3 + it�1)e

iuz2]: (179)

Integrating this:

Z

dsI1(
;s)=
�

2

Z 1

� 1

ds�(
p
8�

p

2 + s2)(

1
p

2 + s2

p
1+ 
2 + s2

)�

h

(i
+ s�3 � i
p

2 + s2�1)exp

�
�iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + s2 + 1

�

�

exp

�
�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 + s2 � 1

�

+(i
+ s�3 + i
p

2 + s2�1)exp

�
iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + s2 + 1

�

�

exp

�

(
�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 + s2 � 1

��

: (180)

Sinceu >> 1,weexpand theargum entoftheexponentialaround itsm axim um ats= 0:

exp(
�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 + s2 � 1)� exp(

�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 � 1)�

exp[
�us2

8
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

� 1=2
(1+ 


2
)
� 1=2

]; (181)

and evaluatetherestoftheintegrand ats= 0,so thatt! 
.Thisyields

Z

dsI1(
;s)=
�

2
(
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)1=4

(1+ 
2)1=4
)(
8�

kF r
)
1=2

exp(
�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 � 1)�

[(isgn 
� i�1)exp(
�iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + 1)

+(isqn 
+ i�1)exp(
iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + 1)]: (182)

Theotherintegralsaresim pler:

I2(
;s)= �ie
iu

Z
dy

p
y2 � 2iy

i
+ s�3 + �1[2(1+ iy)2 � 1]

t2 + [2(1+ iy)2 � 1]2
e
� uy

� �i(�2i)
� 1=2

e
iui
+ s�3 + �1

t2 + 1

Z 1

0

dy
p
y
e
� uy

=
1� i

2

s
�

kF r
e
ikF re

is� 0r=vF
i
+ s�3 + �1

s2 + 
2 + 1
; (183)

and sim ilarly

I3(
;s)
1+ i

2

s
�

kF r
e
� ikF re

� is� 0r=vF
i
+ s�3 + �1

s2 + 
2 + 1
: (184)

46



Theseexpression areeasily integrated overenergy:

Z 1

� 1

dsI2(
;s)=
(1� i)�

2

s
�

kF r
e
ikF re

�
p
1+ 
 2� 0r=vF

i
+ i
p
1+ 
2�3 + �1

p
1+ 
2

; (185)

and

Z 1

� 1

dsI3(
;s)=
(1+ i)�

2

s
�

kF r
e
� ikF re

�
p
1+ 
 2� 0r=vF

i
� i
p
1+ 
2�3 + �1

p
1+ 
2

: (186)

47



Com bining Eqs.165,182,185,and 186,we�nd

G(i!;rx̂)= �
2N 0

�
�

[
�

2
(
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)1=4

(1+ 
2)1=4
)(
8�

kF r
)
1=2

exp(
�u

2

q p
1+ 
2 � 1)�

[(isgn 
� i�1)exp(
�iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + 1)

+(isqn 
+ i�1)exp(
iu

2

q p
1+ 
2 + 1)]

+
(1� i)�

2

s
�

kF r
e
ikF re

�
p
1+ 
 2� 0r=vF

i
+ i
p
1+ 
2�3 + �1

p
1+ 
2

;

+
(1� i)�

2

s
�

kF r
e
� ikF re

�
p
1+ 
 2� 0r=vF

i
� i
p
1+ 
2�3 + �1

p
1+ 
2

:

(187)

From thisEq.141 followsim m ediately.

TheGreen’sfunction forthedirection alongthenodeism oreeasily com puted.W ehave,

from Eq.142,that

G(i!;r
x̂+ ŷ
p
2
)= �

2N 0

�

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

dv
p
1� v2

i! + ��3 + � 0�1v
p
1� v2

!2 + �2 + 2� 2
0v

2(1� v2)
e
iuv
; (188)

wherethepartproportionalto �1 vanishesby sym m etry.and with theusualbreakup:

G(i!;r
x̂+ ŷ
p
2
)= �

2N 0

�

Z

ds(I1 + I2 + I3): (189)

Now

I1 =

I
dz

p
1� z2

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + 2z2(1� z2)
e
iuz

= �
1

4

I
i
+ s�3 + �1z

p
1� z2

(z� z1)(z� z2)(z� z3)(z� z4)
e
iuz
; (190)

wheretherootsare

z1 =
i
p
2
(
p
1+ t2 � 1)

1=2

z2 = �z1

z3 = �
1
p
2
(
p
1+ t2 + 1)

1=2

z4 = �z3: (191)
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W eshallalso need:

q

1� z21 = z4 (192)

Only z1 liesin thecontour.Evaluating theintegral:

I1 = �
2�i

4
(1� z

2

1
)
� 1=2 i
+ s�3

(z1 � z2)(z1 � z3)(z1 � z4)
e
iuz1

=
��i

2

i
+ s�3

z4(2z1)(z
2
1 � z23)

e
iuz1

=
�(i
+ s�3

jtj
p
1+ t2

exp[
�u
p
2
(
p
1+ t2 � 1)

1=2
] (193)

Integrating overenergy:

Z

dsI1 = �

Z 1

� 1

ds
i
+ s�3

p

2 + s2

p
1+ 
2 + s2

exp[
�u
p
2
(
p
1+ 
2 + s2 � 1)

1=2
]

= �
i


j
j
p
1+ 
2

exp[
�u
p
2
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=2
]�

Z 1

� 1

dsexp[
�us2

4
p
2
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=2
p
1+ 
2]

= (
4�3

p
2

kF r
)
1=2 isgn 


(1+ 
2)1=4
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=4
e
� kF r(

p
1+ 
 2� 1)1=2=

p
2
: (194)

Theotherintegralsaresim pler,asusual.

I2 = �i

Z 1

0

dy
q

1� (1+ iy)2

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + 2(1+ iy)2(1� (1+ iy)2)
e
iu(1+ iy)

;

� �ie
iu

Z 1

0

dy
p
�2iy

e
� uyi
+ s�3

s2 + 
2

=
1� i

2

eikF r
p
kF r

i
+ s�3

s2 + 
2
e
ikF s� 0r=vF ; (195)

and

I3 = i

Z 1

0

dy
q

1� (�1+ iy)2

i
+ s�3


2 + s2 + 2(�1+ iy)2(1� (�1+ iy)2)
e
iu(� 1+ iy)

;

� ie
� iu

Z 1

0

dy
p
2iy

e
� uyi
+ s�3

s2 + 
2

=
1+ i

2

e� ikF r
p
kF r

i
+ s�3

s2 + 
2
e
� ikF s� 0r=vF : (196)

Theenergy integralsareeasily done:
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Z

dsI2 =
(1� i)�

2

eikF r
p
kF r

(isgn 
+ i�3)e
� j!jr=vF ; (197)

and

Z

dsI3 =
(1+ i)�

2

e� ikF r
p
kF r

(isgn ! � i�3)e
� j!jr=vF : (198)

From Eqs.189,194,197,and 198,theGreen’sfunction is

G(i!;r
x̂+ ŷ
p
2
)= �

2N 0

�
�

[(
4�3

p
2

kF r
)
1=2 isgn 


(1+ 
2)1=4
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=4
e
� kF r(

p
1+ 
 2� 1)1=2=

p
2

+
(1� i)�

2

eikF r
p
kF r

(isgn 
+ i�3)e
� j!jr=vF

+
(1+ i)�

2

e� ikF r
p
kF r

(isgn ! � i�3)e
� j!jr=vF ]: (199)

From this,Eq.143 followsim m ediately.

Thegeneraldirection isgiven by theequation:

G(i!;rcos(
�

4
�  )̂x + rsin(

�

4
�  )̂y)= �

N 0

�
�

Z

d�

Z
1

� 1

dv
p
1� v2

i! + ��3 + � 0�1v
p
1� v2

!2 + �2 + 2� 2
0v

2(1� v2)
�

e
iu(vcos +

p
1� v2 sin )

+(sin ! � sin ;�1 ! ��1):

=

Z

ds(I1 + I2 + I3) (200)

Thetwo integralscom efrom theregions� = (0;�)and � = (�;2�).Then we�nd

I1 =
�

2

i
+ s�3 + ijtj�1

jtj
p
1+ t2

exp[iu(z1cos + z4sin )]

+
�

2

i
+ s�3 � ijtj�1

jtj
p
1+ t2

exp[iu(z1cos � z4sin )]; (201)

wheretheresultisobtained by thesam em ethod asthatin Eq.193.Theenergy integralis:

Z

dsI1 = (
4�3

p
2

kF rjcos j
)
1=2isgn 
+ i�1

(1+ 
2)1=4
(
p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=4
�
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e
� kF rjcos j(

p
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 2� 1)1=2=

p
2
exp[ikF rsin (

p
1+ 
2 � 1)

1=2
=
p
2]

+ (
4�3

p
2

kF rjcos j
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1=2isgn 
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exp[�ikF rsin (
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1=2
=
p
2]: (202)

Sim ilarly,from Eqs.197 and 198,wehave

Z

dsI2 =
(1� i)�

2

eikF rcos 
q

kF rjcos j
(isgn 
+ i�3)e

� j! cos jr=vF ; (203)

and

Z

dsI3 =
(1+ i)�

2

e� ikF rcos 
q

kF rjcos j
(isgn ! � i�3)e

� j! cos jr=vF : (204)

Finally,letusde�ne

G� (i!; )= G(i!;rcos(
�

4
�  )̂x+ sin(

�

4
�  )̂y): (205)

Collecting results,wehave
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9
=

;
: (206)

ThisisEq.145.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Density ofstatesfora m odelsem iconductorwith a band structurewhich issym m etric

aboutthegap m idpoint.Thissystem containsa singleim purity which isa unitary scatterer.This

resultsin a m idgap state.

FIG .2. Density ofstatesfora m odelsem iconductorwith a band structure which isnotsym -

m etricaboutthegap m idpoint.Thissystem containsasingleim purity which isaunitary scatterer.

Thisresultsin a bound state which isnotatm idgap.Thisisthe generic case.

FIG .3. Density ofstates for an arti�calsem iconductor with nearest-neighbor tight-binding

dispersion and a gap. This density ofstates has an asym m etry factor of0.25 t / unitcell. The

asym m etry factorisde�ned in the text.

FIG .4. Density ofstates fora sem iconductorwith m any im puritiesusing the usualim purity

averaging procedure.Theim purity density isabovethecriticalvalue,so thegap has�lled in.The

even density ofstatesisfora sem iconductorwith a band structurewhich issym m etric aboutthe

gap m idpoint. The param eters,referring to Figure 1,are �1=� = 5 and n im pV
2
N 0=� = 0:8:The

asym m etric denstiy ofstatesisforan asym m etric density ofstates. The param eters,referring to

Fig.2,are�‘=� = 5,�u=� = 8,and n im pV
2
N 0=� = 0:8:

FIG .5. Thedensity ofstatesforam odelsem iconductorwith m any im purities.Thecalculation

com binestheresultsoftheT-m atrix and theim purity averaging.Theconcentration issubcritical,

so the gap is not com pletely closed. The bound states are shown in black. Note that the total

num berofbound statesisproportionaltothenum berofim purities,whereasthenum berofstatesin

a �xed energy rangearound thechem icalpotentialisproportionalto thetotalnum beroforbitals.
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FIG .6. Thedensity ofstatesforam odelsem iconductorwith m any im purities.Thecalculation

com binestheresultsoftheT-m atrixand theim purityaveraging.Theconcentration issupercritical,

so the gap is closed. The bound states,shown in black,becom e resonances. Note thatthe total

num berofstates in the resonance peak isproportionalto the num berofim purities,whereasthe

num berofstatesin a �xed energy rangearound thechem icalpotentialisproportionalto thetotal

num beroforbitals.

FIG .7. Contourfortheangularintegralsinvolved in calculating theim purity wavefunction in

realspace.

FIG .8. Diagram (a),which containsno crossed im purity lines,iscounted in theusualcalcula-

tionsoftransportpropertiesin unconventionalsuperconductors.Diagram (b),with crossed lines,

isusually neglected.

FIG .9. The diagram s ofthe previous �gure in m om entum space in the norm alstate. The

justi�cation for the neglect of(b) is that one ofthe m om enta is o� the Ferm isurface unless an

additionalconstraintisapplied.

FIG .10. Thesam ediagram sin m om entum space,butnow in thesuperconductingstateatlow

tem peratures. Allm om enta m ust be near the nodes,which are situated on the diagonals. The

justi�cation forthe neglectof(b)no longerapplies.

FIG .11. The density ofstatesfora d-wave superconductorwith m any im purities.The calcu-

lation com bines the results ofthe T-m atrix and the im purity averaging. The broadening ofthe

resonance isshown.Note thatthe totalnum berofstatesin theresonance peak isproportionalto

thenum berofim purities,whereasthenum berofstatesin a�xed energy rangearound thechem ical

potentialisproportionalto thetotalnum beroforbitals.
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