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A bstract

Thisarticle givesa contem porary and to som eextentpedagogicalreview ofthe

currenttheoreticalunderstanding ofthe form ation ofthe superconducting state in

m etallic system s with a variable density ofcarriers. W e m ake an attem pt to de-

scribe the crossover from the Bose-Einstein condensation type (sm alldensities)to

the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er one (large densities). The functionalm ethods are

used throughoutthetreatm ent.Them ostoftheresultsare considered in a review

form forthe�rsttim e.Som eofthem (in particular,thepossibleopening ofa pseu-

dogap) are used to explain the experim entaldata avaliable for high-tem peratures

superconductors.
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1 Introduction

1.1 T he generalform ulation ofthe problem

Itiswellknown thattherearetwofundam entallim itingdescriptionswhich allow ustoun-
derstand theequilibrium low tem perature"superphenom ena",such assuperconductivity
and superuidity,in 3D system s:
i)Bardeen-Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)theory [1],in which thenorm alstateisa degenerate
Ferm iliquid that undergoes a cooperative pairing (Cooper) instability at the tem per-
ature TP . Here two processes, the form ation ofCooper pairs and their condensation
(m acroscopic occupation ofa single quantum state),occursim ultaneously atthe transi-
tion tem perature,T3D

c = TP .
ii)Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC)ofbosons(see e.g.[2])in anothersingle quantum
state atthe tem perature TB .In fact,these bosons(forinstance,4He)are tightly bound
(com posite)particlesm adeup ofan even num berofferm ions.Thebosonicparticlesare
form ed atsom ehigh tem peratureTP oftheirbinding (dissociation).Howeverin contrast
to the BCS case,these "pre-form ed" bosons condense only at TB � TP . The above-
m entioned single quantum statesaswellasan interm ediate case,which we willdiscuss
below in details,are usually described by an order param eter which is hom ogeneous in
the3D caseassum ing thatthereareno external�elds.

M ost, if not all, of the real3D system s clearly fallinto either category i) or ii).
Forexam ple,3He and essentially allm etallic superconductors that we now understand
are Ferm isuperuids described by the �rst category,whereas 4He is a Bose superuid
described by thesecond one.

Nevertheless,the generalproblem ofthe crossover (or interpolation) from the BCS
scenario ofsuperconductivity with cooperative Cooperpairing to the form ation ofcom -
posite(separate)bosonsand theirBEC hasrem ained ofgreatinterestforalongtim e.Itis
connected prim arilywith adeeperunderstandingofthephenom enon ofsuperconductivity
even for3D system swhich areclearly closerto theBCS lim it.

Thesigni�canceoftheproblem increaseswhen onetriesto reducethedim ensionality
ofspace from 3D to 2D.In such a case the problem acquiresnotonly fundam entalsig-
ni�cance,butalso practicalim portance.The latter,aswe shalldiscussbelow,ism ainly
related to the discovery ofthe high-tem perature superconductors (HTSC)[3]. Itisnot
the only reason forthe widespread interest in the problem ofthe crossover. Even from
thetheoreticalpointofview the2D crossoverisfarm orem ysteriousthan the3D one.At
�rstglance the BCS lim itwith weak attraction and high ferm ion density iscom pletely
di�erent from the Bose lim it with strong coupling and low boson density. Indeed,the
sim plestBCS theory predictsa �nitevalue ofT 2D

c = T2D
P while theBEC isforbidden in

2D system sform assive bosons[2]forwhich T2D
B � 0. Thisisthe reason one m ightask

whetheritispossibleto obtain a 2D crossover.
ItisworthwhiletonoteherethatbyvirtueoftheColem an-M erm in-W agner-Hohenberg

theorem [4]a "super-behaviour" 1 with hom ogeneousorderparam eter(thelatterrelated
to breaking ofsom e continuoussym m etry)isnotpossible forpure 2D system s. Thisis

1"Super-behaviour" refersto 2D ferro-orantiferrom agnetism in the caseoftheM erm in-W agnerthe-

orem and to superuid behaviour in Hohenberg’s theorem , while the Colem an theorem is the �eld-

theoreticalgeneralization ofthe previoustheorem s(see e.g.[7]).
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dueto theuctuationsoftheorderparam eter(in particularofitsphase)destroying the
long-range order[5](see also [6]). Therefore,the tem perature T2D

c ofestablishing long-
rangeorderhastobezero.Thestatem entthatT2D

B = 0 isin agreem entwith thisgeneral
theorem .In facttheBCS resultT2D

P doesnotcontradictthesetheorem sifonerem em bers
thatasa rule the BCS theory presupposesthe m ean �eld (M F)approach. Thusitdoes
nottakeintoaccountanyuctuationsand theresultonlym eansthatT M F (2D )

c = T2D
P 6= 0,

whilethetem peratureT2D
c ofactuallyestablishingthelong-rangeorderiszeroin thiscase

aswell.Such a conclusion,however,resultsin a generalquestion:how can onestudy 2D
m odelsofsuperconductorswith �niteTc values?

Thereareatleasttwo waysto answerthisquestion.
First,2D m odelsareonlyam athem aticalidealization and anyrealsystem m ustbeatleast
quasi-two dim ensional(quasi-2D).Thisim m ediately givesTc 6= 0,although Tc < TM F

c .
Second,thereisanotherinteresting possibility for2D system sto passinto thesuperuid
stateatatem peraturewhich isusuallydenoted byTB K T.Thiscorrespondstothesocalled
Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless(BKT)phasetransition.TheBKT superuid statehasan
inhom ogeneousorderparam eterand isthereforenotforbidden bytheabove-m entioned 2D
theorem s.Theform ation ofthisstateisquitedi�erentfrom theordinarysuperconducting
transition and resultsin a new way ofcondensation (seeChapter5).

The possibility forrealsystem sto undergo the BKT transition crucially dependson
theirspatialanisotropy.Thus,oneshould study both 2D and quasi-2D cases.

Anotherim portantaspectofthecrossoverproblem isrelated to thefollowing unusual
property oftheHTSC com pounds.Alm ostallthephysicalcharacteristicsofHTSC’s(Tc
included)crucially depend on theitinerantcarrierdensity.Thism eansthatthecrossover
in superconducting system scannotbestudied withouttaking into accountthe changing
delocalized ferm ion density.W ebelievethatm anyoftheHTSC "anom alies"arecaused by
theunusual(two-stage)form ation ofthesuperconductingstatein 2D and (very probably)
quasi-2D system swith an arbitrary carrierdensity [9].

Hopefully,this short introduction has convinced the potentialreaders that the su-
perconducting condensate form ation atthe di�erentdensitiesofinteracting ferm ions(in
particular,in theBCS and Boselim iting cases)deservesa separatereview.

1.2 H istory

The idea thatthe com posite bosons(or,asthey called,localpairs)existand de�ne the
superconducting properties ofm etalsis in factm ore then 10 years olderthan the BCS
theory.Asearly as1946,a sensationalcom m unication appeared saying thatthechem ist-
experim entatorOgg had observed superconductivity in thesolution ofNa in NH 3 at77K
[10].Itisvery interesting thattheresearcherm adean attem pttointerprethisown result
in term softheBEC ofpaired electrons.Unfortunately,thediscovery wasnotcon�rm ed
and both itand histheoreticalconcept,were soon com pletely forgotten (forthe details
seee.g.[11]).

Itisappropriatetonotethatthehistory ofsuperconductivity hasm any sim ilarexam -
ples. Probably,thisexplainswhy Bednorz and M �ullernam ed their�rstpaper"Possible
high-Tc superconductivity..." [3]. And even today there appearm any uncon�rm ed com -
m unicationsaboutroom -tem peraturesuperconducting transitions.

A new step,thedevelopm entofthelocalpairconcept,wastaken in 1954by Schafroth
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who in factre-discovered the idea ofthe electronic quasi-m olecules [12]. This idea was
furtherdeveloped in theSchafroth,Blattand Butlertheory ofquasi-chem icalequilibrium
[13],where superconductivity wasconsidered versusthe BEC.Such a scenario,unfortu-
nately,could notcom petewith theBCS onedueto som em athem aticaldi�cultieswhich
did notallow the authors to obtain the fam ous BCS results. Then the trium ph ofthe
BCS theory replaced thefarm oreobviousconceptofthelocalpairsand theirBEC by the
Cooperonesand theirinstability which takesplacein thenecessary presence ofa Ferm i
surface (m ore precisely a �nite density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevel). In contrastforthe
local(i.e. separated)pairsthe form ation isnotin principle connected to thisdensity of
electronic states. Also unlike the localpairs,the Cooperonesare highly overlapping in
realspace. Therefore,the Cooperpairing should be understood as a m om entum space
pairing.

Laterexperim entrem inded usaboutthelocalpairs.ItwasFrederikseetal.[14]who
foundthatthesuperconductingcom poundSrTiO 3 (Tc � 0:3K)hasarelativelylow density
ofcarriersand,m oreover,thisdensity iscontroled by Zrdoping.The�rstdeep discussion
ofthe possibility ofthe BCS-Bose crossover and pairing above the superconductivity
transition tem perature fora low density ofcarriers was carried out by Eagles [15](see
also hisetal.relatively recentarticle[16])in thecontextofSrTiO 3.

Thefurtherhistory oftheinvestigation oftheBCS-Bosecrossoverhasbeen often cited
in thecurrentliterature.So,wenoteonly thatthefeaturesof3D crossoveratT = 0were
considered in [17],and itsextension to�nitetem peratureswas�rstgiven by Nozieresand
Schm itt-Rink [18].

The 2D crossover in superuid 3He was studied in [19],where the very naturaland
convenientphysicalparam eter"b,thebound pairstateenergy,was�rstused.

Thediscovery ofHTSC signi�cantlystim ulated theinterestin theproblem ofcrossover
and related phenom ena.Therearem any articlesdealing with itsstudy and wecan only
m ention som e ofthem at this point [20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31](see
also therecentexcellentreview [32]devoted to otheraspectsoftheBCS-Bosecrossover,
e.g.latticem odels,tim e-dependentGinzburg-Landau theory,num ericalstudy ofnorm al
statecrossoveretc.,which webecauseofthisshallnotdiscuss).W enoteonly thatsom e
historicaldebatesare associated with the parallel(and generally speaking independent)
developm entofthem acro-and m icrophysicsofsuperuidity and superconductivity since
their discoveries were touched upon by Ginzburg in his new extrem ely com prehensive
survey [33].

1.3 R elevance to the high-tem perature superconductors

Aswehavealready m entioned thecrossoverproblem appearstoberelevanttothegeneral
problem ofthe understanding ofthe HTSC.Indeed,these superconducting com pounds
have som e peculiarities which place them m uch closer to the Bose or at least to the
crossoverregion than m ajority oflow tem peraturesuperconductors.W eshalldiscussthe
peculiaritiesin detailhere.

Certainly,itisnecessary topointoutrightaway thatthecrossoverphenom ena donot
(and cannnot)addressthe problem ofthe m echanism forHTSC.The problem ofHTSC
itselfisvery di�cultand controversial.Neverthelessthetreatm entofthecrossoverm ay
shed lighton som eofthefeaturesofHTSC.
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Alm ostallHTSC revealfollowing com m on properties:

� arelatively low and easily varied density ofitinerant(appeared owingtothedoping)
carriers;

� a 2D,orm oreexactly quasi-2D,characteroftheconductivity and them agnetism ;

� the block structure ofthe crystallattices,i.e. from 1 to 6 superconducting CuO2
layersperunitcell.

Let us consider these item s. The ground state ofthe copper-oxide based m aterials
form sduetothestrong antiferrom agneticspin uctuationsin theproxim ity ofthem etal-
insulatortransition (seee.g.review [34]).Itseem splausiblethatfurtherdoping ofthese
m aterials results in the appearance ofweakly interacting (i.e. non-strongly correlated)
itinerant carriers (holes). However the exact nature ofthe ground state including the
strongelectron-electron correlationsisin factnotyetestablished.Thedensity nf ofthese
holes is not as large as in ordinary m etals,so the m ean distance between them proves
to be com parable with a pair size �0 or a coherence length 2. This situation is signi�-
cantly di�erentfrom theconventionalBCS theory wheretheparam eter�0 greatly exceeds
the m ean distance between carriers which is � n

1=2

f . Experim entally the dim ensionless
valueofkF �0 (kF istheFerm im om entum )which describestheratio ofthepairsizeand
the distance between carriers is about 5 { 20 for HTSC while for the low-tem perature
superconductorsitisabout103 { 104 [20,34].

Itfollowsfrom the above thatthe new m aterialsare likely to be in an interm ediate
regim e between the Cooperpairsand thecom posite bosons,atleastwhen thedoping is
not large and the value ofTc is farfrom the highest possible (optim al) one. Although
thereissom eevidence[28]thatHTSC attheoptim aldoping arecloserto theBCS lim it
than to theBoseone.

Besides,because the coherence length is less than a lattice spacing in the direction
perpendicularto the CuO 2 planes(c-direction),the superconductivity in the copperox-
idestakesplace m ainly in the isolated CuO 2 layers(ortheirblocks). Thisisthe reason
why pure2D m odelsofHTSC arecom m only accepted.Undoubtedly thesecupratelayers
are connected even ifthey are situated in di�erent unitcells. The m echanism s forthis
connection (by coherent or incoherent electronic transport) are not yet known exactly.
Thereisno question,however,thatonehasto takeinto accountthepossibility ofdi�er-
ent(forinstance,directorindirect)interlayerhoppingsto develop a fulltheory ofHTSC.
Therefore,strictly speaking,we need to considerquasi-2D m odelsofthese superconduc-
tors.M oreover,aswehavealready m entioned,itisnecessary to extend thesystem into a
third-dim ension in ordertohavea�nitevalueforTc.Itcan beseen from theanisotropy of
theconductivity thattheinuenceofthethird-dim ension variesstrongly from onefam ily
ofcupratestotheother.Forexam ple,theanisotropy reaches105 fortheBi-and Tl-based
cuprates,while itsvalue forYBaCu3O 6+ � com pound isclose to 102. Itseem s plausible
thatin the Bi(Tl)-com pounds where the transportin the c-direction isincoherent that
thescenario with BKT transition ism oreprobable.In theY-onesthistransportisrather

2Itiswellto bearin m ind thatthe coherence length strictly speaking isdistinguished from the pair

size,especially atlow carrierdensity (thisquestion willbe treated in Section 3.4).
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coherentand thesuperconducting state,atleastathigh doping,hasa 3D character,with
a hom ogeneouscondensatewhich appearsin theordinary way.

In general,itisnow evidentthat,depending on the crystalanisotropies(and/orthe
relationship between the intensity of c-transport and the doping value) the quasi-2D
system scan undergotwooreven threephasetransitions.The�rstoneisfrom thenorm al
phasetoanothernorm al(withapseudogap)phasewith a�nitedensityofincoherentpairs.
Thesecond oneisfrom thelatterphaseto theBKT phasewith an algebraicorder.The
third and �naloneisfrom theBKT phaseto thesuperconducting phasewith long-range
order.These possibilitieswillbediscussed below.

The role ofinterplanare�ectsinevitably increases when the superconducting planes
are situated in the sam e unitcellso thatthe carriersin the adjacentlayersare strongly
coupled and can form interplanarpairs.Thispossibility togetherwith theconcentration
e�ectsbringsaboutthesim ultaneousexistenceoftheCooperand localpairsin thesystem
[35].

1.4 O utline

The rem ainderofthisreview isorganized asfollows. In Chapter2 we �rstdescribe the
m odelforstudyingtheBCS-Bosecrossover,especially in 3D system s.Then in Section 2.2
we introduce in detailthe functionalintegralform alism which willbe used throughout.
TherestofthisChapterisdevoted toapplyingthem ethodsdeveloped tothe3D crossover.

Thezero tem perature2D crossoverisdiscussed in Chapter3.Considerableattention
willbegiven to thee�ectivepotential(seealso Appendix A),which allowsoneto obtain
them ain equations.Thekineticterm softhee�ectiveaction areobtained in Section 3.4.
Thisgivesonethepossibility to investigatethedependenciesofthecoherencelength and
thepenetration depth on thecarrierdensity.

In Chapter4 thequasi-2D crossoverisstudied.
Finally,the �nite tem perature 2D crossover isaddressed in Chapter5. W e describe

how it proves necessary to m odify the accepted m ethods to consider the BKT phase
form ation (refer also to Appendices B and C) and its dependence on carrier density
correctly. An attem ptto explain som e observable norm alstate anom aliesHTSC isalso
m ade.
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2 3D crossover: criticaltem perature

Itism ostconvenientforstudyingthecrossovertostartwith the3D casewherethereisno
problem with establishing the long-range orderbelow T3D

c . W e shallm ainly follow here
thepaper[26](seealso thereview [32])in which thecorresponding resultswereobtained
by applying the m ore appropriate in this case the functionalintegralform alism rather
than to theoriginalpaper[18].

2.1 M odel

Letusintroducea continuum �eld m odelofferm ionswith an attractivetwo-body inter-
action. Ourgoalisto considerhow the criticaltem perature T3D

c changesasa function
ofattraction and to establish the m ain factorswhich determ ine itin the BCS and Bose
regim es.

Thesim plestm odelisdescribed by theHam iltonian density

H = �  
y
�(x)

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

 �(x)� V  
y

"(x) 
y

#(x) #(x) "(x); (2.1)

wherex � r;� (risa3D vector); �(x)istheFerm i�eld;m istheferm ion e�ectivem ass;
� =";# is the ferm ion spin;V > 0 is the attraction constant. The chem icalpotential
� �xes the average density nf ofthe free (bare) carriers. W e choose units in which
�h = kB = 1 and thesystem occupiesthevolum ev.

Since we want to describe the Bose regim e in term s ofits constituent ferm ions,we
have to allow them agnitude oftheattraction V to be arbitrary.In addition,we cannot
usea sim pleBCS-likecuto� !D � �F (usually !D istheDebyefrequency)sincewem ust
allow the possibility forallthe ferm ionsto be a�ected by the interaction,notjustfora
sm allfraction (� !D =�F )in a shellaround the Ferm ienergy �F . W e shallthusstudy a
diluteFerm igasin which therangeoftheattractiveinteractionscan becharacterized by
a shape independent param eter,the scattering length as in three dim ensions. W e shall
describein Section 2.3 how the"renorm alized" coupling a� 1s replaces"bare" V .

2.2 Form alism

Aswasalready noted,thefunctionalintegralapproach alongwith theM atsubaratherm al
techniqueism oreappropriatefortheproblem thatisstudied hereand in thesubsequent
Chapters.Thus,letusconsidertheform alism used.

Firstofall,introducing Nam bu spinorsforferm ion �elds[36](seealso [1])

	(x)=

 
 "(x)
 
y

#(x)

!

; 	 y(x)=
�

 
y

"(x)  #(x)
�

(2.2)

onehasto rewrite(2.1)in a m oresuitableform :

H = � 	y(x)

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

�3	(x)� V 	 y(x)�+ 	(x)	
y(x)�� 	(x); (2.3)

where�3,�� � (�1 � i�2)=2 arePaulim atrices.
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Now thepartition function isexpressed through theHam iltonian (2.3)as:

Z(v;�;T)=
Z

D 	D 	 yexp

(

�

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr[	 y(x)@�	(x)+ H (r)]

)

; (2.4)

where � � 1=T and D 	D 	 y denotesthe m easure ofthe integration overthe Grassm an
variables	 and 	 y,satisfying the antiperiodic boundary conditions: 	(�;r)= � 	(� +
�;r)and 	y(�;r)= � 	y(� + �;r).

Ifitwaspossibletocalculatethepartition function (2.4)onecould,in principle,obtain
alltherm odynam icalfunctionsfrom thetherm odynam icalpotential


(v;�;T)= � T lnZ(v;�;T): (2.5)

Using now the auxiliary Hubbard-Stratonovich com plex scalar�eld in the usualway
onecan represent(2.4)in an equivalentform :

Z(v;�;T)=
Z

D 	D 	 yD �D � �exp

(

�

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr

"
j�(x)j2

V
+

	 y(x)

"

@�Î� �3

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

� �� �(x)� �+ �
�(x)

#

	(x)

#)

: (2.6)

Them ain virtueofthisrepresentation isanonperturbativeintroduction ofthecom posite
�elds�(x)= V 	 y(x)�+ 	(x)= V  

y

"(x) 
y

#(x),�
�(x)=

V 	 y(x)�� 	(x) = V  #(x) "(x) and the possibility to develop a consistent approach.
Speci�cally, the expression (2.6) turns out to be rather convenient for studying such
a nonperturbativephenom enon as,forexam ple,superconductivity.In thiscasethecom -
plex Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld naturally describes the order param eter arising due to
theform ation oftheCooperorthelocalpairs.Theaveragevalueofj�j(� �)ispropor-
tionaltothedensity ofpairs,on theonehand,and determ inesthegap in theone-particle
Ferm i-spectrum ,on theother.

The integration overferm ion �eldsin (2.6)can be done form ally even though � and
�� depend on thespatialand tem poralcoordinates.Thus,oneobtains(form ally exactly)

Z(v;�;T)=
Z

D �D � �exp[� �
(v;�;T;�(x);� �(x))]; (2.7)

where

�
(v;�;T;�(x);� �(x))=
1

V

Z �

0

d�

Z

drj�(x)j2 � TrLnG� 1 + TrLnG � 1
0 (2.8)

istheone-loop e�ective action.Thisaction includesin itselfa seriesofterm scontaining
derivatives with respect to �(x) and � �(x). In the lowest orders it corresponds to the
Ginzburg-Landau e�ective action.

The operation Trin (2.8)istaken with respectto the space r,the im aginary tim e �
and theNam bu indices.Theaction (2.8)isexpressed through theferm ion Green function
which obeystheequation:

"

� Î@� + �3

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

+ �� �(�;r)+ �+ �
�(�;r)

#

G(�;r)= �(�)�(r) (2.9)
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with boundary condition
G(� + �;r)= � G(�;r): (2.10)

ThefreeGreen function
G 0(�;r)= G(�;r)j�;� �;�= 0 (2.11)

in (2.8)isneeded to providetheregularization in thecalculation of

(v;�;T;�;� �). The representation (2.7),(2.8) is exact,although to perform the cal-
culation in practice it is necessary to restrict ourselves to som e approxim ation. Below
we shalluse the assum ption,generally accepted in the 3D case (and in som e quasi-2D
system s),thattheapproxim ation includingonly thequadratic(Gauss)uctuationsofthe
�elds�(x)and � �(x)(abouttheirequilibrium valueswhich willnow also be denoted as
�)describesthesystem quitewell 3.

Thetherm odynam icalpotential
aswellasthepartition sum Z now depend on �and
�� which play the roleofthe orderparam eter.The orderparam eterappearsdue to the
factthatone uses the e�ective potential
(v;�;T;�;� �)instead ofthe exactpotential

(v;�;T). Thus,it becom es necessary to write down the additionalequations which
determ inethevaluesof� and � �.

M oreover,in som ecasesitissu�cientto usethem ean �eld approxim ation asisdone
in the originalBCS theory. Here,however,we include the uctuationsalso. Therefore,
oneobtains

Z(v;�;T;�;� �)= exp[� �
pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)]�

Z

D (��)D (�� �)exp

(

�

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2

Z

dr1

Z

dr2�

0

@ �� �(�1;r1)
��2
(�;� �)

���(�1;r1)��(�2;r2)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

��(� 2;r2)+

��(� 1;r1)
1

2

��2
(�;� �)

��(�1;r1)��(�2;r2)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

��(� 2;r2)+

�� �(�1;r1)
1

2

��2
(�;� �)

���(�1;r1)���(�2;r2)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

�� �(�2;r2)

1

A

9
=

;
; (2.12)

where


pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)=

� 1

V

Z

drj�(x)j2 � TTrLnG� 1 + TTrLnG � 1
0

��
�
�
�
�= � �= const

(2.13)

isthem ean �eld therm odynam icalpotential;��(x)= �(x)� �and �� �(x)= ��(x)� ��

aretheuctuation deviationsfrom theequilibrium valueoftheorderparam eter.
In presentreview we restrictthe consideration ofthe uctuationsto the criticalline

(� = � � = 0)only.So,the partition function (2.12)afterintegration over�� and �� �

acquirestheform

Z(v;�;T)= exp[� �
pot(v;�;T;0;0)� TrLn�� 1]; (2.14)
3W enotethatthisG aussian approxim ation doesnotwork in the2D caseatT 6= 0 and,thus,wem ust

m odify itto analyzethiscase(see Chapter5).
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wherenow

�� 1(�;r)�
��2
(�;� �)

���(�;r)��(0;0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= 0

=

1

V
�(�)�(r)+ tr[G(�;r)�� G(� �;� r)�+ ]j�;� �= 0 (2.15)

istheinverse Green function oftheorderparam eteructuations.
To avoid possiblem isunderstanding,weshallwritedown theform ulaefortheFourier

transform ationswhich are used throughoutthe paper;they connectthe coordinate and
m om entum representationsin theusualm anner:

F(i!n;k)=
Z �

0

d�

Z

drF(�;r)exp(i!n� � ikr); (2.16)

F(�;r)= T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
F(i!n;k)exp(� i!n� + ikr); (2.17)

where!n = �T(2n+ 1)aretheferm ion (odd)M atsubara frequenciesand d isthedim en-
sionality ofthe space (rem em berthatin thisChapterd = 3). In the case ofbosonsthe
frequenciesshould bereplaced by even ones:
n = 2�nT.

For exam ple, the Green function (2.9) has, in the m om entum representation, the
following form :

G(i!n;k)= �
i!nÎ+ �3�(k)� �� �� �+ ��

!2
n + �2(k)+ j�j2

; (2.18)

where�(k)= "(k)� � with "(k)= k
2
=2m and �and � � arealreadytaken tobeconstants.

2.3 T he m ean �eld analysis

Substituting (2.18)into (2.13),onearrivesat(seeAppendix A)


pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)=

v

(
j�j2

V
� 2T

Z
dk

(2�)d

2

4lncosh

q

�2(k)+ j�j2

2T
� �(k)

3

5 +

2T
Z

dk

(2�)d

"

lncosh
"(k)

2T
� "(k)

#)

: (2.19)

whered = 3.
Thestationary condition

@
pot(v;�;TM F
c ;�;� �)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= � �= 0

= 0 (2.20)

resultsin thestandard gap equation

1

V
=

Z
dk

(2�)3
1

2�(k)
tanh

�(k)

2TM F
c

: (2.21)
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Hereweusethenotation TM F
c ratherthan T3D

c because
pot describesthesystem in the
m ean �eld approxim ation only.In such a caseT M F

c doesnotdepend signi�cantly on the
dim ensionality ofthespace.Besides,asitwillbeseen,thevalueofTM F

c m ay signi�cantly
exceed T3D

c (orthetem peratureofrealcondensation)in thestrong coupling regim e.
Beforeproceeding further,we need to describe how weregulatetheultravioletdiver-

gence in the gap equation (2.21). The idea isto replace the bare V by the low energy
lim itofthetwo body T-m atrix (in theabsenceofa m edium ).In the3D caseweusethe
form ula [32]

m

4�as
= �

1

V
+
Z

dk

(2�)3
1

2"(k)
(2.22)

which de�nes the above-m entioned s-wave scattering length as. As a function ofthe
bareinteraction,a� 1s increasesm onotonically from � 1 foravery weak attraction to +1
forstrong attractive interaction. Above the two-body bound state threshold in vacuum
(a� 1s = 0),as in factis the "size" ofthis bound state with energy E b = � 1=m a2s. The
dim ensionlesscouplingconstantin thedilutegasm odelisthen 1=kF as,which rangesfrom
� 1 in theweak coupling (BCS)lim itto +1 in thestrong coupling (Bose)one.

Using (2.22)and (2.21)oneobtainsdirectly theequation fortheintroduced transition
tem peratureTM F

c in term softherenorm alized coupling as:

�
m

4�as
=

Z
dk

(2�)3

"
1

2�(k)
tanh

�(k)

2TM F
c

�
1

2"(k)

#

: (2.23)

Therearetwo unknown quantitiesin thisequation TM F
c and �,and thusweneed another

equation,

�
1

v

@
pot(v;�;TM F
c ;�;� �)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= � �= 0

= nf; (2.24)

which,aswasalready said,�xesthechem icalpotentialfora given density.
Note that unlike the BCS analysis in which one usually assum es that � = �F (the

non-interacting Ferm ienergy),in the crossoverproblem � willturn outto be a strongly
dependentfunction ofthecouplingasonegoesintotheBoseregim ewherealltheparticles
are a�ected by the attractive interaction. Itdirectly followsfrom (2.24)and (2.19)that
thenum berequation isgiven by

nF (�;T
M F
c )=

Z
dk

(2�)3

"

1� tanh
�(k)

2TM F
c

#

= nf: (2.25)

In theweak coupling lim it,1=kF as ! � 1 ,we�nd from thesystem (2.23)and (2.25)
thewell-known BCS result

� = �F ; T
M F
c =

8

�e2
�F exp

 

�
�

2kF jasj

!

; (2.26)

where ’ 1:781.
The equations can also be solved analytically in the strong coupling lim it,where,

however,one observesthatthe rolesofthe gap and num berequationsare reversed: the
gap equation (2.23)determ ines �,while the num ber equation determ ines TM F

c . In this
lim it1=kF as ! +1 and one�ndstightly bound (separate)pairswith theenergy jE bj=

12



1=m a2s (and jE bj� �F ). The non-degenerate Ferm isystem has here � � � jEbj=2 and
itsTM F

c ’ jE bj=2ln(jE bj=�F )3=2.Butreally such a system can be hardly recognized asa
Ferm isystem becausealltheferm ionsarebound in thepairs,so (atleastatrathersm all
tem peratures)they in factform Bose(localpair)system .

Thisunbounded growth ofthe"transition tem perature" isan artifactoftheapproxi-
m ation and thereis,in fact,no sharp phasetransition atTM F

c (outsideofweak coupling
where TM F

c = T3D
c ignoring the sm alle�ectsoftherm aluctuations). The pointisthat

them ean �eld approxim ation becom esprogressively worse with increasing coupling:the
e�ective potential(2.19)at� = � � = 0 can only describe a norm alstate consisting of
essentially non-interacting ferm ions.

W hilethisisadequateforweakcoupling,inthestrongcouplinglim itunboundferm ions
exist in the norm alstate only atvery high tem peratures. In this lim it,where the sys-
tem iscom pletely non-degenerate,a sim ple "chem icalequilibrium " analysis(boson *) 2
ferm ions)yieldsa dissociation (pairing)tem peratureTdissoc = jE bj=ln(jE bj=�F )3=2(� TP ).
W e thus getconvinced thatforstrong coupling TM F

c is related to the pairdissociation
scale ratherthan the T3D

c (� TM F
c )atwhich the coherence isestablished. Asitwillbe

seen below the tem perature TP hasan evidentphysicalm eaning in the 2D case: in the
region TB K T < T < TP (furtherT�)the system doesnothave a condensate (supercon-
ducting state) but its one-particle spectrum acquires som e features (in particular,the
pseudogap)ofsuperconductivity.

2.4 B eyond the m ean �eld approxim ation

As we have seen the m ean �eld therm odynam icalpotential(2.13) (or its direct form
(2.19)) cannot be used to access the strong coupling lim it. Therefore,to achieve this
lim itwe have to include the e�ectsofthe orderparam eteructuations. Itwasalready
shown in Section 2.2 thattreating the uctuationsatthe Gaussian levelisdone by the
partition function (2.12).Itallowstoincorporatetheuctuation intoboth thegap (2.20)
and num ber(2.24)equationsby adding the uctuation correction to 
 pot(v;�;T;�;� �).
Asdiscussed in [18,32]in the 3D case itissu�cient,however,to take into accountthe
uctuation e�ects through the num berequation only. Thatiswhy we do notneed the
correction @(
� 
pot)=@�j�= � �= 0 = 0 to thegap equation.

Consequently,wecan restrictourselvesto calculation ofthepartition function atthe
criticaltem peraturegiven by (2.21)thatfollowsfrom (2.14)only.Thisperm itsusto get
theuctuation correction to thenum berequation (2.24).Thus,one�nally obtainsfrom
(2.14)that


(v;�;T;�= � � = 0)= 
pot(v;�;T;0;0)+

vT

(2�)3

1X

n= � 1

Z

dK ln�� 1(i
n;K ); (2.27)

where

�� 1(i
n;K )=
1

V
�

1

2

Z
dk

(2�)3
1

�(k + K =2)+ �(k � K =2)� i
n
�

"

tanh
�(k + K =2)

2T
+ tanh

�(k � K =2)

2T

#

: (2.28)
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Further,onehasto rem ove theultravioletdivergencesfrom (2.28)by applying thesam e
regularization procedure using the scattering length as (see de�nition (2.22))asin case
ofthegap equation (2.21).W ith thissubstitution (2.28)transform sto theform :

�� 1(i
n;K )=
1

2

Z
dk

(2�)3

"
1

"(k)
�

1

�(k + K =2)+ �(k � K =2)� i
n
�

 

tanh
�(k + K =2)

2T
+ tanh

�(k � K =2)

2T

! #

�
m

4�as
: (2.29)

According to [18],itisconvenientto rewrite 
(v;�;T;� = � � = 0)in term sofa phase
shiftde�ned by �(!� i0;K )= j�(!;K )jexp(� i�(!;K )).Then thenew num berequation
isgiven by theequality ("conservation law")

nF (�;T
3D
c )+ 2nB (�;T

3D
c )= nf; (2.30)

with

nB (�;T
3D
c )�

Z
dK

(2�)3

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�
nB (!)

@�(!;K )

@�
; (2.31)

wherenB (!)� [exp(!=T)� 1]� 1 istheBosedistribution function.
One sees from (2.30) that the system offerm ions is separated into two coexisting

and dynam ically bounded subsystem s:Ferm iparticles,orunbound ferm ionswith density
nF (�;T3D

c ),and localpairs,orbosonswith density nB (�;T3D
c ).Such an interpretation is

possibleand naturalon thecriticallineonly,when the�nitedensity ofcondensatej�jis
notincluded nonperturbatively in nF (�;T).Besides,asweshalldem onstratein Chapter
5,iftheorderparam eterhasanonzerovalue,onecan study thenum berequation without
taking into accountthebosoniccontribution.

Thetem peratureT3D
c atwhich hom ogeneouslong-rangeorderisestablished isde�ned

by thesolution of(2.23)togetherwith (2.30).Atweak coupling(largenf),theresultsare
essentially una�ected by the inclusion ofGaussian uctuations in the num ber equation
and T3D

c isthesam easthem ean �eld T M F
c obtained above(see(2.26)).

In fact the equations can be solved in the Bose lim it too. >From (2.23) we �nd
�(T3D

c )= � jEbj=2,which isone-halftheenergy required to break a pair.Further,(2.31)
can be sim pli�ed because the inequality j�j=T � 1 issatis�ed. From thisinequality it
followsthatthe isolated poleof�(!;K )on the realaxisissituated farfrom the branch
cut. The pole and the cut represent a two-body bound state with the center-of-m ass
m om entum K and thecontinuum oftwo-particleferm ionicexcitations,respectively.The
low energy physicsforT � TM F

c isthusdom inated by thispole,and onecan approxim ate
thephaseatthepoleby �(!;K )’ ��(! � K

2
=4m + 2� + jEbj),so that

nB (�;T
3D
c )=

1

4�3

Z

dK nB

 
K

2

4m
� 2� � jEbj

!

: (2.32)

Finally,onegets

T
3D
c =

 
nf

2�(3=2)

! 2=3
�

m
= 0:218�F ; (2.33)

which issim ply theBEC resultforbosonsofm ass2m and density nf=2.
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Sum m arizing theunderlying physicsin theselim itingcasesitisnecessary tostressthe
following [18]:
i) The value ofT3D

c in the weak coupling lim itresultsfrom therm alexcitationsofindi-
vidualparticles.
ii)In strongcouplingcase,T3D

c resultsfrom therm alexcitationsofcollectivem odes.These
excitationsareoutsidetherangeofm ean �eld theory.Thatisoneofthereasonswhy we
took into accounttheuctuations.
The physicsisthusquite di�erentin the two lim itsconsidered:the pairbreaking in the
�rstcaseand them otion ofbound pairsin theother.

The resultsofthe num ericalsolution ofthe equationsare presented in [26](see also
[32]).Itm ay beworth com m enting thatthenum ericalresultforT3D

c isa non-m onotonic
function of1=kF as with am axim um valueatinterm ediatecouplingwhich isslightly larger
than the BEC value. The lastisindependentofthe coupling constant. The situation is
com pletely di�erent forthe discrete (lattice)m odelofthe 3D crossover [18]where T 3D

c

decreasesasthecouplingincreases.So,certainly thereisan optim alvalueofthecoupling
forT3D

c . The latterwillalso take place forthe quasi-2D m odelwhich isin factdiscrete
in thethird direction.W eshalldiscusssuch a m odelin Chapter4.

3 2D crossover: T = 0

Aswediscussed in Introduction the2D casehasattracted m uch attention partly because
itspossiblerelevanceto thelayered HTSC.

To avoid theabove-m entioned problem ofhow to determ ine theTc valuecorrectly in
thestrictly 2D system itisworthwhiletostartwith thezerotem peraturecase.Theprob-
lem thusbecom es,due to theintegration overfrequency (which replacesthesum m ation
overM atsubara frequencies),e�ectively a 3D one.Therefore,the2D theorem s[4]arenot
applicable to thiscase and one can speak aboutlong-range orderin the 2D system s at
T = 0.

W eshallfollow herethepaper[24](seealso itsextended version in [37,38])wherethe
m ostgeneralfunctionalm ethodswere used throughout. However,itism ore convenient
to goto thelim itT = 0 in theexpressionsfrom thepreviousChapterratherthan usethe
zero tem peraturetechnique asitwasdonein [24].

3.1 M odel

The m odelHam iltonian that we shallconsider coincides with (2.1) with one very im -
portant exception: the dim ensionality ofthe space here d = 2. This fact is crucialin
the choice ofthe param eterwhich one hasto change to trace the crossover. The factis
that3D bound statesin vacuum are known to form only ifthe corresponding coupling
constantV exceedssom ethreshold.Thus,fortherealcasesonecannotachievetheBose
regim eeven atvery low carrierdensitiesiftheattraction isnotstrongenough.Thisisthe
m ain reason why wehavestudied the3D crossoverasthefunction ofthe"renorm alized"
coupling a� 1s which correspondsto the"size" (radius)ofthebound stateata� 1s � 0 only.

A thresholdlessbound stateform ation in the2D space[39]leadsusto theim portant
conclusion that one can reach the Bose regim e by decreasing the density nf of bare
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ferm ionsatanycoupling.So,tostudy the2D crossoveritisconvenientand quitenatural
toregulatethedensity ofcarriers,ortheFerm ienergy �F ,which isthesam efor2D m etals
with the sim plest quadratic dispersion law: �F = �nf=m . In doing so,the coupling V

should bereplaced by itsrenorm alized value"b which istheenergy ofthebound statein
vacuum .W estresshereonceagain thatthisparam etercan bede�ned in the2D caseat
any barecoupling V .Thedim ensionlesscoupling constantin the2D case { thephysical
analog (see above) of1=kF as in 3D { is thus given by the ratio �F =j"bj,which changes
from 0 (in theBoselim itnf ! 0)to 1 (in theBCS lim itwhen nf ! 1 ).

3.2 T he E�ective A ction and Potential

Aswe have already noted in the generalcase,(2.8)isim possible for� dependenton x.
However,ifone assum es the gradients of� and � � to be sm allthe action (2.8)can be
naturally divided into kineticand potentialparts


(v;�;�(x);� �(x))= 
kin(v;�;�(x);�
�(x))+ 
pot(v;�;�;�

�); (3.1)

where the e�ective potentialhas been de�ned by (2.13)and calculated in Appendix A
(its�nalexpression isgiven by (2.19)). The term s
 kin(�(x);� �(x))with derivativesin
expansion (3.1)containsthe im portantphysicalinform ation,therefore we shallconsider
itin Section 3.4.

Letusreturn to the e�ective potential. Going to the lim itT ! 0 one obtainsfrom
(2.19)


pot(v;�;�;�
�)= v

"
j�j2

V
�

Z
dk

(2�)2

�q

�2(k)+ j�j2 � �(k)
�#

; (3.2)

wheretheterm swhich do notdepend on �;� � and � areom itted.
Itisinteresting that,in virtue ofthe invariance ofthe partition function (2.6)with

respectto thephasetransform ation ofthegroup U(1)

	(x)! e
i��3	(x); 	 y(x)! 	 y(x)e� i��3;

�(x)! e
� 2i��(x); � �(x)! ��(x)e2i�; (3.3)

with real� the potential
pot(v;�;�;� �)(2.13)(see also (2.19)and (3.2))can only be
dependenton theinvariantproduct��� 4.

The analytic solution ofthe problem forthe 2D case thatwe considerhere iseasier
than the 3D one. Indeed,after perform ing the integration over k in (3.2) one directly
obtainsthat


pot(v;�;�;�
�)= vj�j2

8
<

:

1

V
�

m

4�

2

4ln
W � � +

q

(W � �)2 + j�j2
q

�2 + j�j2 � �

+
W � �

W � � +
q

(W � �)2 + j�j2
+

�
q

�2 + j�j2 � �
;

3

5

9
=

;
; (3.4)

4Thereisanothertransform ation (when the sign ofthe phase�isde�ned by the ferm ion spin rather

than the charge) under which the Ham iltonian (2.1) (or (2.3)) is also invariant. Such a transform a-

tion provesto be im portantfor ferm ion-ferm ion repulsion (i.e. V < 0),or for the ferm ion-antiferm ion

(electron-hole) channelofpairing. Apart from this di�erence the physics for the case ofa repulsive

interaction isidenticalto thatunder consideration. The com plete setofgauge transform ationsforthe

Ham iltonian underconsideration wereoriginally given by Nam bu [36].
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wherethevalueW = k
2

B =2m istheconduction bandwidth and kB istheBrillouin bound-
ary m om entum .

3.3 M ain equations and analysis ofsolution

Ifthe quantity � 5 is de�ned as the average value ofj�j,then the equation for the
extrem um

@
pot(v;�;�;� �)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= � �= �

= 0; (3.5)

yields,according to (3.4)

�

2

4
1

V
�

m

4�
ln
W � � +

q

(W � �)2 + � 2

p
�2 + � 2 � �

3

5 = 0; (3.6)

whilethecondition

�
1

v

@
pot(v;�;�;� �)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�= � �= �

= nf; (3.7)

which setsthedensity oftheparticlesin thesystem ,takestheform

W �

q

(W � �)2 + � 2 +
q

�2 + � 2 = 2�F ; (3.8)

wherewem adeuseoftherelation between �F and nf in the2D case.
Equations(3.6)and (3.8),which wereobtained in them ean �eld approxim ation which

isquitesu�cientatT = 0,m akeup a setfor�nding thequantities� and � asfunctions
ofW and �F (ornf).Itdi�ersfrom thesim ilarsetof[20]by theexplicitdependence on
W that,in principle,can beim portantforthecaseofnarrow orm ulti-band system s[35].

It should also be noted (see also the discussion after the equation (2.24)) that the
necessity to utilizethesystem ofequationsin orderto �nd self-consistently � and � has
been known fora long tim e (see [1]). However,the ferm ion density in real3D m etalsis
virtually unchanged in practice so that,asa rule,the equation for� istrivialized to the
equation � = �F and only the value � isregarded asunknown. The im portance ofthe
second equation forsm allparticledensitieswasearlierpointed outin thepapers[15,17].

Equations(3.6)and (3.8)allow,along with the trivialsolution (� = 0,� = �F )the
nontrivialone:

� 2 =
�F (W � �F )

sinh2(2�=m V )
;

� = �F coth
2�

m V
�
W

2

�

coth
2�

m V
� 1

�

; (3.9)

which isvalid forany physically reasonable valuesofthe relevantparam eters. Itisalso
very interesting that for sm all�F , there is a region where � < 0,and that the sign
changeoveroccursata de�nitepoint��F = W =2[1� tanh(2�=m V )].

5This is the param eter that is responsible for the appearance ofa new (ordered,or with lowered

sym m etry)phase(see Section 2.2.).
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Theexpressionsthatarefound in [19,20]follow directly from (3.9)if,treating W as
largeand theattraction V assm all,weintroducethe2D two-body binding energy

"b = � 2W exp
�

�
4�

m V

�

; (3.10)

which does not include any m any-particle e�ects. The introduction ofthe expression
(3.10)enables one to take the lim it W � �F and thus justi�es to a certain degree the
use ofthe parabolic dispersion law. Second the �tting param eter "b is m ore physically
relevant.Forexam pleitiswell-de�ned even forpotentialswith repulsion.W estressthat
the introduction of"b instead ofV also allowsusto regulate the ultravioletdivergence,
which isin factpresentin thegap equation (3.6).So,thisstep isquitesim ilartothestep
from equation (2.21)to (2.23).

Itshould bem entioned that,in adilutegasm odel,theexistenceofatwo-body bound
statein vacuum isa necessary (and su�cient)condition fora Cooperinstability [19,20,
32]. This statem ent becom es nontrivialifone considers two-body potentialsV (r)with
short-rangerepulsion (e.g.,hard-coreplusattraction),sothatonehastocrossa�nite(but
really very weak [39])threshold in theattraction beforea bound stateform sin vacuum .

Thus,by m aking useof(3.10)itiseasy to sim plify (3.9)[19,20,32]:

�=
q

2j"bj�F ; � = �
j"bj

2
+ �F ; (3.11)

with ��F = j"bj=2.
To understand thephysicalsigni�canceoftheserem arkably sim pleresultswelook at

thetwo lim itsofthissolution.Forvery weak attraction (orhigh density)thetwo-particle
binding energy is extrem ely sm all,i.e. j"bj� �F ,and it is seen that we recover the
well-known BCS resultswith strongly overlapping in r-spaceCooperpairs.Thechem ical
potential� ’ �F ,and thegap function �� �F .

In the opposite lim it ofvery strong attraction (or a very low particle density) we
have a deep two-body bound state j"bj� �F ,and �nd thatwe are in a regim e in which
thereisBEC ofcom positebosons,or"diatom icm olecules".Thechem icalpotentialhere
� ’ � j"bj=2,which is one halfthe energy ofpairdissociation fortightly bound (local)
pairs.

It should also be kept in m ind that in the localpair regim e (� < 0) the gap Egap

in the quasiparticle excitation spectrum equalsnot� (asin the case � > 0)butrather
p
�2 + � 2 (see[17]and thereview [32]).
Leaving asidetheanalysisof
pot forarbitrary valuesoftheparam eters(see[37]),let

usconsiderthe m ostinteresting case W ! 1 ,V ! 0 with �nite "b.Then �nding from
(3.10)theexpression for4�=m V and substituting itinto (3.4)weobtain


pot(v;�;�;�
�)= v

m

4�
j�j2

0

@ ln

q

�2 + j�j2 � �

j"bj
�

�
q

�2 + j�j2 � �
�
1

2

1

A ; (3.12)

whencewearriveattheexpressionsnearpoint�;� � ! 0:


pot(v;�;�;�
�)j�;� �! 0 �
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8
>>>><

>>>>:

vm4�j�j
2

 

ln
2j�j
j"bj

+
j�j2

8�2

!

; � < 0

vm4�

"

j�j2
 

ln
j�j2

2�j"bj
� 1
2

!

� 2�2
#

; � > 0:
(3.13)

Equations(3.6)and (3.8)can bewritten as

q

�2 + � 2 � � = j"bj;
q

�2 + � 2 + � = 2�F ; (3.14)

respectively; their solution,(3.11),is quoted above. As it is evident from (3.13),the
potentialterm 
pot in the region � < 0 corresponds to particles with repulsion,which
accountsfortheirBEC.W e note here thatforthe 3D case thisrepulsion wasobtained
in [25]using a diagram m atic technique. In the region ofhigh nf,where � > 0,the 
pot

cannotbe represented asa serieseven forsm all�,which reectsthe speci�c properties
ofthee�ective potentialin 2D system s.

If,proceeding from (3.4)and (3.9),we�nd thetherm odynam icpotentialdi�erenceof
thetrivialand non-trivialsolutions,wecan easily obtain theresultthatittakesform


pot(v;�;�)� 
 pot(v;�;0)= � v
m

2�

�

�
2

F coth
2�

m V
� �

2
�(�)

�

; (3.15)

which dem onstrates(forvarious� � �F � W =2)thatatT = 0 the nontrivialsolution is
alwaysm ore favorable than the trivialone,and the point� = � � = 0 isunstable since
here@2
pot=@�@� � < 0 forallallowed valuesoftheparam eters.

As follows from (3.12),both 
pot(�;�)and 
 pot(�F ;0)are equalto � vm �2F =2�,i.e.
thepotentialsofthesuperconducting and norm alphasesturn outto beequalin thelim it
W ! 1 ,V ! 0.Nevertheless,itcan beshown,justasin [20],thatthesuperconducting
phase hasthe lowestinternalenergy. In addition,the relevantdi�erence isproportional
to v�(�F )� 2 (�(�F )= m =2�)being the density ofstates,which isenergy independentin
the2D case);in otherwords,wearriveatthestandard resultoftheBCS theory [1],which
isclearly valid forallvaluesoftheratio �F =j"bj.

3.4 T he gradient term s ofthe e�ective action

Now we calculate the term s 
kin which contain the derivatives in expansion (3.1). As
before,we shallassum e the inhom ogeneities of� and � � to be sm allhaving restricted
ourselvesonly to theterm swith lowestderivatives.Forsim plicity we shallalso consider
thestationary caseand calculatetheterm swith thesecond-orderspatialderivativesonly,
which m akesitpossible to determ ine the coherence length � and the penetration depth
�H ofthem agnetic�eld in a 2D superconductor.

W ith theserestrictions,taking into accounttheinvarianceof
(v;�;�;� �)(seeequa-
tion (2.8))with respectto the phase transform ations(3.3)one can write a generalform
forthekineticpartoftheaction:


kin(v;�;T;�(x);�
�(x))= T

Z �

0

d�

Z

drTkin(�;�
�
;r �;r � �)=

T

Z
�

0

d�

Z

dr

�

T1(j�j
2)jr �j2 +

1

2
T2(j�j

2)(r j�j2)2
�

; (3.16)
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where there are no item swith a totalderivative since the boundary e�ectsare regarded
as unessential,and the coe�cients T 1;2(j�j2) are assum ed to be unknown quantity. It
followsfrom (3.16)thatin thesecond approxim ation in derivativesthevariationsin both
thedirection (phase)ofthe�eld � and itsabsolutevaluearetaken into account.

Tocalculatethecoe�cientsT 1;2(j�j2)weshallfollow thepaper[40]accordingtowhich
onecan determ ine thevariation derivatives

�2
kin(�;� �)

���(r)��(0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

= � T

Z �

0

d�[T1(j�j
2)+ j�j2T2(j�j

2)]r 2
�(r);

�2
kin(�;� �)

��(r)��(0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

= � T

Z �

0

d�(��)2T2(j�j
2)r 2

�(r): (3.17)

M ultiplying both equations(3.17)by r2 and integrating overdr onecan obtain
Z

drr
2
�2
kin(�;� �)

���(r)��(0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

= � 4T
Z

�

0

d�[T1(j�j
2)+ j�j2T2(j�j

2)];

Z

drr
2
�2
kin(�;� �)

��(r)��(0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

= � 4T
Z �

0

d�(��)2T2(j�j
2); (3.18)

which allowsoneto determ inethecoe�cientsrequired.Indeed,letusde�nethecorrela-
tion functions

K ij(q)�
Z

drexp(� iqr)
�2
kin(�;� �)

��i(r)��j(0)

�
�
�
�
�
�;� �= const

; �1 � ��;�2 � �: (3.19)

It is then readily seen from (3.18) and (3.19) that T1;2(j�j2) are determ ined from the
derivativesofthecorrelatorsK ij(q)in com ponentsofthevectorq atq = 0:

T1(j�j
2)=

1

4

"
@2K 12(q)

@q2
�

�

��

@2K 22(q)

@q2

#�
�
�
�
�
q= 0

;

T2(j�j
2)=

1

4(��)2
@2K 22(q)

@q2

�
�
�
�
�
q= 0

; (3.20)

itbeing apparently su�cient to know K 12(q)and K 22(q)only. Thus,the problem has
been sim ply reduced to calculating thecorrelators.

On theotherhand,thee�ectiveaction forthecaseoftheim aginary tim e-independent
�eldscan bewritten (see(2.8))in thefollowing form :


(v;�;T;�(r);� �(r))= T

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr

�
1

V
j�(r)j2�

T

1X

n= � 1

trhrjLn

"

� i!nÎ+ �3

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

+ �� �(r)+ �+ �
�(r)

#

jri

)

; (3.21)

where the operation trrefersto Paulim atrices,and the norm alization term with G
� 1
0 is

om itted. Com paring (3.19)and (3.21)and using the de�nition (2.9)after the Fourier-
transform ation (2.17)weobtain directly:

K 12(q)= T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)2
tr[G(i!n;k)�+ G(i!n;k + q)�� ];
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K 22(q)= T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)2
tr[G(i!n;k)�� G(i!n;k + q)�� ]; (3.22)

whereG(i!n;k)istheGreen’sfunction de�ned by (2.18).Calculating thetracesin (3.22)
itiseasy to arriveatthe�nalexpression forthecorrelators:

K 12(q)= T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)2

�

i!n +
k
2

2m � �

�  

i!n �
(k + q)2

2m + �

!

[!2
n + E2(k)][!2

n + E2(k + q)]
;

K 22(q)= T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)2
(��)2

[!2
n + E2(k)][!2

n + E2(k + q)]
; (3.23)

whereweused thenotation E2(k)� �2(k)+ j�j2.
Sum m ing overthe M atsubara frequenciesand then going to the lim itT = 0 one can

obtain the�nalform ulae:

K 12(q)= �

Z
dk

8�2
1

E(k)+ E(k + q)

8
>>>><

>>>>:

1+

�
k
2

2m � �

�"

(k + q)2

2m � �

#

E(k)E(k + q)

9
>>>>=

>>>>;

;

K 22(q)=
Z

dk

8�2
1

E(k)+ E(k + q)

(��)2

E(k)E(k + q)
: (3.24)

A som ewhat tedious butotherwise straightforward calculation (see [37,38])now yields
forthedesired coe�cientsof(3.16):

T1(j�j
2) =

1

16�

Z W � �

� �

du

"
2j�j2 � u2

(u2 + j�j2)5=2
(u+ �)+

u

(u2 + j�j2)3=2

#

= �
1

16�

j�j4 � 2u�j�j2 � u3�

j�j2(u2 + j�j2)3=2

�
�
�
�
�

u= W � �

u= � �

; (3.25)

T2(j�j
2) =

1

16�

Z W � �

� �

du

"
5u2(u+ �)

(u2 + j�j2)7=2
�

3(2u + �)

2(u2 + j�j2)5=2

#

=

1

16�

1

6

2j�j6 � 4j�j4u2 � 2u5� � 5u3�j�j2 � 9u�j�j4

j�j4(u2 + j�j2)5=2

�
�
�
�
�

u= W � �

u= � �

: (3.26)

The expressions(3.25)and (3.26)togetherwith (3.4)com plete the calculation ofallthe
term softhee�ective action (3.1)forthe2D m etalwith attraction between ferm ions.

3.5 C orrelation length and penetration depth versusdoping

Knowing T1(j�j2) and T2(j�j2) one can �nd the values for di�erent observables. For
practicalpurposesitsu�cesto restrictourselvesto considering the coe�cientsobtained
at the point j�j = � ofthe e�ective potentialm inim um . Besides, instead of(3.26)
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it is convenient to introduce the com bination ~T2(j�j2) � T1(j�j2)+ 2� 2T2(j�j2) which
determ inesthechangein thej�jvalueonly and arisesasthecoe�cientat(r j�j) 2.

The analysis of(3.25) and (3.26) reveals that at j�j= � both these functions are
positive for�F � W =2 where they change theirsign,which sim ply reectsthe necessity
to go over the antiparticle (from electron to hole or vice versa) picture for the region
�F > W =2.On theotherhand,in theregion �F � W =2thepositivenessofthesefunctions
dem onstratesthestability ofthehom ogeneousground stateofthem odelconcerned.

Onecan succeed in sim plifying (3.25)and (3.26)iftakesinto accountthat,asa rule,
�F � W (forexam ple,in HTSC m etal-oxides�F � 0:1W [21,34]).Then,using (3.10)and
(3.11),onecan rewriteT1(� 2)and ~T2(� 2)in thevery sim pleform :

T1(�
2)=

1

16��hj"bj
; ~T2(�

2)=
1

24��h2
(2�F � j"bj)2

(2�F + j"bj)3
; (3.27)

whereforcom pletenesswehaverestored thePlanck constantagain.
The explicitform ofT1(� 2)and also a � v� 1@2
pot(�;� �)=@�@� �jj�j2= � 2 allowsone

to calculatethecoherence length and thepenetration depth.Since(see(3.4))

a =
m

��h2
�F (W � �F )coth

2��h2
m V

W 2coth2 2��h
2

m V
� (W � 2�F )2

!
m

2��h2
�F

2�F + j"bj
(W ! 1 ;V ! 0); (3.28)

then,according to generaltheory ofuctuation phenom ena [41],onegetsthat

� = �h

"
T1(� 2)

a

#1=2

= �h

 
2�F + j"bj

8m �F j"bj

! 1=2

: (3.29)

Thisform ula showsthe dependence of� on �F (ornf). Itisvery interesting and useful
to com pare(3.29)with thede�nition ofthepairsize[28,29](also incorrectly referred to
asthecoherencelength [20,27]),nam ely

�
2

0
=
ds

R
drg(r)r2

Z

drg(r)
; (3.30)

where

g(r)=
1

n2f
h	 B C Sj 

y

"(r) 
y

#(0)j	 B C Si (3.31)

isthepair-correlation-function foroppositespinsand j	 B C SiistheusualBCS trialfunc-
tion.Forthe2D m odelunderconsideration thegeneralexpression (3.30)gives[20,28]

�
2

0 =
�h2

4m

1

�

"
�

�
+
�2 + 2� 2

�2 + � 2

�
�

2
+ tan� 1

�

�

�� 1
#

; (3.32)

where� and � weregiven by (3.11).So,weareready now to com pare(3.29)and (3.32).
Again to understand the underlying physics it is worth to look at two extrem es of

(3.29)and (3.32).Forhigh carrierdensities�F � j"bjone�ndsthat� � �0 � �vF =�,i.e.
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the well-known Pippard’sresultisreproduced correctly. M oreover,if,according to [19],
we introduce the pairsize �b = �h(m j"bj)� 1=2 in vacuum ,then itisclearthat� � �0<��b

when j"bj<��F .Therefore,both � and �0 prove to be close to the pairsize which ism uch
largerthan theinterparticle spacing.Thelatterstatem entonecan seefrom thevalueof
thedim ensionlessparam eter�kF � �0kF � �F =�� 1.

In the opposite lim it j"bj� �F ofvery low density one can see that �b � � � k
� 1
F

while �0 � �b. Consequently the correctinterpretation of�0 isthe pairsize (in presence
ofthe Ferm isea (3.30)) rather than the coherence length. The form er in the extrem e
Bose regim e ism uch sm allerthan the m ean interparticle spacing,since �0kF � 1,while
always �kF � 1. The m eaning of� is indeed the coherence length because it rem ains
�niteand com parablewith them ean interparticlespacing even when j"bjgoesto in�nity.
Thissituation isconsistent with the case of4He where the coherence length isnonzero
and com parablewith them ean inter-atom icdistancealthough j"bj(orenergy ofnucleon-
nucleon binding)isreally extrem ely large. Since �bkF � �0kF and since �bkF isdirectly
related to the dim ensionlessratio �F =j"bj(which wasdiscussed in Section 3.1)itcan be
inferred that �0kF is a physicalparam eter which can correctly determ ine the type of
pairing.

Calculationsofthe �H value require one to introduce the externalm agnetic �eld H

and also the usualextension ofthe derivatives �hr ! �hr � (2ie=c)A (e isthe electron
charge,cisthe lightvelocity,A isthe vectorpotential). Adding then the energy ofthe
m agnetic�eld

Z

d�

Z

dr
H

2

8�z
(3.33)

to thee�ective action (3.1)by directcalculation onegets

�H =

"
c2

32�e2T1(� 2)z� 2

#1=2

: (3.34)

Notethatin (3.33)and (3.34)z isthenum berofsuperconducting layersperunitlength
takingintoaccountthe3D characteroftheexternal�eld action.Hence,Ginzburg-Landau
param eter(see(3.29),(3.34))isequalto

� �
�H

�
=
1

�h

"
c2a

32�e2T1(� 2)z� 2

#1=2

: (3.35)

Substituting here the accurate expressions(3.11),(3.27)and (3.28)for�,T 1(� 2)and a
itiseasy to �nd that(3.35)takesa sim pleenough form

� =
c

e

v
u
u
t m

z

2j"bj

2�F + j"bj
; (3.36)

from which the explicit dependence ofthis param eter versus the ratio between �F and
j"bjfollows im m ediately. So,for z � (107 � 108)cm � 1 (as occurs in realcuprates) the
form ula (3.36) for a large range ofvalues for �F gives � � 102. This m eans that 2D
m etals with low �F (so called underdoped case) turn out to be very strongly type-II
superconductors.However,itfollowsfrom the sam e form ula thatwith increasing �F the
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param eter� decreasesand in thelim it�F � j"bj(strongly overdoped case)itispossible
(in principle)to obtain the value �<�1 orin the otherwords,to change the type ofthe
superconductor.

W e estim ate �nally the value ofthe second critical�eld H c2. Indeed,equating the
energy gain (see(3.15))ofthestatewith �6= 0 and the�eld energy onecan show that

H c2 =
2

�h
�F
p
m z:

For the sam e param eters we �nd that H c2 � (105 � 106)Oe = 10 � 102T which also
corresponds to the criticalm agnetic �eld values for the HTSC m etal-oxides [42,43].
Finally,notethattheconcentration dependence of@H c2=@T wasstudied also [44].

4 C rossover in the quasi-2D system s

Aswe have already m entioned in theintroduction therearem any wayswhich allow one
to extend the zero-tem perature analysisofthe 2D m odelfrom the previous Chapterto
the case T 6= 0. Every way hassom e advantagesaswellasdisadvantages. So,di�erent
generalizations ofthe m odelare to be investigated. Here we shallstudy a quasi-2D
extension,which m ight be relevant for HTSCs with a relatively low anisotropy ofthe
conductivity as,forexam ple,ispresentin theY-based cuprates.On theotherhand,the
quasi-2D m odelcan beconsidered asan extension ofthe3D m odelfrom Chapter2.Our
treatm entisbased on thepaper[31](seealso itsdetailed versions[45,46]).

4.1 M odel

Thesim plestm odelHam iltonian density forthecarriersin thequasi-2D system reads

H = �  
y
�(x)

"
r 2

?

2m ?

�
1

m zd
2
z

cos({r zdz)+ �

#

 �(x)

� V  
y

"(x) 
y

#(x) #(x) "(x); (4.1)

wherex � �;r? ;rz (with r? being a 2D vector); �(x),� and V arealready determ ined;
m ? isan carriere�ectivem assin theplanes(forexam ple,CuO 2 ones);m z isan e�ective
m assin thez-direction;dz istheinterlayerdistance.

TheHam iltonian proposed provestobevery convenientforstudy ofuctuation stabi-
lization by weak 3D one-particle inter-plane tunnelling.Theextension ofthe2D system
in the third-direction could give rise to a possibility that it m ay undergo the 3D su-
perconducting transition with the establishm entofhom ogeneouslong-rangeorder.This
transition doesnotcontradictthe2D theorem s[4].W eom itted in (4.1)thetwo-particle
(Josephson) tunnelling considering it here to be sm aller than the one-particle already
taken into account.Therecan howeverbesituationswhen Josephson tunnelling becom es
m oreessentialthen theone-particlecoherentone.In addition som eauthorsconsiderthat
them ostim portantm echanism forHTSC istheincoherentinter-planehopping (through,
forinstance,theim purity (localized)statesordueto theassistance ofphonons.)

Itissigni�cantthatthelargeanisotropy oftheconductivity cannotbeidenti�ed with
the sim ilar anisotropy ofthe e�ective m asses m z and m ? . In particular,HTSC with
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rather large anisotropy in z-direction do not display the usualm etalbehaviour at low
tem peratures. It m eans that interplane m otion ofthe ferm ions is incoherent and the
BKT transition could take place beforethe 3D superconducting transition (see the next
Chapter).But,aswillbeseen,forjusti�cation ofapproxim ationsused below them odest
valueoftheratio m z=m ? � 102 isalready su�cient.Such a valueispresentforinstance
in the HTSC YBa2Cu3O 6+ � (1-2-3). Because ofthiswe shallstudy the sim plestcase of
tunnelling which isdescribed by thesecond term in (4.1).

The m ethod forthe study ofthe Ham iltonian (4.1)m ainly coincideswith thatused
forthe3D m odel(2.1).So,weshalloften referto thesim ilarform ulaefrom Chapter2.

4.2 T he m ean �eld approxim ation

Thee�ectivepotential(2.19)obtained in Appendix A isin factm odelindependent.Thus,
onehasto useittogetherwith thedispersion law

�(k)= "(k)� � =
k
2

?

2m ?

+
1

m zd
2
z

coskzdz � � (4.2)

in accordancewith theHam iltonian (4.1).
Again the stationary condition (2.20) results in the gap equation (2.21) where now

�(k)isdeterm ined by (4.2).
Itisnecessary to em phasize thatfotthe tem peraturesofinterest,the band width in

thez-direction ism � 1
z d� 2z � TM F

c ,i.e.thesystem isreally aquasi-2D one.Asforthelast
inequality,itiseasy to see,thatatm z � 102m e and dz = 10 _A the value�h2=(m zd

2
zkB )�

10K isreally farlessthen theusualcriticaltem peraturesin HTSC com pounds.
Now we need to describe how one can regulate the ultravioletdivergence in the gap

equation (2.21). Ashasbeen already noted in Section 2.1 forthe case ofthe local-pair
superconductivity thecuto�ofBCS typecannotbeapplied.M oreover,theregularization
by the 3D scattering length as (see the de�nition (2.22))isunsuitable forthe quasi-2D
system . Itturnsoutthatin orderto elim inate the divergencesin (2.21)itisconvenient
to introduce,asin the2D case,theenergy ofthetwo-particlebound state(com parewith
(3.10))

"b = � 2W exp

 

�
4�dz
m ? V

!

; (4.3)

whereW = k
2

? B =2m ? isthebandwidth in theplane 6.The factordz in theindex ofthe
exponentisnecessary to preserve thedim ensionlessness.

Again,contrary totheusualBCS approach,thevalueofthechem icalpotentialshould
be consistently de�ned from the equation (2.24),which leadsto the second,ornum ber,
equation (2.25).

Taking into account the above-m entioned inequality m � 1
z d� 2z � TM F

c the num ber
equation (2.25)in thelim itW ! 1 takesthefollowing �nalform :

2TM F
c ln

"

1+ exp

 
�

TM F
c

! #

= 2�F ; (4.4)

6Note that in the region ofthe param eters considered these bound states are form ed without any

threshold.
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where (here)�F = �nfdz=m ? isthe Ferm ienergy offree quasi-2D ferm ionswith "(k)�
k
2

? .
So,one needs to solve sim ultaneously the system ofthe equations (2.21) with the

dispersion law (4.2)and (4.4)with two unknown variables,TM F
c and �,respectively.

Athigh carrierconcentrationsnf,such that� � TM F
c ,theequality � ’ �F isindeed

the solution of(4.4). Than taking into account the regularization procedure,itfollows
from (2.21)that(com parewith (2.26))

T
M F
c ’



�

q

2j"bj�F =
2

�

q

W �F exp

 

�
2�dz
m ? V

!

: (4.5)

Thisisjustthewell-known BCS resultfora 2D m etal[37].
In the opposite case ofsm allnf,such as � � � TM F

c ,the roles ofthe gap (2.21)
and num ber (4.4) equations are as above in som e sense reversed: the equation (2.21)
determ ines �,while the (4.4) determ ines the value ofTM F

c . Now,using the de�nition
(4.3)oneobtainsfrom (2.21)

ln
2W

j"bj
=

1

2�

Z
2�

0

dt

Z
2W

0

dx
1

x� 2� + (2=mzd2z)cost
: (4.6)

Integrating therightsideof(4.6)and in thelim itW ! 1 weim m ediately arriveatthe
�nalexpression

� = �
j"bj

2
�

1

2(m zd
2
z)
2j"bj

: (4.7)

This expression,except forthe second term ,isidenticalto the result described in Sec-
tion 2.3. The second term isdirectly connected to the quasi-2D characterofthe m odel
and,despiteitsfarsm allerm agnitude,isvery im portantwhen theuctuationsaretaken
into account.Atj"bj� �F theequation (4.4)transform sinto thetranscendentalone:

j"bj

2TM F
c

= ln
TM F
c

�F
: (4.8)

Itsfollowsfrom (4.8)thatwe obtain a sim ilarresultto thatin Section 2.3:for�xed
�F ,the value ofTM F

c growsrapidly asthe coupling constantV increases. Thus,forthe
case ofsm allcarrier density,the tem perature TM F

c is notconnected to the criticalone
Tc,butin factcorrespondsto thetem peratureofcom positeboson dissociation (com pare
with Section 2.3).

4.3 T he role ofG aussian uctuations

In orderto investigate the e�ectsofcom posite bosonsform ed in the system ,one should
again takeintoaccounttheorderparam eteructuations.Aswasdiscussed in theprevious
Section,onecan sim plyusetheexpressionsfrom Chapter2with �(k)determ ined by(4.2).
Thus,theexpressions(2.27)and (2.28)m ay beused directly ifoneappliestheultraviolet
regularization by the energy (4.3) as has been done in Section 4.2. Once again,from
(2.27),wearriveatthe"conservation law" (2.30).
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Letusconsidernow the inuence ofnB (�;T)determ ined by (2.31)on thebehaviour
ofthesystem asthecarrierdensity changes.W eshould solveself-consistently thesystem
ofequations(2.21)and (2.30).

Athigh enough carrierdensity thecontribution ofnB (�;T)to(2.30)isnegligible,and
onearrivesattheequality Tc ’ TM F

c ,whereTM F
c isgiven by (4.5).

Recall(see Section 2.4)thatin a m ore consistent schem e one should take into con-
sideration the correction @(
 � 
pot)=@� to the gap equation (2.20),and consequently
theuctuationsm odify theequation.Thiscorrection m ay beespecially im portantin the
quasi-2D case. However,because ofthe conditions� = �F � Tc and m zd

2
zTc � 1,one

can convinceoneselfthatthiscorrection changesTc ratherweakly [47](seealso [48]).
Note that the consideration ofthe correction to the gap equation (2.20) should be

very interesting becausebased on thegeneral2D theorem soneknowsthatTc ! 0 when
m z ! 1 (2D case) even though � ’ �F . To trace this lim it the above-m entioned
correction m ust be taken into account. From the other side,when m z ! 1 the BKT
scenario willtake place at any density nf and we have to m odify the approach from
Chapter2used heretostudy theform ation oftheinhom ogeneousBKT phase.Thelatter
willbeaccurately donein thenextChapter.

Turning back to the equality Tc ’ TM F
c one can see,using (4.5)(the TM F

c coincides
with the expression obtained in [37]fora pure 2D superconductordue to the band nar-
rowness in the kz-direction),thatTc increases with the growth ofcoupling constant V .
ThisbehaviourofTc isjustasin the3D case(see(2.26)).

Atsm allconcentrations,such thatj�j=Tc � 1 taking into accountthede�nition (4.3)
in thelim itW ! 1 oneobtainsfrom (2.28)that

�� 1(i
n;K )=
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4�dz
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4m ?
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! 2
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2
m zd

2

z

cosK zdz
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! 2

2j"bj
: (4.9)

Afterintroducing thephase�(!;K )� � arg�� 1(! + i0;K )itcan again bewritten as:

�(!;K )= ��

 

! �
K

2

?

4m ?

+
1

2j"bj(m zd
2
z)2

cosK zdz + 2� + j"bj

+
1

2j"bj(m zd
2
z)2

!

: (4.10)

At last,after substitution ofthe expression (4.7)for the chem icalpotentialinto (4.10)
onearrivesatthe�nalequation forTc,nam ely:

nB (�;Tc)�
Z

dK

(2�)3
nB

 
K

2

?

4m ?

+
1

2j"bj(m zd
2
z)2

(1� cosKzdz)

!

’
nf

2
: (4.11)

It is easy to see that the boson e�ective m ass for its m otion in the plane retains the
value 2m ? . As for the m otion between the planes,the e�ective boson m ass increases
considerably: 2j"bjm 2

zd
2
z(� m z). It can be stressed that this increase has a dynam ical

character as is testi�ed sim ply by the presence ofj"bj. Physically,it is ensured by the
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one-particle character (see equation (4.1)) ofthe tunnelling between planes which only
takesplacethrough thevirtualbreakup ofa pairforwhich theenergy lossisoftheorder
j"bj.

Now,using the form ula forthe BEC ofan idealquasi-2D Bose-gas[49](see also the
review [43]),itiseasy to writedown an equation forTc,which heretakesthesim pleform

Tc ’
�nfdz

2m ? ln(2Tcj"bjm 2
zd

4
z)
=

�F

2ln(2Tcj"bjm 2
zd

4
z)
: (4.12)

The last equation describes the characteristic properties ofa quasi-2D superconductor
with sm allcarrierdensity:
i) �rstly,the criticaltem perature Tc � �F ,or(see above)Tc � nf=2,orthe num berof

the com posite bosons,asitshould be in 2D case (recallthatin a 3D one Tc � n
2=3

f (see
(2.33)),in contrastto theM F approxim ation 2D TM F

c �
p
nf � Tc [37](see also (3.11)

becauseusually TM F
c � �);

ii)secondly,contrary to thecaseofthe3D superconductorwhereTc doesnotdepend on
V atall(see (2.33)),in a quasi-2D system Tc doesdepend on V ,nam ely: Tc decreases
with thegrowth ofV .Aswasstated above,thereason forthisisthedynam icalincrease
ofthe com posite boson m ass along the third direction. Thus,the growth ofj"bj(orof
V ,which isthe sam e)"m akes" thesystem m ore and m ore two-dim ensionaleven forthe
sim plestcaseofa quasi-2D m etalwith a localfour-ferm ion interaction.

It is interesting to note that a decreasing Tc can also take place in the case when
the localpairsare bipolarons[50];then,the increasing ofcoupling with phonons,which
m akesthepairsm orem assive,also leadsto Tc decreasing,(ratherthan increasing)asthe
electron-phonon coupling grows.

The m ain results here are not only the expressions (4.5) and (4.12) for Tc in the
di�erentlim iting cases,nam ely the casesoflargeand sm allV .No lessim portantisthe
com parison ofthese expressions which show thatfora given density offerm ions(i.e. a
given �F ) there are two essentialregions. Ifj"bj� �F ,then even in the case ofsm all
(by absolute value nf)densities the BCS form ula isvalid and Tc growswith increasing
j"bj(see (4.5)). In the opposite case,j"bj� �F ,Tc decreaseswith the growth ofj"bj. It
showsthatin thecaseofquasi-2D system s(itseem sthattheHTSC belong to thiscase)
Tc(j"bj)hasa m axim um . Consequently,there is a region (for�xed j"bj)ofvalues of�F
forwhich Tc increases. Ifwe also take into accountthe two-particle tunnelling in (4.1),
then the previous result willonly be a lower bound forTc forlarge j"bj. The region of
�F � j"bjneedsspecialstudy (see e.g. [6,51])because ofthe presence ofboth strongly
developed uctuations and the possible distinction ofproperties ofsuch a Ferm i-liquid
from theFerm i-liquid ofLandau type.

5 2D crossover: �nite tem perature

W ehavealready studied the�nitetem perature(orm oreexactly Tc)crossoverforthe3D
and quasi-2D m odels.The2D crossoveratT = 0crossoverwasaddressed also.So,weare
ready to discussthe2D crossoveratT 6= 0.Aswasstressed in theIntroduction (seealso
[32])ananalyticaltreatm entofthe�niteT crossoverproblem in2D isquiteadi�culttask.
Thisisprim arily related tothenecessity totreatTc astheBKT tem peratureTB K T below
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which there is an algebraic (power decay) order and a �nite superuid density [8](see
also the review [52]and the book [53]). Nevertheless,som e insightinto the peculiarities
oftheform ation oftheBKT hasbeen gained [9].

5.1 M odeland Form alism

M ostofpreviousanalyses[54,55,56]ofthe behaviourofthe 2D system satT 6= 0 have
been based on aNozieres-Schm itt-Rink approach [18].Asshown above,thisissim ply the
Gaussian approxim ation to thefunctionalintegralwhich perhapsexplainsthedi�culties
faced in these calculations. On the one hand,Gaussian uctuationsdestroy long-range
orderin 2D and ifonesearchesfortheT2D

c atwhich theordersetsin oneshould getzero
in accordance with the above-m entioned theorem s [4]. On the other hand,taking into
accountGaussian uctuationsiscom pletely inadequateto describetheBKT transition.

Nonetheless,severalsteps have been m ade even in this direction. Forexam ple,the
BKT transition in therelativistic2+ 1-theory wasstudied in [57],and even thecrossover
from superconductivity to superuidity was considered in [22](see also [58]) according
to the value ofthe carrierdensity nf (recallthatnf = m �F =�). However,the m ethod
em ployed in [22]to thetem peratureTB K T hasa num berofdrawbacks.

Speci�cally,theequation forTB K T wasobtained neglecting theexistence ofa neutral
(real)orderparam eter�,whoseappearanceat�niteT,being dueto thebreaking ofonly
adiscretesym m etry,isconsistentwith Colem an-M erm in-W agher-Hohenberg theorem [4].
Asweshallseebelow,� givesthem odulusofam ultivalued com plex orderparam eterofa
2D system asa whole,and only them odulusdeterm inesthepossibility oftheform ation
ofnonuniform (including vortex)con�gurationsin thesystem .

However,asaresultofallowingforaneutralorderparam eter,aregion where� decays
gradually to zero appearsin thephasediagram ofthesystem .Thisregion separatesthe
standard norm alphasewith � = 0 from theBKT phase,where there isthepowerdecay
ofcorrelations.Despiteoftheexponentialdecay ofthecorrelationsin it,thisnew region
ofstates very likely possesses unusualproperties,since � appears in allexpressions in
the sam e m annerasdoesthe energy gap � in the theory ofordinary superconductors,
though to calculate the observed single-particle spectrum ,ofcourse,the carrier losses
due to scattering ofcarriersby uctuationsofthe phase ofthe orderparam eterand,in
caseofrealsystem s,by dopantsm ustbetaken into account[59].Thepossible existence
ofsuch a phase,which isalso in som e sense norm al,m ightshed lightofthe frequently
anom alous(see,forexam ple,thereviews[34,60])behaviourofthenorm alstateofHTSC,
speci�cally,the tem perature dependencies ofthe spin susceptibility,resistivity,speci�c
heat,photoem ission spectra,and so on [61,62,21],fortheexplanation ofwhich theidea
ofa pseudogap (and also spin gap)in theregion T > Tc isnow widely em ployed.

Thus,ourobjectivein thisChapteristocalculateTB K T and T� (T� isthetem perature
atwhich � ! 0)asfunctionsofnf and toestablish aform ofthisnew region,which liesin
the tem perature intervalTB K T < T < T�.Besides,we willtry to dem onstrate using the
exam pleofthestaticspin susceptibility thatthisphasem ay really beused to explain the
above-m entioned anom alouspropertiesofthe HTSC.Thatisthe reason why the phase
wascalled the"anom alousnorm al" phase.

Thereisno need to writedown them odelHam iltonian which isstudied here,because
itisidenticalwith thatofdescribed in Chapter3.1.
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The desired phase diagram consisting from norm al,anom alousand superconducting
phases was calculated �rstly in [9]em ploying the Hubbard-Stratonovich m ethod (see
Section 2.2,the equations (2.6){ (2.8)). In the 2D case,however,instead ofusing the
accepted m ethod forcalculation thepartition function Z(v;�;T;)(see(2.6)),onem ustto
perform thecalculation in m odulus-phasevariables.Thispreventsusfrom thesubsequent
treatm entofthephaseuctuationsatGaussian levelonly.Thus,wewillbeableto take
into accountthephasedegreeoffreedom with needed accuracy.

The m odulus-phase variables were introduced in accordance with [63], where the
param etrization

�(x)= �(x)e� 2i�(x); ��(x)= �(x)e2i�(x); (5.1)

wasused.Onecan easily seethat(5.1)correspondsto theobvioustransform ation ofthe
initialFerm i-�elds,nam ely

 �(x)= ��(x)e
i�(x)

;  
y
�(x)= �

y
�(x)e

� i�(x)
; (5.2)

where the �eld operator��(x)describesneutralferm ionsand exp[i�(x)]correspondsto
the charge degree offreedom . In Nam bu variables (2.2)the transform ation (5.2)takes
thefollowing form

	(x)= e
i�3�(x)�(x); 	 y(x)= � y(x)e� i�3�(x): (5.3)

M aking corresponding substitutions(5.3)in therepresentation (2.6)and integrating over
theferm i-�elds� and � y wearriveattheexpression (com parewith (2.7)and (2.8)

Z(v;�;T)=
Z

�D �D � exp[� �
(v;�;T;�(x);@�(x))]; (5.4)

where

�
(v;�;T;�(x);@�(x))=
1

V

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr�
2(x)� TrLnG� 1 + TrLnG � 1

0
(5.5)

isas(2.8)the one-loop e�ective action,which,however,dependson the m odulus-phase
variables.Theaction (5.5)isexpressed through theGreen function oftheinitial(charged)
ferm ionsthathasin thenew variablesthefollowing operatorform 7

G
� 1 = � Î@� + �3

 
r 2

2m
+ �

!

+ �1�(�;r)�

�3

 

i@��(�;r)+
(r �(�;r))2

2m

!

+ Î

 
ir 2�(�;r)

2m
+
ir �(�;r)r

m

!

: (5.6)

The free ferm ion Green function G 0 that provides the convenient regularization in the
processofcalculation wasde�ned in (2.11).Itisim portantthatneitherthesm allnessnor
slownessofthe variation ofthe phase ofthe orderparam eterwasassum ed in obtaining
expression (5.6).

7Itm ay beobtained asa solution ofsom edi�erentialequation with theantiperiodicboundary condi-

tions(see (2.9)and (2.10)).
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Sincethelow-energy dynam icsin thephasesin which � 6= 0 isdeterm ined m ainly by
the long-wavelength uctuations of�(x),only the lowest orderderivatives ofthe phase
need beretained in theexpansion of
(v;�;T;�(x);@�(x)):


(v;�;�(x);@�(x))’ 
kin(v;�;T;�;@�(x))+ 
pot(v;�;T;�) (5.7)

where


kin(v;�;T;�;@�(x))= TTr
1X

n= 1

1

n
(G�)n

�
�
�
�
�= const

(5.8)

and (see(2.13))


pot(v;�;T;�)=
�
1

V

Z

dr�
2 � TTrLnG� 1 + TTrLnG � 1

0

��
�
�
�
�= const

: (5.9)

Thekinetic
kin and potential
pot partsareexpressed through theGreen function ofthe
neutralferm ionswhich obeystheequation (com parewith (2.9))
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G(�;r)= �(�)�(r) (5.10)
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2m
+
ir �(�;r)r

m

!

: (5.11)

Therepresentation (5.7)allowsonetogetafullsetoftheequationswhich arenecessary
to �nd outTB K T,�(TB K T)and �(TB K T)atgiven �F (or,forexam ple,�(T)and �(T)at
given T and �F ).W hiletheequation forTB K T willbewritten using thekineticpart(5.8)
ofthee�ectiveaction,theequationsfor�(TB K T)and �(TB K T)(or�(T)and �(T))could
be obtained using the m ean �eld potential(5.9). Itturns outthat in the phase where
� 6= 0 the m ean-�eld approxim ation forthe m odulusvariable describesthe system quite
well.Thisism ainlyrelatedwith anonperturbativecharacteroftheHubbard-Stratonovich
m ethod,i.e.m ostofe�ectsaretaken overby a nonzero valueof�.

5.2 T he equation for TB K T

Ifourm odelwerereduced to a som eknown m odeldescribing theBKT phasetransition,
wewould beeasily write theequation forTB K T.Indeed,in thelowestordersthekinetic
term (5.8)coincides with so called classicalXY m odel[52,53]which has the following
continuum Ham iltonian

H =
J

2

Z

dr(r �(r))2: (5.12)

HereJ isthesom econstant(in theoriginalclassicaldiscreteXY m odelitisthevalueof
spin)and � istheangle(phase)ofthetwo-com ponentvectorin plane.

Thetem peratureoftheBKT transition is,in fact,known forthism odel,nam ely

TB K T =
�

2
J: (5.13)
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Despite the very sim ple form 8 ofthe equation (5.13),it was derived [8](see also [52,
53])using therenorm alization group technique,which takesinto accountthenon-single-
valuednessofthe phase �.Thus,the uctuationsofthephase aretaken into accountat
a higherapproxim ation than theGaussian one.

Toexpand 
kin up to� (r �)2,itwould besu�cienttorestrictourselvestoterm swith
n = 1;2 in theexpansion (5.8).Theprocedureofcalculation (seeAppendix B)issim ilar
to thatem ployed in [64],where the case oflarge densities nf atT = 0 wasconsidered,
and gives 9


kin =
T

2

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr
h

J(�;T;�(�;T))(r �)2 + K (�;T;�(�;T))(@��)
2
i

; (5.14)

where

J(�;T;�)=
1

m
nF (�;T;�)�

T

�

Z 1

� �=2T

dx
x + �=2T

cosh2
s

x2 + �
2

4T2

(5.15)

characterizesthesti�nessofneutralcondensate,

K (�;T;�)=
m

2�

 

1+
�

p
�2 + �2

tanh

p
�2 + �2

2T

!

; (5.16)

and a value

nF (�;T;�)=
m

2�

(
q

�2 + �2 + � + 2T ln

"

1+ exp

 

�

p
�2 + �2

T

! #)

(5.17)

hasa sense offerm i-quasiparticlesdensity (for� = 0 the expression (5.17)issim ply the
density ofthefreeferm ions).NotethatJ(�;T;� = 0)= 0.

A directcom parison oftheexpression (5.14)with theHam iltonian ofXY m odel(5.12)
m akesitpossibleto writea equation forTB K T:

�

2
J(�;TB K T;�(�;TB K T))= TB K T: (5.18)

Although m athem atically the problem reducesto a well-known problem ,the analogy is
incom plete. Indeed,in the standard XY m odel(as wellas the nonlinear � m odel) the
vector(spin)subject to ordering isassum ed to be a unitvectorwith no dependence 10

on T.In ourcase thisisfundam entally notthe case,and a self-consistentcalculation of
TB K T asa function ofnf requiresadditionalequationsfor� and �,which togetherwith
(5.18)form a com pletesystem .

8The exponentially sm allcorrection isom itted here.
9A totalderivativewith respectto � isom itted.
10There isno doubtsthatin certain situations(forexam ple,very high T)italso can becom e a ther-

m odynam icalvariable,i.e.dependenton T,ashappensin problem sofphasetransitionsbetween ordered

(m agnetic)and disordered (param agnetic)phaseswhen thespin itselfvanishes.Speci�cally,forquasi-2D

spin system s it is virtually obvious that as one proceeds from high-T regions,at �rst a spin m odulus

form sin 2D clastersof�nite size and only then doesglobal3D ordering occur.
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5.3 T he e�ective potentialand the equations for � and �

There is no need to repeatthe calculation ofthe e�ective potential. The pointis that
the e�ective potential(2.19)calculated in Appendix A dependson (see Section 3.2)the
invariantproduct�� � = �2 only.Thus,onem ay im m ediately write


pot(v;�;T;�)= v

2

4
�2

V
�

Z
dk

(2�)2

0

@ 2T lncosh

q

�2(k)+ �2

2T
� �(k)

1

A

3

5 ; (5.19)

where�(k)= k
2
=2m � �.Thenthedesiredm issingequationsarethecondition@
pot(�)=@� =

0thatthepotential(5.19)bem inim um and theequality v� 1@
pot=@� = � nf,which �xes
nf.Forthem wehave,respectively:

1

V
=

Z
dk

(2�)2
1

2
q

�2(k)+ �2
tanh

q

�2(k)+ �2

2T
; (5.20)

nF (�;T;�)= nf: (5.21)

The equations (5.20) and (5.21) obtained above com prise a self-consistent system for
determ ining the m odulus� ofthe orderparam eterand the chem icalpotential� in the
m ean-�eld approxim ation for�xed T and nf.

Aswe have already discussed in Section 3.3,the energy oftwo-particle bound states
"b (see its de�nition (3.10)),ism ore convenient to use than the four-ferm iconstant V .
Forexam ple,using theidentity

tanh
x

2
= 1�

2

expx+ 1

one m ay easily go to the lim itsW ! 1 and V ! 0 in the equation (5.20),which after
thisrenorm alization becom es

ln
j"bj

p
�2 + �2 � �

= 2
Z 1

� �=T

du
1

q

u2 + (�
T
)2
h

exp
q

u2 + (�
T
)2 + 1

i; (5.22)

Thus,in practice,wewillsolvenum erically thesystem oftheequations(5.18),(5.22)and
(5.21)to study TB K T asfunction ofnf.

Itiseasy to show thatatT = 0 thesystem (5.22),(5.21)transform sinto thesystem

(3.14) which was already addressed. Recallthat its solution is � =
q

2j"bj�F and � =
� j"bj=2+ �F .Thiswillbeusefulforstudyingtheconcentration dependenciesof2�=T B K T

and 2�=T �,where� isthezero-tem peraturegap in thequasiparticleexcitation spectrum
[17,20,32]

�=

(
�; � > 0;

p
�2 + �2; � < 0:

(5.23)

Setting� = 0in theequations(5.20)and (5.21),wearrive(in thesam eapproxim ation)
attheequationsforthecriticaltem peratureT� and thecorresponding valueof�:

ln
j"bj

T�



�
= �

Z �=2T �

0

du
tanhu

u
( = 1:781); (5.24)
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1+ exp

 
�

T�

! #

= �F : (5.25)

Notethattheseequationscoincidewiththesystem which determ inesT(2D )M F
c and�(T(2D )M F

c )
(see [37]). Thisisevidently related with m ean-�eld approxim ation used here. There is,
however,a crucialdi�erence between these values.Nam ely,ifonetakesinto accountthe
uctuations,thevalueofT 2D

c should go to zero,while thevalue ofT� should stay �nite.
Thatisthereason why thetem peratureT� hasitsown physicalm eaning:theincoherent
(localorCooper)pairsbegin tobeform ed form ed below T�.Athighertem peraturesthere
arethesepaiructuationsonly (seee.g.[51]).

5.4 T he phase diagram

The num ericalinvestigation ofthe system s(5.18),(5.22),(5.21)and (5.24),(5.25)gives
thefollowing very interesting results,which aredisplayed graphically.
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Figure 1:TB K T and T� versusthe free ferm ion density. The dotsrepresentthe function
�(�F ) at T = TB K T. The regions ofthe norm alphase (NP),anom alous norm alphase
(ANP)and BKT phaseareindicated.

a) The anom alousphase region (see Fig.1)in the present m odeliscom m ensurate with
theBKT region.Butithasnotbeen ruled outthatin thecaseofthequasi-2D m odelthis
region willdisappearasnf increases.Forexam ple,in the case ofan indirectinteraction
itwasshown [65]thattheanom alousphaseregion really existsatthelow carrierdensity
only,i.e.itshrinkswhen thedoping increases.
b)Forlow �F (� j"bj)thefunction TB K T(�F )islinear,asitalso con�rm ed by theanalyti-
calsolution ofthesystem (5.18),(5.22)and (5.21),which givesTB K T = �F =2.Surprisingly
such behaviour(although forTc)iscopied in di�erentfam iliesofnon-conventional("ex-
otic")superconductors(HTSC including)with com paratively sm allFerm ienergy [21].

W e note thatin thislim itthe tem perature Tc ofform ation ofa hom ogeneousorder
param eterforthequasi-2D m odel(seeChapter4,theequation (4.12))can bewritten in
thefollowing form [65](seealso [21])

Tc �
TB K T

ln(�F j"bj=4t2jj)
; (5.26)
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where tjj = 1=(m zd
2
z) is the inter-plane hopping (coherent tunnelling) constant. This

showsthatwhen Tc < TB K T theweak three-dim ensionalization can preserve(in any case,
forlow nf)the regionsofthe anom alousand BKT phases,which,forexam ple,happens
in therelativisticquasi-2D m odel[66].Atthesam etim e,asthethree-dim ensionalization
param etertjj increases,when Tc > TB K T the BKT phase can vanish,provide,however,
that the anom alous phase region and both tem peratures T� and Tc are preserved. It

followsfrom (5.26)thattheBKT phasevanisheswhen tjj>
q

2j"bj�F (= �).
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T=T�
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Figure2:�(T)fordi�erentvaluesof�F =j"bj:1 | 0.05;2 | 0.2;3 | 0.45;4 | 0.6;5 |
1;6 | 2;7 | 5.(For� > 0 and � < 0 thechem icalpotentialwasscaled to �F and j"bj,
respectively.) The thick linesbound regionsofthe BKT,anom alousnorm aland norm al
phases.

c) Figure 2 shows the valuesnf forwhich � di�erssubstantially from �F and,in other
words,theLandau Ferm i-liquid theory becom esinapplicableform etalswith low orinter-
m ediate carrierdensity. Asexpected,the kink � atT = T�,experim entson observation
which werediscussed in [67]and havebeen interpreted forthe1-2-3cuprate[68],becom es
increasingly lesspronounced as�F increases.Butin thepresentcaseitisinteresting that
in theapproxim ation em ployed ithappensatthenorm al-anom alousphasesboundary or
beforesuperconductivity reallyappears.Thereforeitwould beofgreatinteresttoperform
experim entswhich would revealthetem peraturedependence�(T)especially forstrongly
anisotropicand relatively weakly doped cuprates.
d)Itfollowsfrom curve3 in Fig.2 thatthetransition (changein sign of�)from localto
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Cooperpairsispossible notonly as�F increases,which ism oreorlessobvious,butalso
(forsom enf)asT increases.
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Figure3:2�=T B K T and 2�=T � versusthefreeferm ion density.

e)Finally thecalculationsshowed (seeFig.3)thattheratio 2�=T B K T isalwaysgreater
than 4.4. The value 2�=T �(= 2�=T M F

c ) is,however,som ewhat lower and reaches the
BCS theory lim it of3.52 only for �F � j"bj. It is interesting that this concentration
behaviourisconsistentwith num erousm easurem entsofthisratioin HTSC [69,70].Note
that the divergencies of2�=T B K T and 2�=T � at �F ! 0 are directly related with the
de�nition (5.23).

Discussing the phase diagram obtained it can be em phasized that the qualitative
ideasaboutthe crucialim portance ofphase uctuationsforunderdoped HTSC was,to
ourknowledge,�rstdiscussed by Em ery and Kivelson [6]. These authors,starting from
theexperim entaldata ofUem ura etal.[21]and som eothers(see theRefs.cited in [6]),
and from the well-known generalobservation the superconducting state ischaracterized
by a com plex orderparam eter,introduced thetem perature T� atwhich phase ordercan
occur. They have also argued that at low superconducting carrier density and poor
screening (i.e. in bad m etals)phase uctuationsbecom e m ore signi�cantthan allother
uctuations,so that the classicalXY-m odelis suitable for underdoped cuprate oxides.
W hen Tc � Tm ax

� (Tm ax
� isthe tem perature atwhich the phase orderdisappears ifthe

disordering e�ects ofallthe other degrees offreedom are ignored),phase uctuations
m ustberelatively unim portantand theobservableTc willbecloseto theTM F

c predicted
by BCS-Bogolyubov theory. Otherwise, Tc ’ Tm ax

� < TM F
c ,and TM F

c is sim ply the
tem peratureatwhich localpairing occurs.

Undoubtedly,the approach developed in thisChapter isself-consistent and a m ore-
or-lesscom plete(in thehydrodynam icalapproxim ation)extension ofthesem iqualitative
results presented in [6,21]. At the sam e tim e there is only one di�erence (but in our
opinion an essentialone)between thebehaviourofthefunction weobtain forTM F

c (nf)�
T�(nf)in thelim itnf ! 0 and thefunction sketched forTM F

c in [6].Itisclearfrom the
�gure(seeFig.1)(and can beshown analytically)thatin ourcasethezero density lim it
isT�(0)= 0,in contrastto Refs.[6,21]whereTM F

c growswhen nf decreases.
On the other hand,the lim it T�(nf ! 0) ! 0 (the sam e argum ent also applies to

Tdissoc in Section 2.3)cannotbeconsidered su�ciently regulardueto thestrong increase,
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forsm allnf,oftheneutralorderparam eteructuationswhich werenottaken intoaccount
in theapproxim ation used.From thephysicalpointofview perhapsthem ostconsistent
lim itforthis,extrem ely low (when � < 0)ferm ion density,region is:T�(nf ! 0)! TP �

2
p
�2 + �2 � j"bj(see(5.23)and Fig.2).

5.5 "Spin-gap" behaviour in the anom alous norm alphase

Itwould bevery interesting to study how a nonzero valueoftheneutralorderparam eter
a�ects the observable properties ofthe 2D system . Does this really resem ble the gap
opening in thetraditionalsuperconductors,exceptthatithappensin thenorm alphase?
Or,in otherwords,doesthepseudogap open?

W e shalldem onstrate thisphenom enon taking,asa case in point,the param agnetic
susceptibility ofthesystem 11.

To study thesystem in them agnetic�eld H onehasto add theparam agneticterm

H P M = � �B H
h

 
y

"(r) "(r)�  
y

#(r) #(r)
i

; (5.27)

to the Ham iltonian (2.1). Here �B = e�h=2m c is the Bohrm agneton. Note that,using
theisotropy in theproblem ,wechose thedirection of�eld H to beperpendicularto the
planecontainingthevectorsr.(Recallthatin thisChapterd = 2and risthe2D vector.)

Itisa very sim plem atterto rewriteH P M in theNam bu variables(2.2),nam ely

H P M = � �B H 	
y(r)	(r): (5.28)

Then,addingthecorrespondingterm totheequation (5.10)fortheneutralferm ion Green
function,itiseasy toobtain thatofin them om entum representation (com parewith(B.2))

G(i!n;k;H ) =
1

(i!n + �B H )̂I� �3�(k)+ �1�

=
(i!n + �B H )̂I+ �3�(k)� �1�

(i!n + �B H )2 � �2(k)� �2
: (5.29)

Thestaticparam agneticsusceptibility isexpressed through them agnetization

�(�;T;�)=
@M (�;T;�;H )

@H

�
�
�
�
�
H = 0

; (5.30)

which in them ean-�eld approxim ation m ay bederived from thee�ective potential

M (�;T;�;H )= �
1

v

@
pot(v;�;T;�;H )

@H
: (5.31)

Thusfrom (5.31)oneobtains12

M (�;T;�;H )= �B T

1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)2
tr[G(i!n;k;H )̂I]: (5.32)

11Thatwasdone with V.P.G usynin.
12Note thatoneshould use the �rstpartof(5.29)to getthisform ula.
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Then using thede�nition (5.30)onearrivesat

�(�;T;�)= �
2

B

Z
dk

(2�)2
2T

1X

n= � 1

�2(k)+ �2 � !2n

[!2
n + �2(k)+ �2]2

: (5.33)

The sum in (5.33) is calculated in Appendix C (see the equation (C.5)) and,thus,we
obtain the�nalresult

�(�;T;�)= �P auli
1

2

Z 1

� �=2T

dx

cosh2
r

x2 + �
2

4T 2

; (5.34)

where�P auli� �2B m =� isthePauliparam agneticsusceptibility forthe2D system .
Tostudy� asafunction ofT and nf (or�F )theform ula(5.34)should beused together

with theequations(5.22)and (5.21).
Forthecaseofthenorm alphase (� = 0)onecan investigate thesystem analytically.

Thus(5.34)takesform

�(�;T;� = 0)= �P auli
1

1+ exp(� �=T)
; (5.35)

while� isalready determ ined by (5.25).Thissystem hasthesolution

�(�F ;T;� = 0)= �P auli[1� exp(� �F =T)]; (5.36)

which coincideswith thatknown from theliterature[2].
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Figure4:�(T)fordi�erentvaluesof�F =j"bj:1 | 0.2;2 | 0.6;3 | 1;4 | 5;5 | 10;6
| 20.

Theresultsofnum ericalstudy ofthesystem (5.34),(5.22)and (5.21)arepresented in
Fig.4.One can see thatthe kink in � happensatT = T� asin the dependence of� on
T.Below T� thevalueof�(T)decreases,although thesystem isstillnorm al.Thism eans
thatthespin-gap (pseudogap)opens.Thesizeofthepseudogap region dependsstrongly
on thedoping (�F =j"bj),asittakesplacefortherealHTSC [61,62,60].Forsm allvalues
of�F =j"bjthisregion islarge(T� > 2TB K T),whileforthelargeratio itissm all.
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6 C oncluding rem arks

To sum m arizewehavediscussed thecrossoverin thesuperconducting transition between
BCS-and Bose-like behaviourforthesim plest3D,quasi-2D and 2D m odelswith s-wave
directnonretarded attractive interaction. Ithasbeen pointed outthatoptim ally doped
HTSC are stillon the BCS side ofthis crossover,although they are certainly faraway
from thestandard BCS description.

Above we em phasized the m odeldescription which in our opinion proves to be the
m ostsuitablefortheclari�cation ofthediversephysicalpropertiespeculiarto electronic
system swith changeable carrierdensity in any dim ension. W hile there isstillno gener-
ally accepted m icroscopictheory ofHTSC com poundsand theirbasicfeatures(including
the pairing m echanism ), it seem s to us that this approach, although in a sense phe-
nom enological,is ofgreat interest since it is able to cover the whole region ofcarrier
concentrations (and consequently the whole range ofcoupling constants),tem peratures
and crystalanisotropies.It,aswetried to dem onstrate,allowsonenotonly to proposea
reasonableinterpretation fortheobserved phenom enacaused bydopingbutalsotopredict
new phenom ena (forexam ple,pseudogap phase form ation asa new therm odynam ically
equilibrium norm alstateoflow dim ensionalconducting electronicsystem s).

Evidently therearea num berofim portantopen questions.They m ay bedivided into
two classes:the�rstoneconcernstheproblem ofa betterand m orecom pletetreatm ent
ofthe m odelsthem selves. The second classisrelated to the problem ofto whatextent
these m odelareapplicable to HTSC com poundsand whatarethe necessary ingredients
fora m orerealisticdescription.

Regarding ourtreatm entofthe 3D and quasi-2D m odels,itisobviousthatone has
to takeinto accounttheinteraction between thebosonsalso.In particulartheGaussian
approxim ation is not su�cient to give reliable results for T c at interm ediate coupling
when the "size" ofthe bosonsiscom parable with the m ean distance between them . As
forthe 2D m odel,there issom e uncon�rm ed num ericalresult[71]based on a fully self-
consistentdeterm ination ofa phasetransition to a superconducting statein a conserving
approxim ation,which statethatthesuperconductingtransition isnottheBKT transition.
Besides,it would be very interesting to obtain the spectrum ofthe anom alous norm al
phase.

Concerningthequestion towhich them odelsconsidered arereallyapplicabletoHTSC,
itisobviousthatm ostofthe com plexity ofthese system sisneglected here.W e did not
take into accountan indirectnature ofthe interaction between the ferm ionsand d-wave
pairing. Note,however,thatsom e attem ptsto study the crossoverforthese caseswere
m ade[72,73,58](forgeneralreview see[34]).

A lotofpeculiaritiesofHTSC arenow connected with stripestructureofCuO 2 planes,
which,according to m any experim ents(see[74]and referencestherein),aredivided onto
bands ofthe norm aland superconducting bands. There is interesting and im portant
problem how to investigatethesesystem s.

The problem ofthe crossover from BEC to BCS (especially for2D system s) issuch
a rich one thatwithoutdoubtwillbring usa lotofsurprisesin the nearand farfuture.
Oneofthem isperhapstheuni�ed theory ofsuperconductivity and m agnetism [75]which
hasalready excited a lotofinterestand criticism (e.g.[76]).
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A T he e�ective potential

Letusderivethee�ectivepotential(2.19).Toobtain itoneshould writedown theform al
expression (2.13)in them om entum representation,so that


pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)= v

(
j�j2

V
� T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
tr[lnG � 1(i!n;k)e

i�!n �3]

+ T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
tr[lnG � 1

0 (i!n;k)e
i�!n �3]

)

; � ! +0; (A.1)

where

G
� 1(i!n;k)= i!nÎ� �3�(k)+ �+ �+ �� �

� =

 
i!n � �(k) �

�� i!n + �(k)

!

(A.2)

and

G
� 1
0 (i!n;k)= G

� 1(i!n;k)
�
�
�
�= � �= �= 0

=

 
i!n � "(k) 0

0 i!n + "(k)

!

(A.3)

are the inverse Green functions. The exponentialfactor ei�!n �3 is added into (A.1) to
provide a right regularization which is necessary to perform the calculation with the
Green functions(see[77]).Forinstance,oneobtainsthat

lim
�! + 0

+ 1X

n= � 1

tr[lnG � 1(i!n;k)e
i�!n �3]=

lim
�! + 0

(
+ 1X

n= � 1

tr[lnG � 1(i!n;k)]cos�!n+

i
X

!n > 0

sin�!ntr[(lnG
� 1(i!n;k)� lnG� 1(� i!n;k))�3]

9
=

;
=

+ 1X

n= � 1

tr[lnG � 1(i!n;k)]�
�(k)

T
; (A.4)

wherethepropertiesthat

lnG � 1(i!n;k)= � �3
�(k)

i!n
; !n ! 1

and
X

!n > 0

sin�!n
!n

’
1

2�T

Z 1

0

dx
sin�x

x
=

1

4T
sign�

wereused.
To calculatethesum in (A.4)onehaveto �rstly usetheidentity trln Â = lndetÂ,so

that(A.1)takesthefollowing form


pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)= v

(
j�j2

V
� T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
ln
detG � 1(i!n;k)

detG � 1
0 (i!n;k)

�

Z
dk

(2�)d
[� �(k)+ "(k)]

)

: (A.5)
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Calculating thedeterm inantsoftheGreen functions(A.2)and (A.3)onegets


pot(v;�;T;�;�
�)= v

(
j�j2

V
� T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
ln
!2
n + �2(k)+ j�j2

!2
n + "2(k)

�

Z
dk

(2�)d
[� �(k)+ "(k)]

)

; (A.6)

wheretheroleofG 0(i!n;k)in theregularization of
pot isevidentnow.Thesum m ation
in (A.6)can bedoneifoneusesthefollowing representation

ln
!2
n + a2

!2
n + b2

=
Z 1

0

dx

 
1

!2
n + a2 + x

�
1

!2
n + b2 + x

!

: (A.7)

Then,thesum [78]
1X

k= 0

1

(2k+ 1)2 + c2
=

�

4c
tanh

�c

2
(A.8)

m ay benow applied and oneobtains

ln
!2
n + a2

!2
n + b2

=

Z 1

0

dx

 
1

2
p
b2 + x

tanh

p
b2 + x

2T
�

1

2
p
a2 + x

tanh

p
a2 + x

2T

!

: (A.9)

Integrating (A.9)overx onethusarrivesto theexpression:

T

+ 1X

n= � 1

Z
dk

(2�)d
ln
!2
n + �(k)2 + j�j2

!2
n + "2(k)

=

2T
Z

dk

(2�)d
ln
cosh[

q

�2(k)+ j�j2=2T]

cosh["(k)=2T]
: (A.10)

Finally,substituting (A.10)into (A.6)weget(2.19).

B Low energy kinetic part ofthe e�ective action

Herewederivethekineticpart(5.8)ofthee�ectiveaction (5.7).To obtain itoneshould
calculate directly the �rsttwo term softhe seriesin (5.8)which are form ally written as


(1)

kin = TTr(G�)and 
 (2)

kin =
1

2
TTr(G�G�).Thestraightforward calculation of
 (1)

kin gives


(1)

kin = T

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr
T

(2�)2

1X

n= � 1

Z

dktr[G(i!n;k)�3]

 

i@�� +
(r �)2

2m

!

; (B.1)

where

G(i!n;k)= �
i!nÎ+ �3�(k)� �1�

!2
n + �2(k)+ �2

(B.2)

istheGreen function oftheneutralferm ionsin thefrequency-m om entum representation
(com parewith (2.18)).Thesum m ation overM atsubara frequencies!n = �(2n+ 1)T and
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integration over k in (B.1) can be easily perform ed using the sum (A.8) and thus one
obtains


(1)

kin = T

Z
�

0

d�

Z

drnF (�;T;�)

 

i@�� +
(r �)2

2m

!

; (B.3)

where nF (�;T;�)is determ ined by (5.17). W e note that � has the following structure
� = �3O 1 + ÎO 2 where O 1 and O 2 are som e di�erentialoperators(see (5.11)). One can
see,however,thatthe partof�,proportionalto the unitm atrix Î,doesnotcontribute
in 
(1)

kin.
ForthecaseT = 0 [63,64]when realtim etreplacesim aginary tim e�,onecan argue

from theGalilean invariancethatthecoe�cientof@ t� isrigidly related to thecoe�cient
at(r �)2.Soitdoesnotappearin 
(2)

kin.W ewish,however,tostressthattheseargum ents

can notbeused toexcludetheappearanceoftheterm (r �)2 from 
(2)

kin when T 6= 0,thus
wem ustcalculateitexplicitly.

TheO 1 term in � yields


(2)

kin(O 1) =
T

2

Z
�

0

d�

Z

dr
T

(2�)2

1X

n= � 1

Z

dktr[G(i!n;k)�3G(i!n;k)�3]�

 

i@�� +
(r �)2

2m

! 2

; (B.4)

And from (B.4)we�nd that


(2)

kin(O 1)= �
T

2

Z �

0

d�

Z

drK (�;T;�)

 

i@�� +
(r �)2

2m

! 2

; (B.5)

where K (�;T;�) was de�ned in (5.16). It is evident that O1 term does not a�ect the
coe�cientof(r �)2.Further,itiseasy to m akesurethatthecrossterm from O 1 and O 2

in 
(2)

kin isabsent.Finally,thecalculationsoftheO 2 term contribution to 
2
kin

13 give


(2)

kin(O 2)= T

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr
T

(2�)2

1X

n= � 1

Z

dkk
2tr[G(i!n;k)̂IG(i!n;k)̂I]�

(r �)2

4m 2
: (B.6)

Thus,aftersum m ation overM atsubara frequencies(seeAppendix C)


(2)

kin(O 2)= �

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr
1

32�2m 2

Z

dk
k
2

cosh2
q

�2(k)+ �2

2T

(r �)2: (B.7)

Asexpected thisterm vanisheswhen T ! 0 butat�niteT itiscom parable with (B.3).
Com bining (B.3),(B.5)and (B.7)weobtain (5.14).

13The higherthan (r �)2 derivativeswerenotfound here.
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C Sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies

Hereweperform thesum m ation overM atsubara frequenciesin thefollowing expression

T

1X

n= � 1

tr[G(i!n;k)̂IG(i!n;k)̂I]; (C.1)

where the Green function G(i!n;k) is given by (B.2). At �rst,using the elem entary
propertiesofthePaulim atricesoneobtains

tr[G(i!n;k)̂IG(i!n;k)̂I]=
2[�2(k)+ �2 � !2n]

[!2
n + �2(k)+ �2]2

: (C.2)

Then,thesum m ation can beeasily carried out,ifoneusesthefollowing sum s[78]

1X

k= 0

1

[(2k+ 1)2 + a2]2
=

�

8a3
tanh

�a

2
�

�2

16a2
1

cosh2 �a2
(C.3)

and
1X

k= 0

(2k+ 1)2

[(2k+ 1)2 + a2]2
=

�

8a
tanh

�a

2
+
�2

16

1

cosh2 �a2
: (C.4)

Assum ing thata2 � (�2(k)+ �2)=�2T2 onedirectly arrivesto the�nalresult

2T
1X

n= � 1

�2(k)+ �2 � !2n

[!2
n + �2(k)+ �2]2

= �
1

2T

1

cosh2
q

�2(k)+ �2

2T

: (C.5)
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