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T he gap m axim um ofanisotropic superconductors
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Fora com pletely generalanisotropic orderparam eter(including changesofsign),we show that

weak coupling theory is incom patible with high values ofthe m axim um � M ofthe zero tem per-

ature gap as com pared to the critical tem perature Tc , such as those found experim entally in

B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � where 2 � M / Tc � 7.5 . This gives evidence for strong coupling e�ects.

In particularthiscom esasa m ajorsupportfora spin uctuation m echanism with strong coupling,

ifone assum esthatonly a repulsive pairing interaction isatwork in high Tc superconductors.

PACS num bers:74.20.Fg,74.25.Jb,74.72.Bk

Thelastfew yearshaveseen a very im portantprogressin theidenti� cation oftheorderparam eterin som ehigh Tc
superconducting com pounds.Indeed therearenow quite� rm experim entalevidencesthat,in Y B a2C u3O 7 (YBCO ),

itchangessign and thattherearenodesin thegap [1].M orerecently alineardependenceofthepenetration depth has

been observedin B i2Sr2C aC u2O 8+ � (BSCCO )[2,3],and phasesensitiveexperim entshavealsogiven apositiveanswer

[4].Thereisalsoclearindication from Ram an scatteringexperim ents[5]ofnodesin thegap in Hgcom pounds.Finally

a spontaneoushalfm agnetic ux quantum hasbeen observed quiterecently [6]in Tl2B a2C uO 6+ � giving evidencefor

a change ofsign ofthe orderparam eter. These featuresofthe orderparam eterare a clearindication that there is

som e im portantrepulsivecontribution in the pairing interaction.The m ostobviousorigin forsuch a contribution is

Coulom b repulsion.

Yetthisanswerdoesnotprovidea com pletephysicalpictureforthisrepulsivecom ponent.Indeed [7]thisrepulsion

can appearin a directway,oritcan also bethem icroscopicorigin oflow energy antiferrom agnetic uctuations,with

pairing m ostly due to exchange ofthese  uctuationsbetween electrons. A qualitative di� erence between these two

m echanism sisthe characteristic energy ofthe pairing interaction. Ifwe are dealing with directCoulom b repulsion,

thetypicalenergy enteringtheinteraction isoforderofCoulom b interaction itself,thatistypically afew eV.Sincethe

criticaltem peratureand thegap arequitesm allcom pared to thisenergy,thepairing interaction can beconsidered as

instantaneous.Thisim pliesthatpairing can bevery welldescribed by weak coupling BCS theory.O n theotherhand

ifpairing is due to the exchange ofspin  uctuations,ourcharacteristic energy is ofthe orderofa spin  uctuation

frequency,which isa few tenthsofeV atm ost.In thiscasethe criticaltem peratureand the gap areno longersm all

com pared to thisenergy,and thepairinginteraction can notbeconsidered asinstantaneous.Thism eansin particular

thatpairing hasto be described by a strong coupling generalization ofBCS theory [8]. Therefore we can obtain an

indication on thekind ofrepulsiveinteraction wearedealingwith by checking,aswellaswecan,ifthesuperconductor

issatisfactorily described by weak coupling theory orifthereisa need forstrong coupling e� ects.

As it is wellknown the consequences ofweak coupling theory are m uch m ore restrictive than those ofstrong

coupling. Therefore in this paper we willconsider som e consequence ofweak coupling theory and see ifit can be

m adeto agreewith experim ents.Speci� cally wewilldealwith thezero tem peraturegap to criticaltem peratureratio.

Naturally itiswellknown that,forisotropic pairing,thisratio isgiven by the fam ousBCS value 1.76 . Howeverin

thispaperwewillconsiderthem uch m oregeneralcaseofanisotropicweak coupling BCS theory forwhich no such a

sim ple resultexists.Actually,aswe already m entionned,we can have nodesin the orderparam eterand in thiscase

thereis,strictly speaking,no gap atallforthewholeexcitation spectrum .O n theotherhand fora � xed valueofthe

wavevectork oftheexcitation,wehavea gap j� kjfortheexcitation energy where� k istheorderparam eter.W eare

interested in them axim um � M ofthisgap overtheFerm isurface,and itsratio � M / Tc to thecriticaltem perature.

O urreason forinvestigating thisratio isthatwehavesom egood experim entaldata forit.Surprisingly thisisnotso

m uch forYBCO ,the m ostinvestigated high Tc superconductor,where the data are notvery clearalthough 2 � M /

Tc seem sto rangefrom 6 to 8 in m ostm easurem ents.Theclearestdata areperhapsfound in BSSCO wheretunneling

experim ents perpendicular to the c axis [9]give a fairly sharp peak around 30 m eV leading to 2 � M / Tc � 7.5 .

The sharpnessofthe peak m akesunlikely a shiftto higherenergy due to broadening.Angulardependenttunneling

experim entsin thea-b plane[10]giveeven a gap m axim um reaching40 m eV.O nem ay stillworry thattunneling sees

only a surface feature. HoweverRam an scattering clearly sam plesthe bulk,and itgives[11,12]a m axim um around

550 cm �1 ;which seem sto con� rm 2 �M / Tc � 7.5 ,although thedata arebroad which m akestheinterpretation less

secure. Taken togetherthese experim entsare suggestive ofa fairly high ratio. Ram an data in Hg-1212 give sim ilar
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results [5]. Facing these experim entaldata,it is ofinterest to investigate ifthey can be explained by taking into

accountthe anisotropy ofthe gap within weak coupling theory.Thisisthe purposeofthe presentpaper.

In weak coupling theory the orderparam eter� k isobtained by solving the gap equation :

� k =

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� k02�T

!c=2�TX

m = 0

(!2
m
+ j� k0j

2)
�1=2

(1)

Heretheintegrationd2k
0overtheFerm isurfaceisweightedbythelocaldensityofstates[(2�)3 vk0]

�1 .Thesum m ation

overthe M atsubara frequencies!m = (2m + 1)�T islim ited to a cut-o� !c largecom pared to the m axim um � M of

j� kj(and therefore to Tc):W e m ake no assum ption on the e� ective interaction Vk;k0 so the situation we consideris

com pletely general.W enotealso thata m ultiband m odelcan beconsidered asa particularcaseofgap anisotropy so

thiskind ofsituation isincluded in ourstudy.

At the criticaltem perature Tc ,this equation becom es linear. W e call� 0;k the norm alized eigenvector ofVk;k0

corresponding to the largesteigenvalue�0:Itgivesthe shape ofthe gap atTc .M aking useof2�Tc � 1=j!m j= ln (

1.13 !c / Tc )= 1=�0;(valid in the weak coupling lim itoflarge!c / Tc ),wehave:

� 0;k = ln(1:13
!c

Tc

)

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� 0;k0 (2)

Below Tc ,� k is obtained from Eq.(1). Now an essentialfeature ofthis equation isthatthe sum overM atsubara

frequenciesisdom inated by the term s!m > > � M .Thisisseen by rewriting itas:

� k = ln(1:13
!c

Tc

)

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� k0 +

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� k0[2�T

!c=2�TX

m = 0

(!2
m
+ j� k0j

2)
�1=2

�

!c=2�T cX

m = 0

jm + 1=2j�1 ] (3)

In thesecond term ofthe right-hand sidewe can let!c go to in� nity becausethe resultisconvergent.Since in weak

coupling ln(1:13!c=Tc)islarge,we see thatthe � rstterm dom inatesoverthe second one. Therefore to lowestorder

the shape ofthe gap below Tc isstillgiven by � 0;k. Howeverthe size ofthe gap is� xed by the second term which

isnon linear.W e can obtain a stillexactequation forthissize by m ultiplying Eq.(3)by � �

0;k
and integrating overk

(which takesinto accountthe localdensity ofstates),leading to :

Z

d2k�
�

0
(k)� (k)[�T

!c=2�TX

m = 0

(!2
m
+ j� k0j

2)
�1=2

�

!c=2�T cX

m = 0

j2m + 1j�1 ]= 0 (4)

wherewehavem adeuseofEq.(2)to elim inatetheinteraction (using thefactthatitisherm itian).Sincethisequation

doesnotcontain largeterm sanym ore,wecan replace� 0;k by � k to lowestorder.Thisequation can alsoberewritten

as:

ln(
Tc

T
)

Z

d2kj� kj
2
=

Z

d2kj� kj
2
2�T

1X

m = 0

h

j!m j
�1

� (!2
m
+ j� kj

2)
�1=2

i

(5)

In particularweobtain atT = 0 :

ln(
� M

1:76Tc

)= �

R

d2k�
2(k)ln(�(k))

R

d2k�
2(k)

(6)

wherewehaveintroduced �(k)= j�kj/ � M which istheabsolutevalueofthegap norm alized to itsm axim um value.

Thisequation hasalready been essentially obtained by Pokrovskii[13].Provided thatweknow theshape�(k)ofthe

gap,itgivesusthe m axim um ofthe zero tem perature gap � M com pared to the standard BCS value 1.76 Tc . W e

seethatthe resultisnotsensitiveto the detailed structureofthe gap sincethe logarithm isa sm ooth function.

The aboveresulthasbeen obtained within weak coupling theory wherethe param eter!c / Tc islarge.Ifwewant

to im proveon thisresult,wehaveto considerthat!c / Tc isnotlargeanym orewhich im pliesto go to strong coupling

theory anyway.Thereisno way to im proveconsistently on thisresultwithin weak coupling theory.Neverthelesswe
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m ightworry thatthe aboveresultisa poorapproxim ation because the dom inantterm isonly logarithm ically large.

Fortunately the generalsituation ism uch better.Thiscan be seen by rewriting the exactEq.(3)atT = 0 as:

� k = ln(1:13
!c

Tc

)

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� k0 +

Z

d2k
0V k;k0� k0 ln(

1:76Tc

j� k0j
) (7)

and projecting iton the com plete setofnorm alized eigenvectors� m ;k ofVk;k0.Ifthe corresponding eigenvaluesare

�m ,thisgives:

(
1

�m
�

1

�0
)

Z

d2k�
�

m ;k� k =

Z

d2k�
�

m ;k� k ln(
1:76Tc

j� kj
) (8)

where we can think ofevaluating the right-hand side to lowestorderby replacing � k by � 0;k. From thisequation,

the com ponentsa m =
R

� �

m ;k
� k ofthe gap on the eigenvectorswith m 6= 0 are sm allbecause the eigenvalues�m

aresm all(thisistheweak coupling lim it).In addition thesubdom inantorderparam eters� m willcorrespond in the

generalcase to criticaltem peraturesm uch sm allerthan Tc;which im plies�m < < �0 form 6= 0 (a speci� c exam ple

ofthis can be found in the recentwork ofPalum bo etal.[14]where,within a given channel,�1 � 0.1 �0 is found

forallthe channels).Thisim pliesthatam isreduced by a factor�m / �0 with respectto a naiveevaluation (in the

case ofa separable potentialone hasexactly �m = 0 and allthe am ’sare exactly zero ). The opposite case of�m
� �0 correspondsto an accidentalsituation and ism ostlikely to be found for� m ;k and � 0;k belonging to di� erent

irreducible representations. This should give a sm eared second transition below Tc which has not been seen up to

now in high Tc superconductors(exceptforvery recentexperim ents[15]on the penetration depth in YBCO which

seem s to indicate the need ofa m ultiband description;we willcom e back to this below ). Nextwe see that in the

right-hand sideofEq.(8)thelogarithm willhavea rathersm allabsolutevaluein m ostoftherangeofintegration,and

itwillchangesign.M oreoverin thecasesweareinterested in,� k also changessign,and so does� m ;k in thegeneral

case. Therefore we have plenty ofreasonsfordestructive interference which willm ake the right-hand side sm allin

general. The conclusion isthattaking � k proportionalto � 0;k isa quite good approxim ation. M oreoverreplacing

in Eq.(4)� 0;k by � k should notchange m uch the resultwhen theirshape issim ilar. Hence thisshould give a very

good evaluation forthe m axim um � M ofthe gap,which isnotsensitive anyway to the detailed structure of� k as

wehaveseen.

In orderto calculate� M from Eq.(6)weonly need to know theweightfunction N (�)forthereduced gap values�:

W eintroducetheintegrated weightx by dx = N (�)d�:In Eq.(6)wecan assum eby a changeofvariablesthat0 � x

� 1 .Thisgives:

ln(
� M

1:76Tc

)= �

R
1

0
dx�2(x)ln(�(x))
R
1

0
dx�2(x)

(9)

where �(x) isa growing function ofx with 0 � � � 1 . In the case oftwo dim ensionalsuperconductors,which are

a very good approxim ation forallthe known high Tc superconductors,x ism erely the curvilinearabscissa along the

Ferm ilineweighted by thelocaldensity ofstates.W ecan check Eq.(9)in a variety ofcases.Fora constantgap,� =

1 and wehavenaturally theBCS result� M / Tc = 1.76 (with 1.76 � � = eC whereC istheEulerconstant).Forthe

A phase ofsuper uid3H e;� M / Tc = 1.76 e5=6 /2 � 2.029 (here �(x)= [x(2� x)]1=2 ). Ford-wave,�(x)= sin (

�x=2 )afterchangeofvariable and � M / Tc = 1.76 2e�1=2 � 2.139 .Forthe sim ple m odelintroduced by Xu etal.

[16],with a variable slope atthe node,�(x)= x / � for0 � x � � and �(x)= 1 for� � x � 1 .W e � nd �M / Tc
= 1.76 exp (� / (9 -6�))which agreeswith theirresult� M / Tc = 1.994 fortheir� � 4 =(��)= 2 ;for� = 2.7

we � nd �M / Tc = 1.904 in agreem entwith them ;� nally forthe upperlim it� = 1 thisgivesthe highestpossible

value forthism odel� M / Tc = 2.462 . W e note thatthisratio isnotso large,even forthism odelwhich doesnot

look very physicalin thislim it(atleastfora single band ).Itisthen interesting to generalize thism odelinto �(x)

= xn which givesa very wide gap opening forlargen.Thisleadsto � M / Tc = 1.76 exp (n / (2n + 1 )),which

gives2.631 forn = 2 and saturatesat� M / Tc = 1.76 exp (1 / 2 )� 2.908 forn ! 1 :These few exam plesshow

thatitisquite hard to increase� M / Tc even by going to pretty unphysicalm odels.

In orderto explorem orefully thisquestion itisconvenientto usey = �2(x)asa new variableand X(y)= 1 -x as

a new function.The graph X(y)istrivially related to the graph �2(x)and itdecreasesfrom (y = 0 ,X = 1 )to (y

= 0 ,X = 1 )(even when �(x)isdiscontinuous,which occursforexam ple when the gap isconstant). W e can then

rewriteEq.(9)into :
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2ln(
� M

1:76Tc

)= � 1�

R
1

0
dyX(y)ln(y)
R
1

0
dyX(y)

(10)

This expression Eq.(10)m akesit obviousthat,for � xed area
R

dy X(y) =
R

dx �2(x) ,the m axim um � M / Tc is

obtained by squeezing asm uch aspossible the weightofX(y)atlow y in orderto take advantage ofthe divergence

ofln(y)fory ! 0. Atthe sam e tim e one seesthatthis isnotvery e� cientin orderto obtain high � M / Tc since

the divergence ofln(y) isweak. This squeezing is optim ally reached by taking a constantgap alm osteverywhere :

�(x)= �m for0 < x < 1,with �(0)= 0 and �(1)= 1;equivalentto X(y)= 1 for0 � y < �2m and X(y)= 0 for�2m
< x � 1.Thisconclusion can also be found from Eq.(6)by a convexity argum ent,asdone by Anderson and M orel

[17]. The corresponding m axim um value ofthe gap is� M / Tc = 1.76 / �m . Thisshowsthat,by letting �m ! 0,

wecan obtain in principle� M / Tc ashigh aswelike.Howeverthisoptim alm odelisquiteunphysicalsincethe gap

m axim um haszero weight,and isthereforeirrelevant(itwillnotbeseen in any experim ent).Therealphysicalgap

m axim um in thism odelis� M �m ,not� M ,and we � nd the BCS value forthe gap to Tc ratio,which isexpected

sincethe gap isconstant.

W ecan consideraslightly m orereasonablem odelby givinga weight1 -x0 to thegap m axim um .In orderto obtain

the optim al� M / Tc we take the rest ofthe gap at a constant value �m . Explicitely this leads us to the sim ple

m odel�(x)= �m for0 < x < x0;and �(x)= 1 forx0 < x � 1. W e could try to go continuously from �m to 1 ,in

orderto obtain a better � M / Tc . Howeveritisquite clearthat,ifwe wantthatthe m axim um getsa signi� cant

weight,the im provem entwillbe very sm all.The abovem odelgiveslnr = -x0 �
2

m ln(�m )/ (x0 �
2

m + 1 -x0 )with

r= � M / 1.76 Tc . W e can again in principle obtain rashigh aswe like by letting �m and 1 -x0 go to zero.M ore

generally,independently ofa speci� c m odel,itisobviousfrom Eq.(10)that,in orderto obtain a large�M / Tc;we

need qualitatively a gap m axim um with a sm allweightand sm allgap with a large weight.Howeverthe contoursof

constantrofouroptim alm odelareplotted in Fig.1 in the(�m ,x0 )planeand they m akequiteclearquantitatively

thedi� culty which ism etwhen onetriesto obtain atthesam etim ea large� M / Tc and a sizeableweight1 -x0 for

them axim um .For� xed r,them axim um possibleweight(1 -x0)m ax isgiven by (1 -x0)m ax = 1 / (1 + 2er2 ln(r))

with a corresponding value 1 / (r
p
e)for�m . W hile 2 � M / Tc = 5 givesa m axim um weight0.2 with �m = 0.42 ,

the averageexperim entalvalue2 � M / Tc = 7 leadsto a m axim um weightof0.06 .Thisisnotcom patiblewith the

experim entaldata,such astunneling orRam an scattering which give a gap m axim um with a fairly sizeable weight.

Also the restofthe gap would be at 0.3 the m axim um gap value which is ratherlow. W e note that,although the

abovem odelisalready notcom patiblewith experim ents,itdoesnoteven havenodesin thegap.Thefollowingm odel

forthegap distribution �(x)= (x / x0)�m for0 < x < x0;and �(x)= 1 forx0 < x � 1 ,issim ilarto the preceding

one,butitissom ewhatm orerealisticsince itallowsfornodesin the gap.Itleadsto lnr = x0 �
2

m (1/3 -ln(�m ))/

(x0 �
2

m + 3(1 -x0)):Asexpected itgivessom ewhatworstresultsfor� M / Tc:

Letussum m arizethesituation.W eexpecta physically reasonableone-band m odelto producea fairly regulargap

function,sim ilarforexam ple to the standard d-waveorderparam eter.Allthe variousspeci� c exam plesofthiskind

thatwe have considered above gave 2 � M / Tc scattered between 4 and 4.5 . Values near5 correspond already to

ratherunphysicalsituations.Henceweak coupling isfaro� theexperim entalresult.Since�M / Tc dependson broad

featuresofthe gap distribution and noton details,aswe have discussed,this resultis generic notaccidental. The

failureto � nd highervaluesthan,say,5 within weak coupling theory isnotdueto a lack ofinspiration in � nding the

properorderparam eter.Itisa system aticdeep lim itation ofweak coupling theory itself.

From Eq.(10) the only way to increase � M / Tc within weak coupling is to lower the average value ofthe gap,

while keeping at the sam e tim e a sizeable weight near the gap m axim um to obtain agreem entwith tunneling and

Ram an data. This goes in the direction ofa som ewhat discontinuous order param eter which does not look like a

sim ple one-band m odel,although one m ightarguethatthe spin  uctuation m odelwith strongly peaked interactions

atwavevector(� �;� �)could producesuch a result.W ebelievethatarathernaturalrealization ofsuch astrangegap

structureism erely a two-band m odel(which isincluded in ourstudy ),with oneband correspondingto them axim um

gap value and the otherone to the sm allvalue. Neverthelesswe have seen thateven ouroptim ized m odelcan not

reproduce atthe sam e tim e the fairly large � M / Tc observed experim entally togetherwith a reasonable weightfor

thisgap m axim um .W ecom eto theconclusion thatsim pleweak coupling theory isnotcom patiblewith experim ent.

W hatare the waysout? The m ostobviousone isto question experim ents. Aswe have seen,thisisnotan easy

way since independent experim ents are in reasonable agreem ent. However one m ay wonder iftunneling or Ram an

experim entsdo notm issa partoftheFerm isurface.In thiscasetheweightofthegap m axim um m ightbelessthan it

seem s,releasinga partofthetheoreticalconstraint.Them ostnaturalsituation wherethiswould occurisa two-band
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m odel,where the band with the gap m axim um would be seen but not so m uch the other one. O n the theoretical

side one m ay objectthatthe weak coupling equation Eq.(1)thatwe have used doesnotinclude the possibility ofa

density ofstates varying strongly perpendicularly to the Ferm isurface,as could be produced by nearby Van Hove

quasi-singularities.Howeverwe know [18]thatin the isotropiccasewe havequite generally 2 � M / Tc � 4 even for

such a varying density ofstates,so thatthe prospectsin thisdirection are notgood. Therefore,ifwe stop shortof

rejecting BCS theory altogether,them ostlikely explanation forthehigh experim entalvalueof� M / Tc isthatweak

coupling theory does not apply because strong coupling e� ects are im portant. Indeed their existence is supported

independently by various experim ents and they are known to increase in a quite sizeable way this ratio. However

strong coupling e� ects with isotropic pairing would have a hard tim e explaining 2 �M / Tc = 7 ,since this would

require[19]a quitehigh coupling constant(atleast5 ).A possibility isto havestrongcoupling e� ectsin a m ultiband

m odel. O n the otherhand self-consistentcalculationsforsim ple d-wavepairing within the 2D Hubbard m odelhave

given results[20]ashigh as2 � M / Tc � 10 .Henceitseem sthatthelargeexperim ental� M / Tc can beaccounted

forby strong coupling togetherwith anisotropy,whereasitisincom patible with weak coupling theory. This com es

asa strong supportin favorofa spin  uctuation m echanism in the debate aboutthe nature ofthe repulsivepairing

interaction thatweconsidered in the introduction.
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FIG .1. Fig. 1 Contoursofconstantr= � M / 1.76 Tc in the �m -x0 plane forthe m odel�(x)= �m for0 < x < x0,and

�(x)= 1 forx0 < x � 1.The valuesofrare 1.1 ,1.2 ,1.3 ,1.5 ,1.7 ,2.and 2.5 asindicated nearthe curves.
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