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Com pensation ofthe reduction ofTc caused by m agnetic im puritieshasbeen observed

as a consequence ofradiation dam age. Using the recent theory by Kim and Overhauser

(KO)weconsiderthee�ectofradiation dam ageon theTc ofsuperconductorshaving m ag-

netic im purities. W e �nd a good �tting to the experim entaldata. It is also pointed out

thatGor’kov’sform alism with the pairing constraintderived from the Anom alousGreen’s

function leadsto KO theory.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently Kim and Overhauser(KO)1 obtained di�erentresultsforthem agneticim purity

e�ectonsuperconductorscom pared withthoseofAbrikosovand Gor’kov’stheory.2 First,the

initialslopeofTc decreaseby m agneticim puritiesisfound todepend on thesuperconductor

and therefore is not the universalconstant proposed by Abrikosov and Gor’kov. Second,

thereduction ofTc by m agneticim puritiesissigni�cantly lessened wheneverthem ean free

path ‘becom essm allerthan theBCS coherencelength �o.Thiscom pensation phenom enon

hasbeen observed by adding non-m agneticim purities3�5 and radiation dam age,6�8 whereas

priortheoriespredictthatm agnetic im purity e�ectisnotin
uenced by the non-m agnetic

scattering.

In this paper we com pare the theoreticalTc values calculated by KO theory with the

data ofHofm ann,Bauriedl,and Ziem ann.8 Fairly good agreem ent was found. Hofm ann

etal. irradiated pure In and In + 400 ppm M n foils with Arions. A �Tc = 2:2K in Tc

for a pure 70 nm In �lm com pared to an identical�lm ion im planted with 400 ppm M n

waschanged to �Tc = 0:3K afterboth �lm swere exposed to a 275 kev Ar+ -ion 
uence of

2:2� 1016cm �2 . Both �lm s were m aintained below 15K during the Ar+ irradiation. The

reason ofthiscom pensation phenom enon isthatonly m agneticsoluteswithin �eff � (‘�o)
1

2

ofa Cooperpair’scenterofm asscan dim inish thepairing interaction.

W ealso pointouttheproblem inherentin theself-consistency equation oftheGor’kov’s

form alism .9;10 In the presence ofthe m agnetic im puritiesthe self-consistency equation fails

to choose a correctpairing,which isconsistentwith the physicalconstraintofthe system .

Theself-consistency equation allowssom eextrapairingterm sforbidden bythephysicalcon-

straint.Therem edy isthefollowing:we�rst�nd a correctform oftheAnom alousGreen’s

function satisfying thephysicalconstraintand then derive a self-consistency equation from

it.In thatcasetherevised self-consistency equation givesnothingbutKim and Overhauser’s

result.1
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2. B C S-T Y P E T H EO RY B Y K IM A N D O V ER H A U SER

W e willbrie
y review KO’sapproach.1 The m agneticinteraction between a conduction

electron atr and a m agneticim purity (having spin S),located atR i,isgiven by

H m (r)= Js� Sivo�(r� Ri); (1)

where s = 1

2
� and vo is the atom ic volum e. In the presence ofthe m agnetic im purities

BCS pairing m ust em ploy degenerate partners which have the Js� Si scattering built in

because the strength of exchange scattering J is m uch larger than the binding energy.

Thisscattered state representation was�rstintroduced by Anderson in histheory ofdirty

superconductors.11 Thescattered basisstatewhich carriesthelabel,~k�,is

 ~k� = N ~k

�

1

2[ei
~k�~r
� +

X

~q

e
i(~k+ ~q)�~r(W ~k~q

� + W
0

~k~q
�)]; (2)

where,

W ~k~q
=

1

2
JSvo


�1

�~k � �~k+ ~q

X

j

sin�je
i�j�i~q�R j (3)

and,

W
0

~k~q
=

1

2
JSvo


�1

�~k � �~k+ ~q

X

j

cos�je
�i~q�R j: (4)

�j and �j are the polar and azim uthalangles ofthe spin Sj at R j,and the �’s are the

electron energiesofthehost.Theperturbed basisstateforthedegeneratepartnerof(2)is:

 
� ~k�

= N ~k

�

1

2[e�i
~k�~r
� +

X

~q

e
�i(~k+ ~q)�~r(W �

~k~q
� � W

0�

~k~q
�)]: (5)

Ateach point~r,the two spinsofthe degenerate partnerbecom e canted by the m ixing

ofthe plane wave and spherical-wavelet com ponent. Consequently,the BCS condensate is

forced tohaveatripletcom ponentbecauseofthecantingcaused by theexchangescattering.

Thenew m atrix elem entbetween thecanted basispairsis(to orderJ2)

V~k0~k = �V < cos�~k0(~r)>< cos�~k(~r)>; (6)
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where � is the canting angle. The angular brackets indicate both a spatialand im purity

average.Itisgiven

< cos�~k(~r)>
�= 1� 2jW ~k

j
2
; (7)

wherejW ~k
j2 istherelativeprobability contained in thevirtualsphericalwavessurrounding

them agneticsolutes(com pared to theplane-wavepart).From Eqs.(2)-(4)weobtain

jW ~k
j
2 =

J2m 2�S2cm R

8�n�h4
: (8)

Because the pair-correlation am plitude fallsexponentially asexp(�r=��o)
12 atT = 0 and

asexp(�r=3:5�o)
13 nearTc,weset

R =
3:5

2
�o: (9)

Then one�nds

< cos� >= 1�
3:5�o

2‘s
; (10)

where‘s = vF �s isthem ean freepath forexchangescattering only.

TheBCS Tc equation stillappliesaftera m odi�cation ofthee�ectivecoupling constant

according to Eq.(6):

�eff = � < cos� >
2
; (11)

wheretheBCS � isN oV:Accordingly,theBCS Tc equation isnow,

kB Tc = 1:13�h!D e
�

1

�eff : (12)

Theinitialslopeisgiven

kB (�Tc)�= �
0:63�h

��s
: (13)

The factor 1=� shows that the initialslope depends on the superconductor and is not a

universalconstant.Foran extended rangeofsoluteconcentration,KO �nd
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< cos� >=
1

2
+
1

2
[1+ 5(

u

2
)2]�1 e�2u ; (14)

where

u � 3:5�eff=2‘s: (15)

W hen theconduction electronshavea m ean freepath ‘which issm allerthan thecoher-

encelength �o (fora puresuperconductor),thee�ectivecoherence length is

�eff �

q

‘�o: (16)

Forasuperconductorwhich hasordinary im puritiesaswellasm agneticim purities,thetotal

m ean-freepath ‘isgiven by

1

‘
=

1

‘s
+

1

‘o
; (17)

where ‘o is the potentialscattering m ean free path. It is clear from Eq. (16) that the

potentialscattering profoundly a�ects the param agnetic im purity e�ect. In other words,

the size ofthe Cooperpairisreduced by the potentialscattering and the reduced Cooper

pair sees a sm aller num ber ofm agnetic im purities. Accordingly the m agnetic im purity

e�ectispartially suppressed. Thisisthe origin ofthe com pensation phenom ena observed

in experim ents.3�8

3. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T S

Now wecom paretheKO theory with experim ent.In Fig.1 theTc ofIn (open sym bols)

and InM n (closed sym bols)wereplotted asa function ofAr+ 
uence.Thedata aredueto

Hofm ann,Bauriedl,and Ziem ann.8 W ellannealed In-Film swith thethicknessof70nm were

prepared. The m ean value ofthe residualresistivities,�i,was0.62�
 with a variation of

20% . During the irradiation,In-�lm swere m aintained below 15K.Asyou see,irradiation

induces the increase ofthe transition tem perature ofIn-�lm , which m ay be due to the
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increase ofelectron-phonon interaction.Open sym bolswere �tted by the BCS Tc equation

with

� = 0:284� tanh(0:55� + 1:76): (18)

� denotestheAr+ 
uence/1016.TheDebyefrequency !D ofIn wassetto be129K.Closed

sym bols show the transition tem perature ofIn-M n alloyswhich were irradiated with Ar+

afterthe M n-im plantation.400PPM ofM n wasim planted and led to �Tc � 2:2K .Notice

thatAr+ irradiation notonly increasestheTc asin thecaseofIn-�lm butalso suppressthe

Tc decrease caused by M n im plantation.Thiscom pensation ofm agneticim purity e�ectby

radiation dam age contradictsAbrikosov-Gor’kov’stheory. M erriam etal.3 also found that

adding dilute concentrations ofordinary im purities such as Pb or Sn to bulk In sam ples

signi�cantly reducesthem agneticim purity e�ect.

As we saw in Sec. 2,the ratio ofthe e�ective coherence length to the spin disorder

scattering length,�eff=‘s �
p
‘�o=‘s,determ inesTc.Using theDrudeform ula,� = m =ne2�,

we can calculate the electron m ean free path ‘ = vF �. For In n = 1:15� 1023cm �3 and

vF = 1:74� 108cm =sec. The residualresistivity increase due to the M n-im plantation is

estim ated tobe��M n � 1�
cm .On theotherhand,theresidualresistivity increase,��A r,

dueto Arirradiation,m easured by by Hofm ann,Ziem ann,and Buckel,14 was�tted by

��A r = 6:5ln(� + 1): (19)

Consequently,thetotalresistivity,�tot,is

�tot = �i+ ��A r + ��M n

= 0:62+ 6:5ln(� + 1)+ 1:0: (20)

From the totalresistivity we can calculate ‘ and the e�ective coherence length. W ith the

e�ective coherence length we readily �nd Tc by the BCS Tc equation. The theoretical

curve shown (lower solid curve) involves just one adjustable param eter,�s,in order that

Tco = 1:15K ,the observed value withoutirradiation. W e used ‘s = 35330�A. Because the
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In �lm sareactually quasi-two dim ensional,therem ay besom ecorrectionsdueto the�nite

thickness,which seem to be negligible in dirty lim it. Nevertheless the agreem ent isfairly

good considering som euncertaintiesin the�lm thicknesse�ectand in thecalculation ofthe

totalresistivity.

4. G O R ’K O V ’S FO R M A LISM W IT H PA IR IN G C O N ST R A IN T

This com pensation phenom enon contradicts prior theories for m agnetic solutes.2 The

failureofAbrikosov and Gor’kov’stheory originatesfrom theinclusion oftheextra pairing

term swhich violatethephysicalconstraintoftheAnom alousGreen’sfunction F(r;r0).9;10;15

Now weshow how wecan obtain theresultofKO theory from theGor’kov’sform alism .For

sim plicity let’s consider only the (spin-non
ip) z-com ponent ofthe m agnetic interaction.

Gor’kov’sself-consistency equation isgiven

�(r)= V T
X

!

Z

�(l)G "

!(r;l)G
#

�! (r;l)dl; (21)

where

G
"

!(r;l)=
X

~k

 ~k"(r) 
�

~k"
(l)

i! � �~k
; (22)

and

G
#

�! (r
0
;l)=

X

~k0

 ~k0#(r
0) �

~k0#
(l)

�i! � �~k0
: (23)

Notethat ~k" denotesonly thespin-up com ponentofthewavefunction Eq.(2)in thespinor

representation.Eq.(21)isderived from thefollowing Anom alousGreen’sfunction16

F(r;r0;!)=

Z

�(l)G "

!(r;l)G
#

�! (r
0
;l)dl: (24)

However,Eq. (24)doesnotsatisfy the hom ogeneity condition afteraveraging outthe

im purity positions,thatis,

F(r;r0;!)
im p

6= F(r� r0;!)
im p

: (25)
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Substituting Eqs.(22)and (23)into Eq.(24)we�nd extra pairing term ssuch as

 ~k"(r) ~k0#(r
0)
im p

= e
i(~k�r+~k0�r0)[1+ O (J2)+ � � �]

6= f(r� r
0): (26)

Even ifwe assum e the (incorrect) constant pair potential,we can not elim inate the ex-

tra pairing between  ~k" and  ~k0# because up spin and down spin electrons feeldi�erent

potentials.Noticethat

Z

 
�

~k"
(l) ~k0#(l)dl6= �~k~k0: (27)

In fact,theinclusion oftheextra pairing hasbeen claim ed theorigin oftheso-called pair-

breakingofthem agneticim purities.15;17 Howevertheextrapairingterm sviolatethephysical

constraintoftheAnom alousGreen’sfunction.

Therem edy istoincorporatethepairingconstraintderived from theAnom alousGreen’s

function into theself-consistency equation.Therevised self-consistency equation is

�(r)= V T
X

!

Z

�(l)fG "

!(r;l)G
#

�! (r;l)g
P
dl; (28)

where superscriptP denotesthepairing constraintwhich dictatespairing between  ~k" and

 
� ~k#

.NoticethatEq.(28)isnothing butanotherform oftheBCS gap equation,

� ~k
=

X

~k0

V~k~k0
� ~k0

2�~k0
tanh(

�~k0

2T
); (29)

where

� ~k
=

Z

 
�

~k"
(r) �

� ~k#
(r)�(r)dr; (30)

and

V~k~k0 = V

Z

 
�

~k0"
(r) �

� ~k0#
(r) 

� ~k#
(r) ~k"(r)dr: (31)
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5. C O N C LU SIO N

Usingthetheory by Kim and Overhauser,wehavestudied thecom pensation ofm agnetic

im purity e�ectin superconductorsasa consequence ofradiation dam age.Good agreem ent

with the experim entaldata was found. W e also showed that Gor’kov’s form alism with

pairingconstraintderived from theAnom alousGreen’sfunction givesrisetotheKO theory.
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Figure C aption

Fig. 1. Superconducting transition tem perature Tc ofIn (open sym bols) and In-M n

(closed sym bols) vs Ar 
uence. Data are due to Hofm ann,Bauriedl,and Ziem ann,Ref.

8. 1=�s was adjusted in the theoreticalcurve (lower curve) so that Tco = 1:15K without

irradiation.

11



0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

Ar fluence (1016cm-2)

0

1

2

3

4

5

T
c(

K
)


