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Combined e ect of nonm agnetic and m agnetic scatterers
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T he com bined e ect of nonm agnetic and m agnetic defects and im purities on critical tem peratures of
superconductors w ith di erent gap anisotropy is studied theoretically w ithin the weak coupling lim it of
the BCS model. An expression is derived which relates the critical tem perature to relaxation rates of
charge carriers by nonm agnetic and m agnetic scatterers, as well as to the coe cient of anisotropy of the
superconducting order param eter on the Fem i surface. Particular cases of dwave, (s + d)-wave, and
anisotropic s-wave superconductors are brie y discussed.

T his paper ism otivated by con icting experim ental results conceming the sym m etry of the superconducting order
param eter (o) in high-tem perature superconductors HT SCs) and the suppression of the critical tem perature T .
of HT SC s by defects and in purji:es Indeed, while the m a prity (though not all) of experin ents support the d-wave
superconductivity n HT SC s D:] the observed degradation of T, by In purities or radiation-induced defects [’2 ]ism ore
gradual than predicted theoretically for d-wave superconductors B

To resolve this contradiction, a num ber of suggestions have been m ade, including anisotropic s-wave symm etry of

©) [li_i, m om entum dependence of In purity scattering [E§_I, strong coupling e ects resulting in crossover from C ooper
pairs to localbosons E_é], etc. Note, however, that theoretical analysis of T, degradation by defects and in purities
is usually restricted to the speci ¢ case of spin-independent scattering potential, ie., to the case of nonm agnetic
scatterers only. M eanwhile a lot of experim ents give evidence for the presence of m agnetic scatterers (@long w ith
nonm agnetic ones) in non-stoichiom etric HT SC s, eg., In oxygen-de cient, doped or irradiated sam ples ij].

T he goal of this paper is to work out a theoretical fram ew ork for a description of com bined e ect of nonm agnetic
and m agnetic scatterers on T. of a superconductor wih anisotropic (o) (in what concems an isotropic s-wave
superconductor, its T is Insensitive to nonm agnetic defects i{j’], w hile the T. suppression by m agnetic defects is given
by a welltknow n A brikosov-G or’kov theory E_Si]) . W e use the weak coupling lin it ofthe BC S m odel for superconducting
pairing and the Bom approxin ation for in purity scattering. In what ©llow s, we do not specify the m icroscopic
m echanian of superconductivity. W e set h = kg = 1 throughout the paper.

T he H am iltonian of a superconductor containing both nonm agnetic and m agnetic scatterers reads
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where @)= () is the quasiparticle energy m easured from the chem icalpotential, U (o; ;18; % is the m atrix
elem ent for electron scattering by random ly distrbuted in purities (defects) from the state (% ©) to the state ; ),
and V (;p?) isthe BCS pair potential.

W e assum e for sin plicity that electron scattering is isotropic In them om entum space, the am plitude ofthe scattering
by an isolated nonm agnetic (m agnetic) scatterer being u, U, ). Then the relaxation tines , and , are given by
the standard "golden rule" formulas
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where ¢, and g, are the concentrations of scatterers, N (0) is the density of electron states at the Fem i level. N ote
that the com m only accepted expression for i, ¥ isJ%S (S + 1)/4, where J is the energy of electron—im purity exchange
Interaction, S is the in purity spin.
In oEderto acocount for anisotropy of the superconducting state, we assum e a factorizable pairing interaction ofthe
om 6]
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where n = p=p is a unit vector along the m om entum . Then the order param eter () is [ _]l

P)= o @); @)

where ( depends on the tem perature. Thus the function () speci es the anisotropy of (o) in the m om entum
space ( () 1 for isotropic pairing). The selfconsistent equation for (o) can be derived by m eans of G reen’s
functions technique (see, eg., [_55]) . It is as llow s:
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where ! = T @n+ 1) are M atsubara frequencies, and the equations or | () and ! are
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Shce )= 0atT =T, nhthecaseT ! T. wehave from ('_é), é'j),takjng (1_2') into account:
)= )+ . 1=n 1=n)h )L @®)
23%3
1 0 | 1 i
. =-+5(1=n+1=m)51gn(!); )
w here angular brackets h::id stand for the average over the Ferm i surface F'S):
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Substituting 6'_8) and (u'g) n 6'_5) and taking (-'_3) into acocount, we have after rather sin ple but tin e consum ing algebraic
transform ations:
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Here T is the critical tem perature in the absence of in purities and defects @t 1=, = 1=, = 0). At this stage it is
convenient to introduce the coe cient of anisotropy of the order param eter on the F'S [1_0_], [4_]
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For isotropic s-wave pairing we have (o) const on the FS; therefore, h )i 2 = h 2 ()i, and = 0. Fora
superconductorw ith d-wave pairngwehave = 1sihceh ()i= 0. Therange0< < 1 corresoondsto anisotropic

s-wave pairing or tom ixed (d+ s)-wave pairing. T he higher is the anisotropy of (o) (eg., the greater is the partial
weight ofa d-wave In the case ofm ixed pairing), the closer to unity is the value of
M aking use of the de nition ((2) and the omula [L1]
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where isthe digamm a fiinction, we obtain from (1_-_‘):
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In two particular cases of (i) both nonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering in an isotropic s-w ave superconductor ( = 0)
and (ii) nonm agnetic scattering only in a s;peroonciuctorwjth arbirary anisotropy of @) 1= , = 0,0 1),
the Eq.C_lé_;) reduces to weltknown expressions {d], f_l(_i]
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The Eq. ¢_1§') is obviously m ore general than Eqs.('_l-!j) and ('_l-_d) which are comm only used for the analysis of
experin ental data on T. suppression by defects and in purities n HTSCs fid]. I fact, m aking use of Eq. (15) or
Eq.C_lé) one assum es a priori that etther (i) the order param eter In HT SC s is isotropic in the m om entum space or
(i) the m agnetic scatterers in HT SC s are com pltely absent. The latter assum ption is often supplem ented with a
speculation about pure d-wave symm etry of (o) [J‘,_-S_i (ie., one intentionally restrictshim selfto thecase = 1 instead
ofattem ptsto extract thevalue of from the experin ent). In our opinion, the experin entaldependencies of T versus
In purity (defect) concentration or radiation dose should be analyzed w ithin the fram ework of the theory presented
above, see E q.{_ffi) . O ne should not guess as to the degree of anisotropy of (o) and the type of scatterers, but try to
determ ine the value of and relative weights ofm agnetic and nonm agnetic com ponents in electron scattering through
com parison of theoretical predictions w ith available or specially perform ed experim ents.

Now Jlet us consider the lim iting cases of weak and strong scattering (Teg Te << Teo and To ! 0 respectively).
Atl=4 Ty pn << land 1=4 Ty , << 1 (weak scattering) one has from C_l-é_i):
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In particular cases (i) and (il) considered above, Eq.C_l-]‘) reduces to welkknow n expressions I_l-zj]
Teo Te — 18)

and
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for Initial T, reduction by m agnetic @t = 0) or nonm agnetic (@t arbitrary valie of ) scatterers respectively.

In what concems the strong scattering lim i, we recall that in the BC S theory, nonm agnetic scattering alone is
Insu cient for the not-d-wave superconductivity (O < 1) to be destroyed com pletely [IL-O_], at 1= , = 0, the value
of T, asym ptotically goes to zero as 1= , increases whereas T, of a d-wave superconductorwih = 1 vanishesata
criticalvalie 1= $ = T o= 1:764T., where = & 1:781,C istheE iler constant). O n the otherhand, m agnetic
scattering in the absence of nonm agnetic one (1= , = 0) isknown to suppress the isotropic s-wave superconductivity
with = 0atacrticalvaliel= ¢ = Te=2  0882Tc Kl

Based on the Eq.{_lé), 1 is straightforward to derive the general condition for Inpurity (defect) suppression of
T. of a superconductor having an aritrary anisotropy coe cient and containing both nonm agnetic and m agnetic
scatterers:
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where ;. isthe critical value ofthe e ective relaxation tine ¢ de ned as
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From Egs. C_Z-(_]') and é]_:) one can see that 1= S, increasesm onotonically w ith both 1=, and 1= at any value of
, with the exception ofthe case = 0 when 1= ¢¢ doesn’t depend on 1= ,, see ('_21}) .If isclsetouniy (strongly



anisotropic ()), then 1= ¢¢ 1=, + 1=, , ie. the contrbution of nonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering to
pair breaking is about the same. If << 1 (almost isotropic (P)), then 1= <¢¢ 1=, , ie., erf is detem ined
prin arily by m agnetic scattering. T he higher is the anisotropy coe cient , the greater is the relative contrbution
of nonm agnetic scatterers to T. degradation with respect to m agnetic ones. If nonm agnetic scattering is absent
1=, = 0),then 1= ¢ = 1=, at any value of

W e note however that while the concept of the e ective relaxation tine <r¢f can be used for evaluation of the
critical level of nonm agnetic and m agnetic disorder, it is not possible to express T, In tem sof <rr In the wholk range
0 T. Teoy see C_l-é_i) . In other words, the com bined e ect of nonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering on T. cannot
be described by a single universal param eter depending on the valnesof ,, , ,and .Forexampl, 1= . = 0 at
1=, = 0and 0 < 1 no m atter what the value of 1= ,, is. On the one hand, as follow s from C_Z-Q'), the zero value
of 1= 5 In this case points to the fact that in a BC S superconductor w ith not-d-wave symm etry of (p) the critical
level of disorder cannot be reached In the absence ofm agnetic scattering, in accordance w ith [_l-g] O n the other hand,
the zero value of 1= ¢ Obviously doesn’t in ply that T. of a not-d-wave superconductor is com pletely Insensitive to
nonm agnetic scatterers at 1=, = 0 and 0 < < 1, see 6_14_:) Hence, while the quantity 1= S characterizes the
critical strength of im purity (defect) scattering corresponding to T, = 0, the quantity 1= ¢ When i is less than
1= 5 ) doesn't detem Ine the value of T¢ unequivocally.

Based on Egs. {20) and 21), it is possible to derive the llow ing expression for the critical valie of 1= , in the
presence ofm agnetic scattering:
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Thisexpression isvalid aslongasl=, < 2 T, = sice othemw isethe superconductivity is com pletely suppressed
sokly by magnetic in purities. The value of 1= $ decreases as 1=, increases at constant or as Increases at
constant 1=, . The nite value of 1=  in the presence of m agnetic scatterers could reconcile the experin entally
observed disorder-induced suppression of To of HT SC s below 4 2K g] w ith theories of not purely d-wave symm etry
of () n HTSCs, eg., anisotropic s-wave symm etry orm ixed (d+ s)-wave symm etry.

In conclusion, the resuls obtained provide the basis for evaluation ofthe degree ofanisotropy ofthe superconducting
orderparam eter (@and hence itspossble sym m etry) aswellas the type of scatterers (m agnetic ornonm agnetic) n high—
T. superconductors through carefiil com parison of theoretical predictions w ith the experim ents on im purity—-induced
and radiation-induced reduction of the critical tem perature. W e hope that the present paper w ill serve as a stin ulus
for experim ents on com bined e ect of nonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering in the copper-oxide superconductors.
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Note added in proof. A fter subm ission of this paper I becam e aware of a sin ilar study by A A Golubov and
IIM azin Phys. Rev. B 55, 15146 (1997)] which generalizes A brikosov-G or’kov solution to the case of a m ultiband
superconductor w ith Interband order param eter anisotropy.
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