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The com bined e�ectofnonm agnetic and m agnetic defectsand im puritieson criticaltem peraturesof

superconductorswith di�erentgap anisotropy is studied theoretically within the weak coupling lim it of

the BCS m odel. An expression is derived which relates the criticaltem perature to relaxation rates of

chargecarriersby nonm agnetic and m agnetic scatterers,aswellasto the coe�cientofanisotropy ofthe

superconducting order param eter on the Ferm isurface. Particular cases ofd-wave,(s+ d)-wave,and

anisotropics-wavesuperconductorsarebriey discussed.

Thispaperism otivated by conicting experim entalresultsconcerning thesym m etry ofthesuperconducting order

param eter �(p) in high-tem perature superconductors (HTSCs) and the suppression ofthe criticaltem perature T c

ofHTSCsby defectsand im purities.Indeed,while the m ajority (though notall)ofexperim entssupportthe d-wave

superconductivity in HTSCs[1],theobserved degradation ofTc by im puritiesorradiation-induced defects[2]ism ore

gradualthan predicted theoretically ford-wavesuperconductors[3].

To resolvethiscontradiction,a num berofsuggestionshave been m ade,including anisotropic s-wavesym m etry of

�(p)[4],m om entum dependenceofim purity scattering [5],strong coupling e�ectsresulting in crossoverfrom Cooper

pairs to localbosons [6],etc. Note,however,that theoreticalanalysis ofTc degradation by defects and im purities

is usually restricted to the speci�c case ofspin-independent scattering potential,i.e.,to the case ofnonm agnetic

scatterers only. M eanwhile a lot ofexperim ents give evidence for the presence ofm agnetic scatterers (along with

nonm agneticones)in non-stoichiom etricHTSCs,e.g.,in oxygen-de�cient,doped orirradiated sam ples[7].

The goalofthispaperisto work outa theoreticalfram ework fora description ofcom bined e�ectofnonm agnetic

and m agnetic scatterers on Tc ofa superconductor with anisotropic �(p) (in what concerns an isotropic s-wave

superconductor,itsTc isinsensitiveto nonm agneticdefects[8],whiletheTc suppression by m agneticdefectsisgiven

by awell-known Abrikosov-G or’kovtheory [9]).W eusetheweak couplinglim itoftheBCS m odelforsuperconducting

pairing and the Born approxim ation for im purity scattering. In what follows,we do not specify the m icroscopic

m echanism ofsuperconductivity.W e set�h = kB = 1 throughoutthe paper.

The Ham iltonian ofa superconductorcontaining both nonm agneticand m agneticscatterersreads

Ĥ =
X

p;�

�(p)̂a+
p� âp� +

X

p;p0;�;�0

U (p;�;p0;�0)̂a+
p� âp0�0 +

X

p;p0

V (p;p0)̂a+
p"
â
+

� p#
â
� p0#

â
p0"

; (1)

where�(p)= �(p)� � isthe quasiparticleenergy m easured from the chem icalpotential,U (p;�;p0;�0)isthe m atrix

elem entforelectron scattering by random ly distributed im purities(defects)from thestate(p0;�0)to thestate(p;�),

and V (p;p0)isthe BCS pairpotential.

W eassum eforsim plicitythatelectron scatteringisisotropicin them om entum space,theam plitudeofthescattering

by an isolated nonm agnetic (m agnetic)scattererbeing un (um ). Then the relaxation tim es�n and �m are given by

the standard "golden rule" form ulas

1

�n
= 2�cnjunj

2
N (0);

1

�m
= 2�cm jum j

2
N (0); (2)

where cn and cm are the concentrationsofscatterers,N (0)isthe density ofelectron statesatthe Ferm ilevel.Note

thatthecom m only accepted expression forjum j
2 isJ2S(S+ 1)/4,whereJ istheenergy ofelectron-im purity exchange

interaction,S isthe im purity spin.

In orderto accountforanisotropy ofthesuperconducting state,weassum ea factorizablepairing interaction ofthe

form [10]

V (p;p0)= � V0�(n)�(n
0); (3)
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wheren = p=p isa unitvectoralong the m om entum .Then the orderparam eter�(p)is[10]

�(p)= � 0�(n); (4)

where � 0 depends on the tem perature. Thusthe function �(n) speci�esthe anisotropy of�(p)in the m om entum

space (�(n) � 1 for isotropic pairing). The self-consistent equation for �(p) can be derived by m eans ofG reen’s

functionstechnique (see,e.g.,[9]).Itisasfollows:

�(p)= �
X

p0

V (p;p0)ĥa� p0#âp0"i= � T
X

!

X

p0

V (p;p0)
� !(p

0)

!02 + �2(p0)+ j� !(p
0)j2

; (5)

where! = �T(2n + 1)areM atsubara frequencies,and the equationsfor� !(p)and !
0 are

� !(p)= �(p)+ (c njunj
2
� cm jum j

2)
X

p0

� !(p
0)

!02 + �2(p0)+ j� !(p
0)j2

; (6)

!
0= ! � i(cnjunj

2 + cm jum j
2)
X

p0

i!0+ �(p0)

!02 + �2(p0)+ j� !(p
0)j2

: (7)

Since �(p)= 0 atT = T c,in the caseT ! Tc wehavefrom (6),(7),taking (2)into account:

� !(p)= �(p)+
1

2j!0j
(1=�n � 1=�m )h� !(p)i; (8)

!
0= ! +

1

2
(1=�n + 1=�m )sign(!); (9)

whereangularbracketsh:::istand forthe averageoverthe Ferm isurface(FS):

h:::i=

Z

F S

(:::)
d
p

j@�(p)=@pj

, Z

F S

d
p

j@�(p)=@pj
: (10)

Substituting(8)and (9)in (5)and taking(3)intoaccount,wehaveafterrathersim plebuttim econsum ingalgebraic

transform ations:

ln

�
Tc0

Tc

�

= �Tc

X

!

1

j!j+ 1

2
(1=�n + 1=�m )

�
1

2j!j
(1=�n + 1=�m )�

h�(n)i2

h�2(n)i
�
1=�n � 1=�m

2(j!j+ 1=�m )

�

: (11)

HereTc0 isthecriticaltem peraturein theabsenceofim puritiesand defects(at1=�n = 1=�m = 0).Atthisstageitis

convenientto introducethe coe�cient� ofanisotropy ofthe orderparam eteron the FS [10],[4]

� = 1�
h�(n)i2

h�2(n)i
= 1�

h�(p)i2

h� 2(p)i
: (12)

For isotropic s-wave pairing we have �(p) � const on the FS;therefore,h�(p)i 2 = h� 2(p)i,and � = 0. For a

superconductorwith d-wavepairing wehave� = 1 sinceh�(p)i= 0.Therange0 < � < 1 correspondsto anisotropic

s-wavepairing orto m ixed (d+ s)-wavepairing.Thehigheristheanisotropy of�(p)(e.g.,thegreateristhepartial

weightofa d-wavein the caseofm ixed pairing),the closerto unity isthe value of�.

M aking useofthe de�nition (12)and the form ula [11]

1X

k= 0

�
1

k+ x
�

1

k+ y

�

= 	(y)� 	(x); (13)

where	 isthe digam m a function,weobtain from (11):
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�
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Tc
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: (14)

2



In twoparticularcasesof(i)both nonm agneticand m agneticscatteringin an isotropics-wavesuperconductor(� = 0)

and (ii)nonm agnetic scattering only in a superconductorwith arbitrary anisotropy of�(p)(1=� m = 0,0 � � � 1),

the Eq.(14)reducesto well-known expressions[9],[10]

ln

�
Tc0

Tc

�

= 	

�
1

2
+

1

2�Tc�m

�

� 	

�
1

2

�

(15)

and

ln

�
Tc0

Tc

�

= �

�

	

�
1

2
+

1

4�Tc�n

�

� 	

�
1

2

��

: (16)

respectively.

The Eq. (14) is obviously m ore generalthan Eqs.(15) and (16) which are com m only used for the analysis of

experim entaldata on Tc suppression by defects and im purities in HTSCs [12]. In fact,m aking use ofEq. (15) or

Eq.(16)one assum es a priorithateither (i)the orderparam eterin HTSCs is isotropic in the m om entum space or

(ii) the m agnetic scatterersin HTSCs are com pletely absent. The latter assum ption is often supplem ented with a

speculation aboutpured-wavesym m etry of�(p)[13](i.e.,oneintentionally restrictshim selftothecase� = 1instead

ofattem ptstoextractthevalueof� from theexperim ent).In ouropinion,theexperim entaldependenciesofTc versus

im purity (defect)concentration orradiation dose should be analyzed within the fram ework ofthe theory presented

above,seeEq.(14).O neshould notguessasto thedegreeofanisotropy of�(p)and thetypeofscatterers,buttry to

determ inethevalueof� and relativeweightsofm agneticand nonm agneticcom ponentsin electron scatteringthrough

com parison oftheoreticalpredictionswith availableorspecially perform ed experim ents.

Now letusconsiderthe lim iting casesofweak and strong scattering (Tc0 � Tc < < Tc0 and Tc ! 0 respectively).

At1=4�Tc0�n < < 1 and 1=4�Tc0�m < < 1 (weak scattering)onehasfrom (14):

Tc0 � Tc �
�

4

�
�

2�n
+
1� �=2

�m

�

: (17)

In particularcases(i)and (ii)considered above,Eq.(17)reducesto well-known expressions[12]

Tc0 � Tc �
�

4�m
(18)

and

Tc0 � Tc �
��

8�n
(19)

forinitialTc reduction by m agnetic (at� = 0)ornonm agnetic(atarbitrary value of�)scatterersrespectively.

In what concerns the strong scattering lim it,we recallthat in the BCS theory,nonm agnetic scattering alone is

insu�cientforthe not-d-wavesuperconductivity (0 � � < 1)to be destroyed com pletely [10];at1=� m = 0,the value

ofTc asym ptotically goesto zero as1=�n increases(whereasTc ofa d-wavesuperconductorwith � = 1 vanishesata

criticalvalue1=�cn = �Tc0= � 1:764Tc0,where = eC � 1:781,C istheEilerconstant).O n theotherhand,m agnetic

scattering in theabsenceofnonm agneticone(1=�n = 0)isknown to suppresstheisotropics-wavesuperconductivity

with � = 0 ata criticalvalue1=�cm = �Tc0=2 � 0:882Tc0 [9].

Based on the Eq.(14),it is straightforward to derive the generalcondition for im purity (defect) suppression of

Tc ofa superconductorhaving an arbitrary anisotropy coe�cient� and containing both nonm agnetic and m agnetic

scatterers:

1

�c
eff

=
�


2�� 1Tc0; (20)

where�c
eff

isthe criticalvalueofthe e�ectiverelaxation tim e �eff de�ned as

1

�eff
=

�
1

�m

� 1� �

�

�
1

�n
+

1

�m

� �

: (21)

From Eqs.(20)and (21)onecan seethat1=�c
eff

increasesm onotonically with both 1=�n and 1=�m atany valueof

�,with theexception ofthecase� = 0 when 1=�eff doesn’tdepend on 1=�n,see(21).If� iscloseto unity (strongly

3



anisotropic �(p)), then 1=� eff � 1=�n + 1=�m ,i.e.,the contribution ofnonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering to

pair breaking is about the sam e. If� < < 1 (alm ost isotropic �(p)),then 1=� eff � 1=�m ,i.e.,�eff is determ ined

prim arily by m agnetic scattering. The higheristhe anisotropy coe�cient�,the greateristhe relative contribution

ofnonm agnetic scatterers to Tc degradation with respect to m agnetic ones. Ifnonm agnetic scattering is absent

(1=�n = 0),then 1=�eff = 1=�m atany valueof�.

W e note however that while the concept ofthe e�ective relaxation tim e �eff can be used for evaluation ofthe

criticallevelofnonm agneticand m agneticdisorder,itisnotpossibleto expressTc in term sof�eff in thewhole range

0 � Tc � Tc0,see (14). In otherwords,the com bined e�ect ofnonm agnetic and m agnetic scattering on Tc cannot

be described by a single universalparam eterdepending on the valuesof�n,�m ,and �. Forexam ple,1=�eff = 0 at

1=�m = 0 and 0 � � < 1 no m atterwhatthe value of1=�n is.O n the one hand,asfollowsfrom (20),the zero value

of1=�c
eff

in thiscasepointsto thefactthatin a BCS superconductorwith not-d-wavesym m etry of�(p)thecritical

levelofdisordercannotbereached in theabsenceofm agneticscattering,in accordancewith [10].O n theotherhand,

the zero value of1=�eff obviously doesn’tim ply thatTc ofa not-d-wavesuperconductoriscom pletely insensitive to

nonm agnetic scatterers at 1=�m = 0 and 0 < � < 1,see (14). Hence,while the quantity 1=�c
eff

characterizes the

criticalstrength ofim purity (defect) scattering corresponding to Tc = 0,the quantity 1=�eff (when it is less than

1=�c
eff

)doesn’tdeterm ine the value ofTc unequivocally.

Based on Eqs. (20)and (21),itispossible to derive the following expression forthe criticalvalue of1=�n in the

presenceofm agneticscattering:

1

�cn
=

1

�m

"

2

�
�Tc0�m

2

� 1=�

� 1

#

: (22)

Thisexpression isvalid aslong as1=�m < �2�� 1Tc0= sinceotherwisethesuperconductivity iscom pletely suppressed

solely by m agnetic im purities. The value of1=�cn decreases as 1=�m increases at constant � or as � increases at

constant 1=�m . The �nite value of1=�cn in the presence ofm agnetic scatterers could reconcile the experim entally

observed disorder-induced suppression ofTc ofHTSCsbelow 4.2K [2]with theoriesofnotpurely d-wave sym m etry

of�(p)in HTSCs,e.g.,anisotropics-wavesym m etry orm ixed (d+ s)-wavesym m etry.

In conclusion,theresultsobtained providethebasisforevaluation ofthedegreeofanisotropyofthesuperconducting

orderparam eter(and henceitspossiblesym m etry)aswellasthetypeofscatterers(m agneticornonm agnetic)in high-

Tc superconductorsthrough carefulcom parison oftheoreticalpredictionswith the experim entson im purity-induced

and radiation-induced reduction ofthe criticaltem perature.W ehopethatthepresentpaperwillserveasa stim ulus

forexperim entson com bined e�ectofnonm agneticand m agneticscattering in the copper-oxidesuperconductors.
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Note added in proof. After subm ission of this paper I becam e aware ofa sim ilar study by A.A.G olubov and

I.I.M azin [Phys. Rev. B 55,15146 (1997)]which generalizesAbrikosov-G or’kov solution to the case ofa m ultiband

superconductorwith interband orderparam eteranisotropy.
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