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Strong-C oupling T heory ofIm pure Superconductors :

C orrespondence w ith W eak-C oupling T heory
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Abstract

W e reconsider the ordinary im purity e�ect on the transition tem perature

Tc ofsuperconductorsusing the Eliashberg form alism . Itis shown that the

correspondence principle, which relates strong-coupling and weak-coupling

theories,works only when Anderson’s pairing condition between the tim e-

reversed scattered-states isused.Foran Einstein phonon m odel,the change

ofthe electron density ofstates caused by the im purity scattering leads to

a Tc decrease proportionalto 1=E F � in the dirty lim it. It is pointed out

thatthephonon-m ediated interaction decreasesby thesam eweak localization

correction term asthatoftheconductivity.Accordingly,forstrongly localized

statesthephonon-m ediated interaction isexponentiallysm all.W ealsodiscuss

thecase ofDebye phonon m odel.

PACS num bers:05.30.-d,74.20.-z,74.40.+k,74.60.M j
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently Kim and Overhauser(KO)1 showed thefollowing:

(i)Abrikosov and Gor’kov’s(AG)theory2 ofan im puresuperconductorpredictsa large

decrease ofTc,proportionalto 1=!D �. !D denotesthe Debye frequency and � isthe scat-

tering tim e,respectively.

(ii)Anderson’stheorem 3 isvalid only to the �rstpowerin the im purity concentration.

Forstrongly localized states,thephonon-m ediated interaction isexponentially sm all.

The existence of the above correction term was con�rm ed by Abrikosov, Gor’kov and

Dzyaloshinskii,4 and was also shown by other workers.5�7 The correction term is related

with the change ofelectron density ofstatesdue to the im purity scattering. However,the

correctvalue wasshown to be 1=E F �.
1 Here E F denotesthe Ferm ienergy. In theircom -

m enton Ref.1,Abrikosov and Gor’kov8 argued thatthecorrection term disappearsin the

Eliashberg equation apartfrom thecorrectionsoftheorder1=E F �.In fact,thisresultwas

�rstobtained by Tsuneto.9 Asa result,they adm ittedly showed thatGor’kov form alism is

inconsistentwith theEliashberg equation.

Atthispoint,we m ay need to pause to answerthe following deep question: Isthere a

correspondence rule between strong-coupling and weak-coupling theories ofim pure super-

conductors? Theanswerisyes.Itiswell-known thatthecorrespondenceprinciplewasvery

helpfulin developing quantum m echanics. The purpose ofthis paperis to show thatthe

correspondence principle,which relatesstrong-coupling and weak-coupling theories,works

provided thatAnderson’spairing condition issatis�ed.Then,theresultofstrong-coupling

theory with an Einstein phonon m odelleadsto thatofweak-coupling theory in the static

lim it.

In thisstudy,becausewedisregard thechangeofphonon spectrum and Coulom b inter-

action due to the im purities,im purity scattering can a�ectthe Tc ofsuperconductorsonly

by changing the electron density ofstatesN o and thephonon-m ediated interaction V .For

an Einstein phonon m odeland in thedirtylim it,weshow thatthechangeofelectron density
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ofstatescaused by the im purity scattering leadsto a Tc decrease proportionalto 1=E F �.

W hen weak localization becom esim portant,thephonon-m ediated interaction decreasesby

the sam e correction term as that ofthe conductivity. Accordingly,for strongly localized

statesthephonon-m ediated interaction isexponentially sm all.

ThefailureofAG theory com esfrom theinadequatetreatm entofpairing constrainton

theself-consistency equation ofGor’kov form alism .11 Although both Gor’kov form alism and

the Bogoliubov-de Gennesequationspairthe electronsin stateswhich are linearcom bina-

tionsofthe norm alstates,11;12 the physicalconstraintofthe Anom alous Green’s function

leadsto Anderson’spairing condition.11

II.ST R O N G -C O U P LIN G T H EO RY W IT H A N D ER SO N ’S PA IR IN G

W e follow the realspace form alism ofthe strong-coupling theory by Eilenberger and

Am begaokar.13 (Seealso refs.14-18.) TheHam iltonian fortheelectron-phonon interaction

takestheform

H int= 

Z

 
+ (r) (r)�(r)dr; (1)

where 	(r)and �(r)are the electron and phonon �eld operators.  is the coupling con-

stant. The equations ofthe m otion for the therm odynam ic Green’s functions G(!n;r;r
0)

and F + (!n;r;r
0)aregiven

(i!n +
1

2m
r 2 + V (r)+ �)G(!n;r;r

0)

= �(r� r
0)+ 

2

Z

dro�(!n;r;ro)G(!n;ro;r
0)

+2
Z

dro�(!n;r;ro)F
+ (!n;ro;r

0); (2)

(�i!n +
1

2m
r 2 + V (r)+ �)F + (!n;r;r

0)

= 
2

Z

dro�
+ (!n;r;ro)F

+ (!n;ro;r
0)

+2
Z

dro�
+ (!n;r;ro)G(!n;ro;r

0); (3)
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where

�(!n;r;r
0)= T

X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)G(!n0;r;r

0); (4)

�(!n;r;r
0)= T

X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)F(!n0;r;r

0): (5)

V (r)=
P

iVo�(r� Ri)isthescattering potentialoftheim puritiesand !n = (2n+ 1)�T.D

isthephonon Green’sfunction.

Itisusually assum ed thattheelectron-phonon interaction islocal,20;13;14 (i.e.),

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)= �(r� r

0)�(!n;!n0); (6)

�(!n;r;r
0)= �(r� r

0)�(!n;r); (7)

�(!n;r;r
0)= �(r� r

0)�(!n;r): (8)

Thisapproxim ation isexactforan Einstein phonon m odel.Then �(!n;!n0)isgiven by

�(!n;!n0)=
!2
D

!2
D + (!n � !n0)

2
: (9)

ForDebyephonon m odelthepairing interaction isnonlocal,which isdiscussed below.

Thenorm al-stateGreen’sfunction G N (= G
"

N = G
#

N )satis�estheequation

(i!n +
1

2m
r 2 + V (r)+ �)G N (!n;r;r

0)= �(r� r
0)+ 

2

Z

dro�(!n;r;ro)G N (!n;ro;r
0);

(10)

and itisgiven by

G N (!n;r;r
0)=

X

m

 m (r) 
�

m (r
0)

i!nZ(!n)� �m
; (11)

whereZ(!n)istherenorm alization factorand  m (r)isthescattered eigenstate.From Eqs.

(3)and (10)theAnom alousGreen’sfunction F + (!n;r;r
0),nearthetransition tem perature,

can berewritten in theform
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F
+ (!n;r;r

0)= 
2

Z

droG
"

N (�!n;ro;r)�
+ (!n;ro)G

#

N (!n;ro;r
0): (12)

Accordingly,weobtain theself-consistency equation for�+

�
+ (!n;r)= T

X

n0

�(!n;!n0)F
+ (!n0;r;r)

= 
2
T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)

Z

droG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)�
+ (!n0;ro): (13)

The pairpotential� �(!n;r)isde�ned by ��(!n;r)= �+ (!n;r)=Z(!n). Therefore we

�nd theself-consistency equation forthepairpotentialto be13

� �(!n ;r)Z(!n)

= 
2
T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)

Z

droG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)�
�(!n0;ro)Z(!n0): (14)

Equation (14)statesphysically thatthepairpotential� �(!n0;ro)launches(from theregions

nearro)electron pairswhich collaborateto generatea pairpotential�
�(!n;r)in theregion

near r. However,Eq. (14) m isses the m ost im portant inform ation ofAnderson’s pairing

condition. Ifwe substitute Eq. (11) into Eq. (14),we �nd extra pairings between m "

and m 0(6= m )#. m denotes the tim e reversed partnerofthe scattered state m . W hereas

itwasshown19 thatAnderson’spairing condition isderived from thephysicalconstraintof

theAnom alousGreen’sfunction,i.e.,

F + (!n;r;r
0)
im p

= F + (!n;r� r0)
im p

; (15)

� �(!n;r)
im p

= � �(!n)
im p

: (16)

(�im p)m eansan averageoverim purity positions.Consequently,therevised self-consistency

equation is

� �(!n;r)Z(!n)=

2T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)

Z

drofG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)g
P � �(!n0;ro)Z(!n0); (17)

whereP denotesAnderson’spairing constraint.
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Theim portanceofAnderson’spairing constraintwasalready noticed by M a and Lee.21

They showed thatthegap param eterisgiven by

� �(!n;m )=

Z

 m (r) 
�

m (r)�
�(!n;r)dr: (18)

Substitution ofEq.(17)into Eq.(18)leadsto a strong-coupling gap equation

� �(!n;m )Z(!n)= T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)
X

m 0

Vm m 0

� �(!n0;m
0)Z(!n0)

[!n0Z(!n0)]
2 + �2m 0

; (19)

where

Vm m 0 = 
2

Z

j m (r)j
2j m 0(r)j2dr: (20)

�m 0 denotestheeigenenergy.

III.W EA K -C O U P LIN G LIM IT

Thestrong-coupling theory leadsto theweak-coupling theory in thestaticlim it,(i.e.),

� �(!n;r)= � �(0;r)= � �(r); (21)

Z(!)= Z(0)= 1; (22)

�(!n;!n0)= �(0;0)= 1: (23)

In BCS theory,theretardation e�ectistaken intoaccountbyacuto� ofthem atrixelem ent.3

Andersonem phasized thattheattractiveregionisafunctionnotof�~k,theenergyoftheplane

wavestates,butof�n,theenergyofscattered states.
3 Itwasalsoshown thatGor’kovform al-

ism should usetheBCS cuto� in theeigenenergiesnotin them om entum stateenergies.1;23

From Eqs.(14),(17),and (19),we�nd

� �(r)= 
2
T
X

n0

Z

droG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)�
�(ro); (24)

� �(r)= 
2
T
X

n0

Z

drofG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)g
P � �(ro); (25)
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and

� �(m )= T
X

n0

X

m 0

Vm m 0

� �(m 0)

!2
n0 + �2m 0

: (26)

Equation (26)m ay berewritten in thefam iliarform

� �(m )=
X

m 0

Vm m 0

� �(m 0)

2�m 0

tanh(
�m 0

2T
); (27)

since22

T
X

n0

1

!2
n0 + �2

=
1

2�
tanh

�

2T
: (28)

NotethatEq.(27)isthelinearized BCS gap equation nearTc.

IV .T H EO RY O F IM P U R E SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

Now we discuss the im purity e�ect on the transition tem perature ofsuperconductors.

Fora puresystem ,thecoupling constantsaregiven by

� = N oV; BCS theory (29)

� = N o
2 = N o

g2

M !2
D

; strong� coupling theory (30)

where g2 is the average square electronic m atrix elem ent in M cM illan’s notation,10 and

M isthe ionic m ass. Because we disregard the change ofphonon spectrum and Coulom b

interaction due to the im purities,im purity scattering can a�ectthe Tc ofsuperconductors

only by changing N o and/orV (org2).Thecoupling constantsforim puresuperconductors

lead to

� = N
0

o < Vm m 0 >; BCS theory (31)

� = N
0

o

g2

M !2
D

<

Z

j m (r)j
2j m 0(r)j2dr>; strong� coupling theory (32)

whereN 0

o isthedensity ofstatesforim puresuperconductors.Theangularbracketsindicate

an im purityaverage.Aswillbeshown below,� doesnotdepend on theenergies.Noticethat
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the coupling constants are the basically sam e both in weak and strong-coupling theories.

Accordingly,both thestrong-couplinggap equation (19)and theBCS gap qeaution (27)give

the basically sam e result. It dose notm atter whether the retardation e�ect is taken into

accountby thephonon Green’sfunction �(!n;!n0)ortheBCS cuto� ofthem atrix elem ents

contrary to AG’srecentclaim .8

Eqs.(31)and (32)show thatthem ostim portantquantity isVm m 0 which determ inesthe

change ofthe electron-phonon interaction due to the im purities. In the dirty lim itwhere

them ean freepath ‘is� 100�A,Anderson’stheorem isvalid,(i.e.),

Vm m 0 = 
2 =

g2

M !2
D

= V: (33)

Therefore, Tc does not change due to the im purities. On the other hand, Kim and

Overhauser1 showed thatVm m 0 isexponentially sm allforthestrongly localized states.1 Itis,

then,expected thatVm m 0 decreasesby weak localization.In fact,thesam eweak localization

correction term soccurboth in the conductivity and the phonon-m ediated interaction.11;12

TableIshows‘and Vm m 0 fordi�erentdisorderlim its.

Forthin �lm s,theem piricalform ula isgiven24

Tco � Tc

Tco
/

1

kF ‘
/ R 2; (34)

whereTco istheunperturbed valueofTc and R 2 isthesheetresistance.On theotherhand,

bulk m aterialsshow25;26

Tco � Tc

Tco
/

1

(kF ‘)
2
: (35)

Noticethattheseresultsareobtained ifwesubstitutethem atrixelem entsin TableIintothe

(strong-couplingorweak-coupling)gap equation.M oredetailswillbepublished elsewhere.27

Scattering ofconduction electronsby the im puritiesleadsto a decrease in the electron

density ofstatesN o atthe Ferm ilevel. However,thise�ectissm all. The reduced density

ofstateswasshown to be1

N
0

o
�= N o(1�

�h

�EF �
): (36)
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Then,both strong-coupling and weak-coupling gap equationsgiveriseto

Tc
�= Tco � Tco

1

�

�h

�EF �
: (37)

Thecorrection term isnegligible,since

�h

E F �
< 10�2 ; (38)

for a 1% typicalsolute. In the weak localization lim it,this correction term m ay not be

sm all. However,Tc reduction versus 1=E F � is quadratic notlinear for bulk m aterials. It

seem s that the change ofthe density ofstates m ay saturate before the weak localization

lim it is reached. Nevertheless the above correction term m ay be im portant for m aterials

with very narrow bands.28;29

V .P R EV IO U S A P P R O A C H ES

The previousapproachesused theconventionalstrong-coupling and weak-coupling self-

consistency equations(14)and (24).2;4�9 Accordingly,the previousapproachesdo notuse

Anderson’s pairing but pair the electrons in states which are linear com binations ofthe

scattered states.11;12 Then Tc doesnotchangeeven ifthescattered statesarelocalized.Note

that the linear com bination oflocalized states becom es extended one. A sim ilar problem

was found in Gor’kov and Galitski’s (GG)30 solution for the d-wave BCS theory. Using

the Gor’kov’s form alism without pairing constraint, GG obtained a solution which is a

superposition ofseveraldistincttypesoftheo�-diagonal-long-range-order.31 Theirsolution

wasproven to bewrong.31�33

From Gor’kov’sself-consistency equation (24),Abrikosov and Gor’kov (AG)2 showed

� �(r)
im p

= 
2
T
X

n0

Z

droG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)
im p

� �(ro)
im p

; (39)

and

1=
2Tc

8�3

X

n0

Z
�1

!2
n0�

2
1 + �2

d
3
k; (40)
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where

�1 = 1+
1

2j!n0j�
: (41)

TheTc decreaseisgiven
1;4

Tc
�= Tco � Tco

1

�

�h

�!D �
: (42)

This result should be com pared with the correct result Eq. (37). AG theory has two

problem s. One is not using Anderson’s pairing and the other is using a Dyson equation

to �nd Green’sfunction (with a BCS retardation cuto� )in the presence ofthe im purities.

Ifwe use Anderson’spairing,the second problem doesnotoccur. In otherwords,pairing

condition ism oreim portant.

Tsuneto was the �rst who considered the strong-coupling theory of im pure

superconductors.9 Hisresultm ay beobtained from Eq.(14)(with Z = 1),(i.e.),

� �(!n;r)
im p

= 2T
P

n0 �(!n;!n0)

Z

droG
"

N (�!n0;ro;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r)
im p

� �(!n0;ro)
im p

; (43)

and

� �(!n)
im p

=
2Tc

8�3
T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)

Z
�1

!2
n0�

2
1 + �2

� �(!n0)
im p

d
3
k: (44)

Equation (44)isvery interesting.Ifwesolvetheequation,we�nd

Tc
�= Tco � Tco

1

�

�h

�EF �
: (45)

W hereastheweak-coupling lim itofthisequation leadsto AG’sresult,

Tc
�= Tco � Tco

1

�

�h

�!D �
: (46)

Consequently,thereisno correspondencebetween weak-coupling and strong-coupling theo-

ries.Som ething m ustbewrong.

Thecorrectstrong-coupling theory needsAnderson’spairing.19 From therevised strong-

coupling self-consistency and gap equations(17)and (19),itisgiven19
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� �(!n)
im p

= T
X

n0

�(!n;!n0)
X

m 0

< Vm m 0 >
� �(!n0)

im p

!2
n0 + �2m 0

; (47)

where

< Vm m 0 >= 
2
<

Z

j m (r)j
2j m 0(r)j2dr> : (48)

Com paring Eqs. (44) and (47),we �nd that Tsuneto’s result m isses the m ost im portant

factorVm m 0,which givesthe change ofphonon-m ediated interaction due to im purities. In

theweak-coupling lim it,one�nds

1= Tc
X

n0

X

m 0

< Vm m 0 >
1

!2
n0 + �2m 0

: (49)

In thedirty lim it,both Eqs.(47)and (49)lead to

Tc
�= Tco � Tco

1

�

�h

�EF �
: (50)

Thecorrespondenceprincipleisrecovered.

V I.C A SE O F D EB Y E P H O N O N M O D EL

Now we discussbriey the strong-coupling theory with Debye phonon m odel. Because

the pairing interaction isnonlocal,the localapproxim ationsEqs. (6),(7),and (8)are not

valid.From Eqs.(3)and (10),itisgiven

F
+ (!n;r;r

0)= 
2

Z Z

drodr1G
"

N (�!n;r1;r)�
+ (!n;r1;ro)G

#

N (!n;ro;r
0): (51)

Theself-consistency equation for�+ leadsto

�
+ (!n;r;r

0)= T
X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)F + (!n0;r;r

0)

= 
2
T
X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)

Z Z

drodr1G
"

N (�!n0;r1;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r
0)

� �
+ (!n0;r1;ro): (52)

Then theself-consistency equation forthepairpotential� �(!n;r;r
0)= �+ (!n;r;r

0)=Z(!n)

isgiven

11



� �(!n;r;r
0)Z(!n)

= 
2
T
X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)

Z Z

drodr1G
"

N (�!n0;r1;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r
0)

� � �(!n0;r1;ro)Z(!n0): (53)

Accordingly,therevised self-consistency equation with Anderson’spairing is

� �(!n;r;r
0)Z(!n)

= 
2
T
X

n0

D (!n;!n0;r;r
0)

Z Z

drodr1fG
"

N (�!n0;r1;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r
0)gP

� � �(!n0;r1;ro)Z(!n0): (54)

Becausethegap param eterisgiven by

� �(!n;m )=

Z Z

 m (r) m (r
0)� �(!n;r;r

0)drdr0; (55)

we�nd a gap equation

� �(!n;m )Z(!n)= T
X

n0

X

~q

�(!n � !n0;~q)
X

m 0

Vm m 0;~q

� �(!n0;m
0)Z(!n0)

[!n0Z(!n0)]
2 + �2m 0

; (56)

where

�(!n � !n0;~q)=
!2
~q

(!n � !n0)
2 + !2

~q

�(!D � !~q); (57)

Vm m 0;~q = 
2

Z Z

e
i~q�(r�r0)

 
�

m (r) 
�

m (r
0) m 0(r) m 0(r0)drdr0: (58)

� denotestheusualstep function.

In theweak-coupling lim it,therevised self-consistency and gap equationslead to

� �(r;r0)= 
2
TV (r� r

0)
X

n0

Z Z

drodr1fG
"

N (�!n0;r1;r)G
#

N (!n0;ro;r
0)gP � �(r1;ro); (59)

and

� �(m )= T
X

n0

X

m 0

Vm m 0

� �(m 0)

!2
n0 + �2m 0

; (60)

where
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V (r� r
0)=

X

~q

�(!D � !~q)e
i~q�(r�r0)

; (61)

and

Vm m 0 = 
2

Z Z

V (r� r
0) �

m (r) 
�

m (r
0) m 0(r) m 0(r0)drdr0: (62)

In this case,the e�ect ofim purities on Tc is m ore com plicated because ofthe nonlocal

nature ofthe pairing interaction. Nevertheless the resultm ay notbe m uch di�erentfrom

thatobtained from an Einstein m odel.

V II.C O N C LU SIO N

Using the Eliashberg form alism ,we reconsidered the im purity e�ect on the transition

tem peratureofsuperconductors.Itisshown thatthecorrespondenceprinciple,which relates

strong-coupling and weak-coupling theories,worksonly when Anderson’spairing condition

isused.Thechangeoftheelectron density ofstatescaused by theim purity scattering m ay

be negligible in practice. W hereasthe phonon-m ediated interaction decreasesby the sam e

weak localization correction term as that ofthe conductivity. Consequently,for strongly

localized statesthephonon-m ediated interaction isexponentially sm all.
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Table I.M ean free path and phonon-m ediated interaction in dirty,weak localization

and strong localization lim its. Here ‘ and L are the elastic and inelastic m ean free paths

and � denotestheinverse localization length.

disorderlim it dirty weak localization strong localization

‘ � 100�A � 10�A � 1�A

Vm m 0 V V [1� 2

�kF ‘
ln(L=‘)] (2d) � exp(��L)

V [1� 3

(kF ‘)
2(1�

‘

L
)] (3d)
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