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Abstract

W e reconsider the ordinary Inpuriy e ect on the transition tem perature
T. of superconductors using the E liashberg form alism . It is shown that the
correspondence principle, which relates strong-coupling and weak-coupling
theordes, works only when A nderson’s pairing condition between the tin e-
reversed scattered-states is used. For an E instein phonon m odel, the change
of the electron density of states caused by the Im purity scattering leads to
a T, decrease proportional to 1=Er in the dirty lin . It is pointed out
that the phonon-m ediated interaction decreasesby the sam e weak localization
correction term asthat ofthe conductivity. A ccordingly, for strongly localized
states the phonon-m ediated interaction isexponentially sm all. W e also discuss

the case 0f D ebye phonon m odel.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Recently K in and O verhauser KO )! showed the ollow ing:

() Abrikosov and G or’kov’s AG ) theory? of an in pure superconductor predicts a large
decrease of T, proportionalto 1=!, . !3 denotes the D ebye frequency and  is the scat-
tering tim e, respectively.

(i) Anderson’s theorem ® is valid only to the rst power in the in purity concentration.
For strongly localized states, the phonon-m ediated Interaction is exponentially sm all.

The existence of the above correction temm was con med by Abrikosov, Gorkov and
D zyaloshinskii,® and was also shown by other workers® 7 The correction tem is related
w ith the change of electron density of states due to the In purity scattering. H owever, the
correct value was shown to be 1=E; ! Here Er denotes the Fem ienergy. In their com —
ment on Ref. 1, Abrkosov and G or’kov® argued that the correction term disappears in the
E liashberg equation apart from the corrections of the order 1=E; . In fact, this result was

rst cbtained by T suneto? As a resul, they adm ittedly showed that G or’kov om align is
Inconsistent w ith the E liashberg equation.

At this point, we m ay need to pause to answer the follow ng desp question: Is there a
corresoondence ruke between strong-coupling and weak-coupling theories of in pure super-
conductors? The answer is yes. &t iswellkknown that the corresoondence principle was very
helpfiul n developing quantum m echanics. The purpose of this paper is to show that the
corresoondence principle, which relates strong-coupling and weak-coupling theories, works
provided that A nderson’s pairing condition is satis ed. T hen, the resul of strong-coupling
theory with an E instein phonon m odel leads to that of weak-coupling theory in the static
lim it.

In this study, because we disregard the change of phonon spectrum and Coulomb inter—
action due to the In purities, In purty scattering can a ect the T. of superconductors only
by changing the electron density of states N , and the phonon-m ediated interaction V . For

an E instein phonon m odeland in the dirty 1im it, we show that the change ofelectron density



of states caused by the in purty scattering leads to a T. decrease proportional to 1=E ¢

W hen weak localization becom es in portant, the phonon-m ediated interaction decreases by
the sam e correction tem as that of the conductivity. A coordingly, for strongly localized
states the phonon-m ediated interaction is exponentially sn all.

The failure of AG theory com es from the nadequate treatm ent of pairing constraint on
the selfconsistency equation of G orkov m alisn ! A though both G orkov om alisn and
the B ogoliitbov-de G ennes equations pair the electrons in states which are linear com bina—
tions of the nom al states,!'”? the physical constraint of the A nom alous G reen’s filnction

Jeads to A nderson’s pairing condition

II.STRONGCOUPLING THEORY W ITH ANDERSON'S PAIRING

W e Pollow the real space fom alisn of the strong-coupling theory by E ilenberger and
Ambegackarl!® (See also refs. 14-18.) The Ham iltonian for the electron-phonon interaction

takes the form
Hipne= T @ @dr; @)

where (r) and (r) are the electron and phonon eld operators. is the ocoupling con-—
stant. The equations of the m otion fr the them odynam ic G reen’s fiinctions G (! ,;1r;r°

and F* (! ,;1;1% are given
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where
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V()= ;V, ( R;) isthe scattering potential ofthe mpuritiesand !, = @n+ 1) T.D

is the phonon G reen’s function.

It is usually assum ed that the electron-phonon interaction is local 2931 (iel),

D (!n;!a0;r;rY) € D) (ailn0); 6)
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(i) = @ D (1) 8)

T his approxin ation is exact for an E instein phonon model. Then (!,;!40) is given by

| 2
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For D ebye phonon m odel the pairing Interaction is nonlocal, which is discussed below .

n

The nom akstate G reen’s function Gy & G = Gf] ) satis es the equation

Z
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m
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and it is given by
o X n @ @)
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where Z (!,) is the renom alization factorand . (r) is the scattered eigenstate. From Egs.
(3) and (10) the Anom alous G reen’s function F * (!, ;r; "), near the transition tem perature,

can be rew ritten in the fom
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A coordingly, we obtain the selfconsistency equation for *
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T he pair potential (!1;r) isde ned by 'y = Y (,;0)=Z (). Thereore we

nd the selfconsistency equation for the pair potential to bé?

('n 702 (h)
X z .
= T (1nitno)  drGy ( !1n0;5;0)Gy (LnoiToit)  (1noiTo)Z (1no): (14)
nO
Equation (14) statesphysically that thepairpotential (! ,0;1,) Jaunches (from the regions
near r,) electron pairs which collaborate to generate a pairpotential (! ,;r) In the region
near r. However, Eq. (14) m isses the m ost im portant inform ation of A nderson’s pairing
condition. If we substitute Eq. (11) into Egq. (14), we nd extra pairings between m "
and m %@ ™) #. M denotes the tin e reversed partner of the scattered state m . W hereas

it was shown'® that A nderson’s pairing condition is derived from the physical constraint of

the A nom alous G reen’s function, ie.,

im

Fr(n) C=F (g 0 5; 15)

im p im p

(!n;r) = ('n) 16)

( ™P) m eans an average over in purity positions. C onsequently, the revised selfconsistency

equation is
(nip)z (1y) =
X Z
2 n #
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no

where P denotes A nderson’s pairing constraint.



T he in portance of A nderson’s pairing constraint was already noticed by M a and Lee?!

They showed that the gap param eter is given by

Z
(!nym) = n (@ , @© (y;pdr: 18)

Substiution of Eq. (17) into Eq. (18) leads to a strong-coupling gap equation

Com)Z 0= T st v o Gnoim A2 (o)
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; 19
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where
Vamoe= ° Fn @FI qo@Fdr: 20)

n o denotes the eigenenergy.

IIT.Ww EAKCOUPLING LIM IT

T he strong-coupling theory leads to the weak-coupling theory in the static lim i, (ie.),

(!nix) = ©0;r) = ®; 21)
Z(1)=12 )= 1; @2)
(!nilpo)= (0;0)= 1: 23)

In BC S theory, the retardation e ect istaken into account by a cuto  ofthem atrix elem ent’.

A nderson em phasized that the attractive region isa function not of ,, the energy oftheplane

w ave states, but of ,, the energy of scattered states? kwasalo shown that G orkov orm al-

ign should use the BCS cuto in the eigenenergies not in them om entum  state energies!?
From Egs. (14), 17),and (19),we nd
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Equation 26) m ay be rew ritten in the fam iliar fom
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Note that Eq. (27) is the linearized BC S gap equation near T..

IV.THEORY OF IM PURE SUPERCONDUCTORS

Now we discuss the inpurity € ect on the transition tem perature of superconductors.

For a pure system , the coupling constants are given by

I
2
o
S

BCS theory 29)

strong ooupling theory (30)

127
M 12

where ¢ is the average square electronic m atrix elem ent in M dM illan’s notation,'® and
M is the jonic m ass. Because we disregard the change of phonon spectrum and Coulomb
Interaction due to the in purities, In purity scattering can a ect the T. of superconductors
only by changing N, and/orV (org®). T he coupling constants for in pure superconductors

Jead to

=N2< Vpno>; BCS theory (31)
Z
92 <

M 12

Im @©FF no@Fdr>; strong ooupling theory (32)

— 0
o

where N g isthe density of states for in pure superconductors. T he angular brackets indicate

an In puriy average. A sw illbe shown below, doesnotdepend on the energies. N otice that



the coupling constants are the basically sam e both In weak and strong-coupling theories.
A coordingly, both the strong-coupling gap equation (19) and the BC S gap geaution 27) give
the basically sam e result. Tt dose not m atter whether the retardation e ect is taken Into
acoount by the phonon G reen’s function (!,;!40) ortheBCS cuto ofthem atrix elem ents
contrary to AG ’s recent clain 2

Egs. (31) and (32) show that them ost In portant quantity isVy, o which determm ines the
change of the electron-phonon Interaction due to the inpurities. In the dirty lm it where

themean freepath ‘Yis 1007, Anderson’s theoram isvalid, (ie.),

Vamo= °= 9?2 = V: (33)
M 12

Therefore, T. does not change due to the impurties. On the other hand, Kin and
O verhauser! showed that V,, o is exponentially an all or the strongly ocalized states! It is,
then, expected that V,, , 0 decreases by weak localization. In fact, the sam e weak localization
correction tem s occur both in the conductivity and the phonon-m ediated interaction 2
Table I shows ‘and V, ,0 rdi erent disorder lim its.

Forthin Ins, the em pirical ormula is givert?

T T 1
= </ / Rs; 34
. e 2 34)

where T, is the unperturbed value of T, and R, is the sheet resistance. O n the other hand,

buk m aterials show 2°#°

/ : 35)

N otice that these resuls are cbtained ifwe substitute them atrix elem ents in Tabl I into the
(strong-coup ling or w eak-coupling) gap equation. M ore detailsw illbe published elsew here 2’

Scattering of conduction electrons by the In purities leads to a decrease in the electron
density of states N, at the Fem i level. However, thise ect is an all. The reduced density

of states was shown to be'

No=N_,@ h ): (36)
o] E}_T‘



T hen, both strong-coupling and weak-coupling gap equations give rise to

@37)
T he correction tem is negligible, since

< 107%; (38)

F
for a 1% typical solute. In the weak localization Il it, this correction temrm m ay not be
an all. However, T, reduction versus 1=E; is quadratic not lnear for buk m aterials. It
seam s that the change of the density of states m ay saturate before the weak localization
lin it is reached. Nevertheless the above correction temm m ay be in portant for m aterials

w ith very narrow bands?8?2°

V.PREVIOUS APPROACHES

T he previous approaches used the conventional strong-coupling and weak-coupling self-
consistency equations (14) and (24) 2* ° A ccordingly, the previous approaches do not use
Anderson’s pairing but pair the electrons in states which are linear combinations of the
scattered states!'? Then T. does not change even ifthe scattered states are Jocalized. N ote
that the linear com bination of localized states becom es extended one. A sin ilar problem
was und in Gorkov and G alitski’s GG )*° solution for the d-wave BCS theory. U sing
the G or’kov’s fom alism w ithout pairing constraint, GG obtained a solution which is a
superposition of several distinct types of the o -diagonalong-range-order:® Their solution
31 33

was proven to be wrong.

From G or’kov’s selfconsistency equation (24), Abrikosov and G orkov AG )? showed

(r) = T droGN ( !no;ro;r)GN (!no;ro;r) (ro) 7 (39)
no
and
2 Z
TCX 1 3
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82 , 1% 27 200 “o



where

1
=1+ 41
1 2303 41)
The T, decrease is given'#
1 h
Te= Teo Too— 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 D yson equation
to nd Green’s function (wih a BCS retardation cuto ) in the presence of the im purities.
If we use Anderson’s pairing, the second problem does not occur. In other words, pairing
condition ism ore in portant.

Tsuneto was the st who oonsidered the strong-coupling theory of inpure

SL,lpeJ:oonductors.9 His result m ay be obtained from Eq. (14) Wih Z = 1), (deJ),

(Lasr)
Z 5 .
_ 27t 1.l T T e
= T no (-nr-no) droGN( -norrorr)GN (-norrolr) (-norro) ’ 43)
and
im p 1 mp
(ta) "= 55T (niln) 55 (e Ok (44)
no *nd 1

Equation (44) is very Interesting. If we solve the equation, we nd

1 h
Tc Tco Tco (45)
Er
W hereas the weak-coupling lin it of this equation leads to AG 's result,
1 h
Te= Teo Too— (46)

C onsequently, there is no correspondence between weak-coupling and strong-coupling theo—
ries. Som ething m ust be w rong.
T he correct strong-coupling theory needs A nderson’s pairing l° From the revised strong-

coupling selfconsistency and gap equations (17) and (19), it is given!®

10



im p X X (!no)
('n) =T (!n;'no) < Vipmo> 2 57 @47)
n® m?O H0+ mO
where
Z
< Vppo>= 2 < Jn (r)j2] mo(r)fdr> : (48)

Comparing Egs. (44) and 47), we nd that T suneto’s result m isses the m ost In portant
factor Vi, o, which gives the change of phonon-m ediated interaction due to in purities. In

the weak-coupling 1im it, one nds

X X 1
1= Tc <me0> ﬁ: (49)
n® moO *no m?o
In the dirty Iim it, both Egs. (47) and (49) kad to
1 h
T Teo Teo (50)

T he correspondence principle is recovered.

VI.CASE OF DEBYE PHONON M ODEL

Now we discuss brie y the strong-coupling theory w ith D ebye phonon m odel. Because
the pairing interaction is nonlocal, the local approxin ations Egs. (6), (7), and (8) are not

vald. From Egs. (3) and (10), it is given

Z 7
F' (= 2 dredriGy ( 'airn) T (ainir)Gh (nirirY: G1)

T he selfconsistency equation for * leadsto

X
Ul =T D (LailasmrdF ' (o)
“OX 7 7
" #
= T D (lu;!lnosr;) dr,driGy ( !ho;1;0)Gy (hojre; )
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Then the selfconsistency equation forthe pairpotential  (!,;5;:%9 = * (1,;599=Z (1)
is given

11



sz (1)
X Z 7
" #
= ’T D (15! 001579 dr,driGy ( !ao;1;n)Gy (Laojre;r)

no

(! no;rl;ro)z (! no):
A coordingly, the revised selfoonsistency equation w ith A nderson’s pairing is

a2z (1)
X Z 7
" #
= *T D ('u;!lnri?)) drodr fGy ( !ao;1;1)Gy (aoire; TG

no

(! no;rl;ro)z (! no):

Because the gap param eter is given by

Z 7z
(!nsm) = n @ =@ (L %)dede;
we nd a gap equation
X X X ('ho;m 9Z (! 0)
(pm)Z (1,)=T ('n 'hoje) meo; ’
’ oo b R+ 2o
where
| 2
1 I oeq) = | | 1y
'y 'ho;e) (. Lo)Z + !é (!p .q)r
Z Z
. 0
Vamog= - €187 @) = @) nol) mo)drdr’:

denotes the usual step function.

In the weak-coupling lim it, the revised selfconsistency and gap equations lead to

Z 7
X
" #
)= *Tve 1) drdnfGy ( 1a0;nin)Gy (a0t (oir);
HO
and
X X m °)
m)=T Vim0 g 2
n® mo 'n0+ 0
where
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Ve )= (Iy 1ge® ), (61)
and
Vypo= 2 Ve ), @ =) no) zo @ )drdre’ (62)

In this cass, the e ect of mnpurities on T, is m ore com plicated because of the nonlocal
nature of the pairing Interaction. Neverthelss the result m ay not be much di erent from

that cbtained from an E Instein m odel.

VII.CONCLUSION

U sing the E liashberg fom alisn , we reconsidered the Inpurity e ect on the transition
team perature of superconductors. It is shown that the correspondence principle, w hich relates
strong-coupling and weak-coupling theordes, works only when A nderson’s pairing condition
isused. The change of the electron density of states caused by the In purity scattering m ay
be negligble in practice. W hereas the phonon-m ediated interaction decreases by the sam e
weak localization correction tem as that of the conductivity. Consequently, for strongly

localized states the phonon-m ediated interaction is exponentially 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 denotes the inverse localization length.

disorder lim i dirty weak localization strong localization
' 100Aa 10Aa 1A
Vim0 \ VLI —>=h@=Y] @d exp( L)

VL @ )] G
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