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We analyze the scaling of the condensation energy E∆ divided by γ, E∆/γ ≃ N(0)∆2
1/γ, of

both conventional superconductors and unconventional high-Tc one, where N(0) is the density of
states, ∆1 is the maximum value of the superconducting gap and γ is the Sommerfeld coefficient.
For the first time, we show that the universal scaling of E∆/γ ∝ T 2

c applies equally to conventional
superconductors and unconventional high-Tc ones. Our consideration is based on both facts: Bogoli-
ubov quasiparticles act in conventional and unconventional superconductors, and the corresponding
flat band is deformed by the unconventional superconducting state. As a result, our theoretical
observations based on the fermion condensation theory are in good agreement with experimental
facts.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is generally accepted that conventional supercon-
ductors have nothing in common with unconventional su-
perconductors, since unconventional superconductors are
strange metals with flat bands [1] in the absence of quasi-
particles, see e.g. [2]. On the other hand, experimen-
tal facts show that both types of superconductors have
common properties, have quasiparticles and exhibit com-
mon scaling behavior, see, for example, [3–6]; while the
corresponding flat bands of high-Tc superconductors are
deformed by superconducting state, which makes high-
Tc superconductors similar to ordinary superconductors
[7, 8]. Thus, these contradictions pose a challenging puz-
zle for condensed matter researchers.

The flat band problem described above could have
been solved many years ago when Landau’s Fermi liq-
uid (LFL) theory was developed [9]. As known, it deals
with energy functionals E0[n(p)] in the functional space
[n] of quasiparticle distributions n(p) located in [n] be-
tween 0 and 1. This theory is based on assumption that
the single particle spectrum of a normal Fermi liquid is
similar to that of an ideal Fermi gas, differing from the
latter in the value of the effective mass M∗. At tem-
perature T = 0, in a homogeneous isotropic matter, the
LFL ground state quasiparticle distribution is the Fermi
step function nF (p) = θ(p − pF ). Quasiparticles fill the
Fermi sphere up to the same radius pF = (3π2ρ)1/3 (ρ is
the number density and pF is the Fermi momentum) as
noninteracting particles do (the Landau-Luttinger theo-
rem [9]). From the mathematical point of view, in the
LFL, the minimum of E0[n] is supposed to always lie at
a boundary point nF of the space [n]. This assumption
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remains valid as long as the necessary stability condition

δE0 =

∫
(ε[p, n(p, T = 0)]− µ)δn(p, T = 0)

d3p

(2π)3
> 0,

(1)
is fulfilled. Here ε[p, n(p)] = δE0[n]/δn(p) is the quasi-
particle energy, n(p) is the quasiparticle distribution
function, and µ is the chemical potential. The stabil-
ity condition requires that the change of E0[n] for any
admissible variations of nF holds. Thus, it is the vio-
lation of the condition given by Eq. (1) that results in
the rearrangement of the distribution nF (p). The quasi-
particle distribution function n(p) is constrained by the
Pauli principle 1 ≥ n(p) ≥ 0. As a result, there are two
classes of solutions of Eq. (1). One class forming flat
bands is

ε(p) = µ; if 1 > n0(p) > 0 in pi < p < pf , (2)

which is valid if the special solution n0(p) becomes 1 >
n0(p) > 0 in some region pi < pF < pf [10–14]. The
other conventional class is defined by δn(p) = 0 with
n(p) = 0 or n(p) = 1, that is n(p) = nF (p) [9].
Flat bands, now observed in many strongly correlated

Fermi systems [1], first emerged as a mathematical cu-
riosity [10, 11] and now represent a rapidly expanding
and dynamic field with countless applications, see e.g
[1, 13–18]. High-Tc superconductors represent a wide
class of strongly correlated Fermi systems, exhibiting the
non-Fermi liquid (NFL) behavior defined by flat bands,
see e.g [13, 14, 16–18]. As a result, one can expect
that superconductors with high-Tc have nothing in com-
mon with conventional superconductors. For example, in
case of high-Tc superconductors the critical temperature
[10, 11, 14, 16–18]

Tc ∝ ∆1 ∝ λ0, (3)

rather than being Tc ∝ exp (−1/gN(0)), where λ0 is the
superconducting coupling constant, ∆1 is the maximum
value of the superconducting gap and N(0) is the den-
sity of states at the Fermi surface [19, 20]. However,
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in both conventional and unconventional high-Tc super-
conductors, the condensation energy exhibits universal
scaling behavior: E∆/γ ≃ N(0)∆2

1/γ ∝ T 2
c , as it follows

from experimental facts [4].

In our paper we analyze both unconventional high-Tc

superconductors and conventional ones, and demonstrate
that both of them exhibit the common universal scaling
of the condensation energy E∆/γ, E∆/γ ≃ N(0)∆2

1/γ.
For the first time, we explain that the universal scaling
of E∆/γ ∝ T 2

c applies equally to conventional and un-
conventional high-Tc superconductors. Our results are
in good agreement with experimental facts [4]. This ob-
servation suggests that the FC superconducting state is
BCS-like and suggests the fundamental applicability of
the BCS formalism to describe some properties of the su-
perconducting state, as predicted in [13, 21]. Our anal-
ysis is made within the framework of the fermion con-
densation (FC) theory based on the topological fermion
condensation quantum phase transition (FCQPT) that
forms flat bands and leads to the universal scaling be-
havior of the thermodynamic and transport properties of
HF metals [10, 11, 13, 15].

II. SUPERCONDUCTING SYSTEMS WITH
THE FC STATE

Here we consider the superconducting state of high-Tc

superconductors within the framework of the FC the-
ory [10, 13]. It was experimentally shown that in HF
metals the quasiparticles are well-defined excitations [5]
and in the superconducting state of high-Tc superconduc-
tors the elementary excitations are Bogoliubov quasipar-
ticle (BQ), that is the excitations are Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer like [3, 6, 19, 20]. Therefore, as we shall see,
unconventional superconductors exhibit the same scaling
behavior of the condensation energy E∆/γ as conven-
tional superconductors do [9].

The energy dispersion of single-particle excitations
and the corresponding coherence factors as a func-
tion of momentum were measured on high-Tc cuprates
(Bi2Sr2Ca2Cu3O10+δ, Tc=108 K) by using high-
resolution angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy [3].
All the observed features qualitatively and quantitatively
agree with the behavior of BQ in conventional super-
conductors predicted by the BCS theory [3, 5, 19, 20].
This observation shows that the superconducting state
of high-Tc superconductors is BCS-like with BQ, and im-
plies the basic validity of the BCS formalism in describing
the superconducting state, and is closely related to the
deformation of flat band by the superconducting phase
transition [8, 21–24]. On the other hand, a number of the
properties as the maximum value of the superconducting
gap ∆1, the high density of states and the other exotic
properties are beyond the BCS theory [13, 15, 21].

Below we shall call electron (hole) liquids as electron
one. At T < Tc, the thermodynamic potential Ω of an

electron liquid is given by the Equation (see, e.g. [9, 20])

Ω = Egs − µN − TS, (4)

In Eq. (4) N is the number density of quasiparticles,
S denotes the entropy, and µ is the chemical potential.
The ground state energy Egs[κ(p), n(p)] of electron liq-
uid is the exact functional of the order parameter of the
superconducting state κ(p) and of the quasiparticle oc-
cupation numbers n(p) [13, 25]. Here we assume that the
electron system is two-dimensional in order to describe
the results of Ref. [3], while all results can be transported
to the case of three-dimensional system. This energy is
determined by the known equation of the weak-coupling
theory of superconductivity

Egs = E[n(p)] + δEs. (5)

Here E[n(p)] is the exact Landau functional determining
the ground-state energy of normal Fermi liquid [9, 13],
and δEs is given by

δEs =

∫
λ0V (p1,p2)κ(p1)κ

∗(p2)
dp1dp2

(2π)4
. (6)

Here λ0V (p1,p2) is the pairing interaction. The quasi-
particle occupation numbers

n(p) = v2(p)(1− f(p)) + u2(p)f(p), (7)

and at finite temperatures the order parameter κ reads

κ(p) = v(p)u(p)(1− 2f(p)). (8)

While at T = 0 the order parameter reduces to [11]

κ(p) =
√
n0(p)(1− n0(p)). (9)

Here the coherence factors v(p) and u(p) are obeyed the
normalization condition

v2(p) + u2(p) = 1. (10)

The distribution function f(p) of BQ defines the entropy

S = −2

∫
[f(p) ln f(p) + (1− f(p)) ln(1− f(p))]

dp

4π2
.

(11)
We assume that the pairing interaction λ0V (p1,p2) is
weak and produced, for instance, by electron—phonon
interaction. Minimizing Ω with respect to κ(p) and using
the definition ∆(p) = −δΩ/κ(p), we obtain the equation
connecting the single-particle energy ε(p) to the super-
conducting gap ∆(p),

ε(p)− µ = ∆(p)
1− 2v2(p)

2v(p)u(p)
. (12)

The single-particle energy ε(p) is determined by the Lan-
dau equation

ε(p) =
δE[n(p)]

δn(p)
. (13)
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Note that E[n(p)], ε[n(p)], and the Landau amplitude

F (p,p1) =
δE2[n(p)]

δn(p)δ(p1)
(14)

implicitly depend on the number density x which defines
the strength of F . Minimizing Ω with respect to f(p)
and after some algebra, we obtain the equation for the
superconducting gap ∆(p)

∆(p) = −1

2

∫
λ0V (p,p1)

∆(p1)

E(p1)
(1− 2f(p1))

dp1

4π2
. (15)

Here the excitation energy E(p) represented by BQ is
given by

E(p) =
δ(Egs − µN)

δf(p)
=

√
(ε(p)− µ)2 +∆2(p). (16)

The coherence factors v(p), u(p), and the distribution
function f(p) are given by the ordinary relations

v2(p) =
1

2

(
1− ε(p)− µ

E(p)

)
;u2(p) =

1

2

(
1 +

ε(p)− µ

E(p)

)
,

(17)

f(p) =
1

1 + exp(E(p)/T )
. (18)

Equations (12)—(18) are the conventional equations of
the BCS theory [19, 20], determining the superconduct-
ing state with BQ and the maximum value of the super-
conducting gap ∆1 ∼ 10−3εF provided that one assumes
that the system in question has not undergone FCQPT.

Now we consider a superconducting state with FC
which takes place after the FCQPT point. At T = 0
and λ0 → 0 the maximum value of the superconducting
gap ∆1 → 0, as well as the critical temperature Tc → 0,
and Eq. (12) converts into Eq. (2) [10, 11, 13]. At
T → 0, Eq. (2) defines the new state of Fermi liquid
with FC [10, 12] which is characterized by flat part of
the spectrum in the (pf − pi) region and has a strong
impact on the system’s properties up to temperature T 0

f

[10, 13, 23, 24]. It is seen from Eq. (2) that the entropy
S(T → 0) → S0, where S0 > 0 is given by

S0 = −
∫
[n0(p) lnn0(p)+(1−n0(p)) ln(1−n0(p))]

dp

(2π)2
.

(19)
At T → 0, Eq. (2) defines the particular state of a
Fermi liquid with FC, for which the modulus of the or-
der parameter |κ(p)| has finite values in the (pf − pi)
region, whereas ∆1 → 0 in this region. Observe that
f(p, T → 0) → 0, and it follows from Eqs. (7) and
(8) that if 0 < n(p) < 1 then |κ(p)| ≠ 0 in the region
(pf − pi). Such a state can be considered as supercon-
ducting, with an infinitely small value of ∆1, so that the
entropy of this state is equal to zero. At any finite T > 0
the entropy S ≥ S0, thus the topological FQCPT is of the
first order [13]. The FC state is formed by the Landau

0 4 8 1 2 1 6
0

1

2

L F LN F LT 0

T(K
)

B ( T )

L F L

N F L

B c 2

S > S 0

S C

T c

T *

FIG. 1: Schematic T −B phase diagram of a superconducting
HF metal, with the upper critical field Bc2. The vertical and
horizontal arrows crossing the transition region are marked by
the line depicting the LFL-NFL and NFL-LFL transitions at
fixed B and T , respectively. The hatched area indicates the
crossover from the LFL state, with ρ(T ) ∝ T 2, to the NFL
one, with ρ(T ) ∝ T . The median line T ∗ of the crossover
is shown by the solid line. As shown by the solid curve, at
B < Bc2 the system is in its superconducting (SC) state.
The superconducting critical field Bc2 is shown by the violet
circle. Superconducting-normal phase boundary is displayed
by the solid and dashed curves. The solid square shows the
point at T = T0 where the superconducting phase transition
Tc changes from the second order phase transition to the first
one.

interaction F (p = pF , p1 = pF ) being relatively strong
as compared with the pairing interaction λ0V , therefore
λ0V does not noticeably disturb the occupation num-
bers n0, but does disturb the corresponding flat band
[8, 13]. If the Landau interaction as a function of the
number density x is sufficiently small, the flat part van-
ishes, and at T → 0 Eq. (2) has the only trivial solution
ε(p = pF ) = µ, and the quasiparticle occupation num-
bers are given by the step function, n(p) = θ(pF − p)
[10, 11].

Consider the schematic phase diagram of unconven-
tional high-Tc superconductor. It is seen from the
schematic phase diagram 1, that at temperatures T ≲ Tc

the superconducting-normal phase transition shown by
the solid line in Fig. 1 is of the second order and entropy
S is a continuous function of its variable T at Tc(B).
At temperatures T → 0, the normal state can be re-
covered by the application of magnetic field B, that is
approximately equal to the critical field B ≃ Bc2, and
this state can be viewed as the LFL one induced by the
magnetic field. When the system in its NFL state, un-
der the application of magnetic field B > T ∗, HF metal
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transits to its LFL state, as seen from Fig. 1. At T → 0
the entropy of the superconducting state SSC → 0 and
the entropy of the NFL state tends to some finite value
SNFL ≥ S0, see Eq. (19) [11]. Thus, at temperatures
T0 ≥ T the equality SSC(T ) = SNFL(T ) cannot be sat-
isfied [13, 26]. Thus, the second-order phase transition
becomes the first below a certain temperature T0(B), as
it happens in CeCoIn5 and as shown by the arrow in Fig.
1 [26–28]. We note that the topological FCQPT is also of
the first order. This first-order phase transition is deter-
mined both by the entropy jump mentioned above and
by the topological charge of FCQPT, which also changes
abruptly [12, 14]. As a result, possible fluctuations of the
order parameter κ are suppressed at T ≤ T0 [13, 26].

III. COMMON SCALING OF CONVENTIONAL
AND HIGH-Tc SUPERCONDUCTORS

It follows from Eqs. (2) and (12) that the system
becomes divided into two quasiparticle subsystems: the
first subsystem in the (pf − pi) range is characterized by
the quasiparticles with the effective mass M∗

FC ∝ 1/∆1,
while the second one is occupied by quasiparticles with
finite mass M∗

L and momenta p < pi [13]. If λ0 ̸= 0,
then ∆1 becomes finite. It is seen from Eq. (15) that
the superconducting gap depends on the single-particle
spectrum ε(p). On the other hand, it follows from Eq.
(12) that ε(p) depends on ∆(p), since at ∆1 → 0 the
spectrum becomes flat. Let us assume that λ0 is small so
that the particle-particle interaction λ0V (p,p1) can only
lead to a small perturbation of the order parameter κ(p)
determined by Eq. (9). Upon differentiation both parts
of Eq. (12) with respect to the momentum p, we obtain
that the effective mass M∗

FC = dε(p)/dp |p=pF
becomes

finite [8]

M∗
FC ∼ pF

pf − pi
2∆1

. (20)

It follows from Eq. (20) that the effective mass and the
density of states N(0) ∝ M∗

FC ∝ 1/∆1 are finite and
constant at T < Tc [8, 24]. At T → 0 and λ0 → 0 the
density of states near the Fermi level tends to infinity.
Thus, we arrive at the result that contradicts the BCS
theory, and follows from Eq. (20)

N(0) ∝ M∗
FC ∝ 1/∆1 ∝ 1/Tc ∝ 1/VF , (21)

where VF ∝ pF /M
∗
FC is the Fermi velocity [7, 24], see

Fig. 2.
Measurements of VF as a function of Tc [7] are de-

picted in Fig. 2. These observations are in good a agree-
ment with Eq. (21). Thus, our theoretical prediction
[13, 22, 24] agrees very well with the experimental re-
sults [7]. It is worth noting that VF → 0, as well as
Tc → 0, as can be seen from Fig. 2. This result shows
that the flat band is disturbed by the finite value of ∆1,
and possesses a finite slope that makes VF ∝ Tc , as seen

0 2 4
0

2

4

 

  
V F (1

04 m/
s)

T c  ( K )

 E x p e r i m e n t

T w i s t e d  b i l a y e r  g r a p h e n e

FIG. 2: Experimental results for the average Fermi velocity
VF as a function of the critical temperature Tc for MATBG
[7]. The downward arrows show that VF ≤ V0, with V0 is the
maximal shown value. Theory is shown by the solid line that
demonstrates VF ∝ Tc ∝ 1/N(0), see Eq. (21), [8].

from Fig. 2. Indeed, from Fig. 2, the experimental criti-
cal temperatures Tc do not correspond to the minima of
the Fermi velocity VF as they would in any BCS-like the-
ory [7]. This extraordinary behavior is explained within
the framework of the FC theory based on the topologi-
cal FCQPT, forming flat bands [8, 13]. As we will see
below, another unusual behavior, i.e., the general uni-
versal scaling of E∆/γ of both conventional and high-Tc

superconductors [4], is also associated with Eq. (21) and
explained within the framework of the FC theory.

We are led to the conclusion that in contrast to the con-
ventional theory of superconductivity the single-particle
spectrum ε(p) strongly depends on the superconducting
gap and we have to solve Eqs. (13) and (15) in a self-
consistent way. On the other hand, let us assume that
Eqs. (13) and (15) are solved, and the effective mass
M∗

FC is determined. Now one can fix the dispersion ε(p)
by choosing the effective mass M∗ of system in question
equal to M∗

FC and then solve Eq. (15) as it is done in the
case of the conventional theory of superconductivity [19].
As a result, one observes that the superconducting state
is characterized by BQ with the dispersion given by Eq.
(16), the coherence factors v, u are given by Eq. (17),
and the normalization condition (10) is held. We con-
clude that the observed features agree with the behavior
of BQ in accordance with experimental facts [3, 29]. This
observation suggests that the superconducting state with
FC is BCS-like and implies the basic validity of BCS for-
malism in describing the superconducting state in terms
of BQ. It is exactly the case that was observed exper-
imentally in high-Tc cuprates like Bi2Sr2Ca2Cu3O10+δ,
see e.g. [3, 6].
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We now analyze other relationships between the con-
ventional superconducting state and the superconduct-
ing state with FC. We consider the case when Tc ≪ T 0

f .

This means that the order parameter κ(p) is slightly per-
turbed by the pairing interaction because the particle-
particle interaction λ0V is small comparatively to the
Landau amplitude F and the order parameter κ(p) is
governed mainly by F [10, 13]. We can solve Eq. (15) an-
alytically taking the BCS approximation for the particle-
particle interaction: λ0V (p,p1) = λ0 if |ε(p)− µ| ≤ ωD,
i.e. the interaction is zero outside this region, with ωD

being the characteristic phonon energy. As a result, the
maximum value of the superconducting gap is given by
[13]

∆1 ≃ λ0pF (pf − pF )

2π
ln
(
1 +

√
2
)

(22)

≃ 2βεF
pf − pF

pF
ln
(
1 +

√
2
)
.

Here, the Fermi energy εF = p2F /2M
∗
L, and the di-

mensionless coupling constant β is given by the relation
β = λ0M

∗
L/2π. Taking the usual values of β as β ≃ 0.3,

and assuming (pf − pF )/pF ≃ 0.2, we get from Eq. (22)
a large value of ∆1 ∼ 0.1εF , while for normal metals one
has ∆1 ∼ 10−3εF . Now we determine the energy scale
E0 which defines the region occupied by quasiparticles
with the effective mass M∗

FC

E0 = ε(pf )− ε(pi) ≃ 2
(pf − pF )pF

M∗
FC

≃ 2∆1. (23)

We have returned back to the Landau Fermi liquid
theory since the high energy degrees of freedom are elim-
inated and the quasiparticles are introduced. The only
difference between LFL, which serves as a basis when
constructing the superconducting state, and Fermi liq-
uid with FC is that we have to expand the number of
relevant low energy degrees of freedom by introducing
the new type of quasiparticles with the effective mass
M∗

FC given by Eq. (20) and the energy scale E0 given by
Eq. (23). Therefore, the dispersion ε(p) is characterized
by two effective masses M∗

L and M∗
FC and by the scale

E0, which define the low temperature properties includ-
ing the line shape of quasiparticle excitations [24], while
the dispersion of BQ is given by Eq. (21). We note that
both the effective mass M∗

FC and the scale E0 are tem-
perature independent at T < Tc, where Tc is the critical
temperature of the superconducting phase transition [13].
Obviously, we cannot directly relate these new BQ quasi-
particle excitations with the quasiparticle excitations of
an ideal Fermi gas because the system in question has
undergone the topological FCQPT. However, the basic
properties of the LFL theory remains in FCQPT: low-
energy excitations of a strongly correlated liquid with FC
are quasiparticles, whereas in the superconducting state
they are represented by BQ [13]. As it was shown above,

0 . 1 2 0 . 1 6 0 . 2 0 0 . 2 4 0 . 2 8 0 . 3 2
0 . 1

0 . 2

0 . 3

0 . 4

E ∆/γ (
K2 )

T c  ( K )

αs = 2 . 0

FIG. 3: Condensation energy E∆/γ ∝ T 2
c divided by the spe-

cific heat γ as a function of Tc for a wide range of supercon-
ductors, with the slope αs = 2 [4], see Eq. (26). Deviations
from the line of best fit, spanning six orders of magnitude for
E∆/γ and almost three orders of magnitude for Tc, are rela-
tively small.

properties of these new quasiparticles are closely related
to the properties of the superconducting state with the
order parameter at T = 0 being given by Eq. (9) We may
say that the quasiparticle system in the range (pf − pi)
becomes very “soft’, that is it should be adjusted to the
superconducting state, see Eqs. (20) and Eq. (21), and
is to be considered as a strongly correlated liquid.
At the same time, one could expect serious devia-

tions from the BCS results when calculating the pair-
ing correction ∆EFC to E0[n]. Applying the Landau
formula for the change of E0[n] due to the variation
δn(p, T ) = n(p, T ) − n0(p) of the occupation numbers
[9] and adding the superfluid term (6) we arrive at the
following result

∆EFC =

∫
(ε(p)− µ)δn(p)

d3p

(2π)3
+ δEs. (24)

Here δEs is given by Eqs. (3), (6) and (9)

δEs = −1

2

∫ pf

pi

∆0(p)
√
n0(p)(1− n0(p))

p2dp

2π2
. (25)

In the usual BCS case the first term and the second one
become proportional ∼ ∆2/ε0F so that ∆EFC ∼ ∆2/ε0F
[9]. One could suspect that in the system with the FC the
first term in Eq. (24) turns out to be zero, for ε(p)−µ = 0
in the region pf − pi, see Eq. (2). This is not true, since
both the Fermi velocity VF and the effective mass M∗

FC
become finite under the influence of the superconducting
state [8], see Eq. (21). Considering also that we are deal-
ing with BQ, we are left with the usual BCS result for
the superconducting condensation energy E∆, which is
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valid for both conventional superconductors and uncon-
ventional superconductors with high-Tc,

∆EFC/γ ∼ E∆/γ ∼ N(T )∆2
1

γ(T )
∼ ∆2

1 ∼ T 2
c . (26)

Here N(T ) and γ(T ) are the density of states and the
Sommerfeld coefficient, correspondingly. N(T ) and γ(T )
strongly depend on temperature T in the FC theory, and
∆1 is the maximum value of the superconducting gap.
However, M∗(T ) ∝ N(T ) ∝ γ(T ) [13], and we obtain
E∆/γ ∼ T 2

c . It is seen from Fig. 3 that Eq. (26) is in ac-
cordance with experimental facts [4]. Indeed, taking into
account that BQ of unconventional high-Tc superconduc-
tors within the framework of the FC theory coincide with
BQ of conventional superconductors and Eq. (20), we
conclude that the condensation energy E∆/γ given by
Eq. (26) has the universal form valid in the case of both
conventional superconductors and high-Tc ones. To check
this conclusion, we compare our theoretical result with
experimental facts [4]. Figure 3 shows the scaling of the
condensation energy E∆ versus T 2

c on log-log scale. It is
seen from Fig. 3 that the universal scaling E∆/γ ∝ T 2

c is
valid for all superconductors, both the conventional and
the unconventional high-Tc ones. This universal scaling
behavior takes place over almost seven orders of mag-
nitude for E∆/γ and three orders of magnitude for Tc

[4]. This observation is not surprising, for, as we have
seen above, high-Tc superconductors have the same BQ
as conventional one, since the shape of the corresponding
band is correlated with their Tc, as it follows from Eq.
(21). Note that due to the strong influence of the pseudo-

gap state on the properties of unconventional supercon-
ductors, such as the density of states, heat capacity, and
even the real meaning of Tc is not clear, only optimally
doped samples were considered [4, 30]. Thus, the FC
theory allows one to justify Eq. (26) that describes the
superconductivity extending far beyond the weak cou-
pling regime, and applies to both the conventional and
the unconventional strongly correlated superconductors.

IV. SUMMARY

We have analyzed the common behavior of uncon-
ventional high-Tc and conventional superconductors and
demonstrated that the universal scaling of the condensa-
tion energy E∆/γ = N(0)∆2

1/γ applies equally to con-
ventional and unconventional high-Tc superconductors.
Our explanation is based on the general property of
superconductors: Bogoliubov quasiparticles act in con-
ventional and unconventional superconductors, while the
corresponding band is only deformed by the unconven-
tional superconducting state. These observations sug-
gest that the unconventional superconducting state can
be considered BCS-like in some cases, as predicted in
[13, 21, 24]. Our theoretical observations are in good
agreement with experimental facts.
We thank V.A. Khodel for fruitful discussions. This

work was supported by U.S. DOE, Division of Chemi-
cal Sciences, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, Office of
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