Pseudogap associated with precursor pairing
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This work argues that the off-diagonal long range order (ODLRO) is not necessary for showing superconductivity
while the electron pairing around Fermi surface is sufficient for superconductivity. It is shown that there exists the
pseudogap state associated with the electron pairing in real space and the high temperature superconductivity could

be only found in the metallic region near the Mott metal—insulator transition (MIT).
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One of the open questions is whether the pseudogap is associated with the precursor pairing. There are some
positive suggestions from experiments which include the specific-heat measurement [1], while there some negative
indications which include the angle resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) [2]. The pseudogap is initially
discovered in cuprate superconductors, and may be also discovered in iron-based superconductors [3]. The debate
may go to peace when the precursor pairing is proved in theory. There exist two main theoretical scenarios for the
explanation of pseudogaps in high temperature superconductors. The first is based upon the model of Cooper pairs
formation already above the critical temperature of superconducting transition [4,5]. The second one assumes that the
appearance of the pseudogap state is due to fluctuations of some short-range order [6,7]. To understand the precursor
pairing and the pseudogap, we should discuss the pairing in real space, and the latter is related to the off-diagonal
long range order (ODLRO) which is presented to determine whether superconductivity is included in a model[8,9].
Some works question whether the Hubbard model and the t-j model include superconductivity [10]. Yang’s articles
are associated with the relations between BEC and ODLRO, the ones between ODLRO and superconductivity, and
the ones between BEC and superconductivity, while we think these relations have not been established exactly in
theory. One will find that the BEC only describes the Bose-particle feature of Cooper pairs, while Cooper pairs are
not equal to Bose particles; the ODLRO expresses the correlations between Cooper pairs, while Cooper pairs

originate from the many-body effect. This work suggests possible theoretic evidence of precursor pairing, and argues
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that the ODLRO (about pairing) is not necessary for superconductivity.

Not to say the hardships of the BCS theory, the most important idea of the BCS theory is that the superconductivity
originates from the electron pairing around Fermi surface, and this should be taken for an evidence to examine other
superconducting theories.

As seen in literatures, the singlet pairing function in real space is

FL1+06,0,7-7")=<T d_(7)d,, 5 () > 1)
and the pairing function in momentum space is

F(k,o,r-7")=<Td__(7)d,, (z") > )

where the vector symbols of wave vectors are neglected. Based on the transforms on a lattice one can find the

relations
F(I,I+5,J,r—r')=%2eik'5 Fk.ovr—7) @)
k
F(k,o,7—1")= Zeik‘gF(Oﬁ,a,r—r') (4)
)

To arrive at Eq.(4), F(I,1+0,0,7—7")=F(0,0,0,7 — ") is used with the Eq.(3). It is easy to find that F (k) =0
if F(0,0) =0. Similarly, F(0,0)=0if F(k)=0.Then, to judge whether superconductivity is included in a model,
is F (k) equal to F (0,9) ? No, the reason will be found. Firstly, if F (k) are real and positive and limited to near the

Fermi surface, due to the symmetry of the Brillouin Zone, we find F (0, ) can be either positive or negative with Eq.

(3). Secondly, F(k)could be zero for F(0,0) #0 with Eq.(4). For example, ifF(O,5)~ZCOSQ-§, we can
Q

obtain F (k) = Ze"“‘sF(O, 0) =0 for Kk ~Kkg butQ # K. . Non-superconducting state does not require F (k) =0 for
5

everyk, but requires F (k) =0 for k ~k, thus more forms of F (0, o) could meet this requirement. This arrives at

the conclusion that the precursor pairing could occur in real space if superconductivity is because of the electron
pairing around Fermi surface (PAFS).
Speaking about the occurring of superconductivity, it suddenly occurred to us the concepts about “phase

coherence”, “Bose condensation”, “off-diagonal long rang order”, and so on, but the relation between these concepts

has not been strictly established in theory. The ODLRO is discussed below.



It is easy to find the differences between ODLRO and PAFS, but we should give an explanation. One could
introduce various correlation functions. The so-called off-diagonal long rang order is proposed by Yang, and it is

described by the pair-pair correlation function similar to
P(0,7-7")=<T.d;(7)d,,(2)d/ 5, (). 5 (7) > ()

One often questions whether superconductivity was included in a model with the function P(6) and obtains negative

results, which may be a misleading.

Following Eq.(5), we will take the number of cell for an unit, N =1. It is hard to find the simple dependence of the

pairing function F (k) on the pair-pair correlation function P(&) by complex calculations, thus we give a simple

approximation

P(6,0,7—1")
= z <Trd|ZlE(T)dkla (T) >< Trdlz—za(fl)dég(fl) >+ ze_i[k1+kz]§ <Trdklo- (T)dktg (T') S< Tdkzgdgzg(z—') >
Ky .k, kq Ky

Consider 7 — 7' —0and neglect the off-diagonal part of Green’s function, we find

P(6,0,0)=[ > F(k,0.001[>_ F'(k,,0.0)1+[> e n, 1D e™ n ] (6)
ky ks ky kz

It looks like Z:e‘”“S N, —0 whendis large enough. If F*=F =real constant number, it seems F =0 as soon
k

as P(0,0,0) =0, and this seems a proving for one to take P(J,c,0) as an evidence of superconductivity. However,

generally speaking, Ze*ikl‘s n, #0and F ™ #real constant number as shown in strong coupling theory and so on,

kg

thus one cannot obtain F =0 from P(J,5,0) =0 for any ¢ . Contrary to someone’s expectation, we obtain F (k) #0
for P(6,0,0) =0 even if & is small enough in Eq. (6). In the same way, we can obtain P(&, o,0) #0for F (k) =0,
thus F(kz) #0 is different from P(5,0,0) 0. Of course, we usually finds F =0 from P(5,0,0) #0
when P(J,0,0) has some fluctuations in real space, thus it is not strange for P(5,0,0) #0 to mean Meissner effect
and flux quantization [11]. That is to say, P(J,0,0) # 0 usually favors superconductivity for a
large & while P(6,0,0) =0 does not reject superconductivity. If F (k) =0, we also find the order function
w(X) =|1//(X)|ei9(x’, thus some appearances like the Meissner effect and the flux quantization can be explained.

However, F(Kk:) =0 does not mean P(d,0,0) #0 as discussed above.



The pseudogap is another open question. As discussed above, if the pairing function F (k) =0, the electron

systems are not in the superconducting states. The following discussion will show that this case corresponds to a

pseudogap state. As an example, we take the Hubbard model

+ 1 + +
H = Ztl,l+5dladl+§a+§UZdladladIEdIE (7
l,o

<l,6>0

It can be rewritten in

H=3 G di+ Y Up(@)a(-a) - 3 US(a)S(-a) ®)
k.o q q
~ 1 + . - 1 + -
where the charge operator p(q) = EZ d,, 4 d . and the spin operator S(q) = EZ od,, 4, d, in the wave vector
k,o k,o

space when we denote Kk = k . Other Green’s functions are defined in
G(ko,z—7")=-<T.d, (7)d., (z) > 9)
Fi(ko,r—7")=<Td,(7)d._(z") > (10)

If we neglect the effect of correlations, we only obtain the zero result F “=0. Considering the effects of correlations

but following the approximations presented by Abrikosov et al [12], we must establish the dynamic equations of

many-particle correlation functions such asd, < T,SA(q)dkmngU(r') >andd, <T p(q)d, . d., (") >. These

calculations arrive at the equations

. P(k,q,0 .

[—|con+§k+zq: ﬁ]G(ka,lwr‘)

- 1. U<P0> 15 S8 yrgygo,r = 0)F (Ko iay) (1)
—lw, +§, 27 -lo,+&,,

and

[—ia)n—é‘k—zq: %]F*(ko,ia)n):%;jz:—:é:mup(k—q,a,r=O)G(E5,ia)n) (12)

where

P(k,0,0)=U < S(-a)S(a) >U —20U < 4(-q)S(q) >U +U < 5(-)p(q) >U (13)

The function P(k, q, o) will exhibit effects of correlations and P(k,q,o0) # P(k,q,5) . Here< §(—q)§(q) >=

<TT§(—q,r)§(q,r—O’) >, < p(=9)A(q) >and< p(—q)S(q) >are similar to this expression. On the basis of



Eq.(11) and (12), we can obtain the functionG(ko, i, )and find the energy gap for F* 0. For simplification, we

take F " —0 in the expressions of F"and G , this does not mean F " =0, and we obtain

1 : L A (k,o,im) U < p(0) >
F'(ko,r=0)=—= >k, o, L. LB Ml 1- 14
b=z 2 Bor G st Ok ¢ i rs )
where
+ . P(k,q,0)
X )(k,a,la)n): —
; Ia)niékﬁ-q
: 1 kg =&
A (K, o)== X9 K UF(k ,7=0 15
(k.oie,) 2; B —— (k+qo,7=0) (15)

A(f)(k,o:ia)n):lz M UF*(k+qo,r=0)
2 q _Iwni§k+q

To obtain an evident solution, we assume the on-site interactionU to be not too large. Because the function F " is

dominated by the frequency region where Im=™ (k, o, @) =0, Eq.(14) leads to

r«k,q,E.,.)-Tk,q,E; )
E -E

F*(ko,z=0)=>.U F'(k+qo,7=0) (16)
q

ko, + ko ,—

Where

U < p(0) >
E

) §k+q _é:k
ko S §k+q + Eko-,i

fori=+, z9(w)=[1+>_P(k,q,0)(@0*&,,)°]T", andw=E,, , expresses the real solutions of @+ & +
q

rk,q,E,;)= nF(Eko-,i) Z(i)(Eko-,i) (1+ a7)

ZP(k,q,a)/(wi§k+q)=O. It can be found that there is the solution F* (ko) 0. It may be F* (ko) =0 for
q

k~k: butF*(ko)=#0 for other cases, this corresponds to the pseudogap state. Particularly, when the model

parameters lead to E ~ E # 0 at some points in the momentum space, a high pseudogap

ko,+ ko ,—

temperatureT*appears in Eq.(15). WhenE E.s_=0 (the Fermi energy is defined as the chemical potential

ko,+ =

although the former is different from the latter a little.), Eq.(15) gives this expression

U_ e S, ~U <p(0)> 3y S~ Ske +q F* (k. + 0,7 =0) (18)

F*(ke,7=0)=
( o ) 2kBTc é:k,: q gk,:+q

It is possible for Eq.(18) to give a non-zero superconductivity transition temperature T_. It seems that the



superconductivity transition temperature increases with the on-site interaction, T, == U . However, the

conditions E E.. =0 require the chemical potential to be at the inside of the energy band, the systems show the

kot =k&,-
metallic features, thus the on-site interaction could not be too large. In other words, our calculations suggest that the
high temperature superconductivity should be found in the metallic region near the Mott metal-insulator transition
(MIT), and this is in agreement with experiments.

In summary, there are the precursor pairing in real space, and this pairing corresponds to a type of pseudogap state.
However, this calculation does not reject other pseudogaps associated with other short-range orders. Particularly, the
off-diagonal long range order usually favors superconductivity while its disappearance does not reject
superconductivity. Therefore, to distinguish whether superconductivity is included in a model, one could say yes on
the ODLRO, not say no. The electron pairing around Fermi surface should be the evidence of various
superconductivities, since this can explain Meissner effect, flux quantization and so on as shown in BCS theory

despite the BCS theory is inappropriate for the high temperature superconductivity. We also show that the high

temperature superconductivity should be found in the metallic region near the Mott metal—-insulator transition (MIT).
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