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It is shown from a manifestly gauge-invariant Hamiltonian that the Meissner effect can follow from an
energy-gap model of superconductivity. The superconductor is described by Fréhlich’s Hamiltonian and the
superconducting properties at the absolute zero are determined by a method due to Bogoliubov. In the
weak-coupling limit (7.<<®p) there is an energy gap which leads to a Meissner effect. The method of
Bogoliubov is extended to apply at general temperatures and the current is calculated in the weak-coupling
limit. The results are in essential agreement with those of Bardeen, Cooper, and Schrieffer.

1. INTRODUCTION

UESTIONS have been raised! concerning the gauge
invariance of the theory of superconductivity of
Bardeen, Cooper, and Schrieffer.? The idealized Hamil-
tonian which they used is not gauge invariant because
of the momentum dependent cutoff on the effective
interaction between electrons. While, as shown by
Anderson,? errors arising from this cutoff are small in
the weak coupling limit (7°:<<®p), it is more convincing
to start from a Hamiltonian which is manifestly gauge
invariant.

The Hamiltonian used by BCS is based on one de-
rived by Bardeen and Pines* with use of a canonical
transformation which replaces the electron-phonon
interaction by an effective interaction between elec-
trons. Since the canonical transformation introduces
extra terms in the expression for the magnetic inter-
action and current density (which again are small in
the weak-coupling limit), it is desirable to start from
the original Hamiltonian which includes the electron-
phonon interactions and which is gauge invariant.

Since Coulomb interactions do not play an essential
role in the explanation of the Meissner effect, we have
simplified the problem by starting with Frolich’s Ham-
iltonian® from which Coulomb interactions are omitted.
For further simplicity we have calculated the current
in the gauge for which divA=0. However, because the
original Hamiltonian is gauge invariant it is clear that
this simplification does not affect the existence of the
Meissner effect. Indeed, Anderson® has shown by intro-
ducing the collective excitations of the system how the
calculation is to be performed in another gauge.

The approach is that used by Bogoliubov® to obtain

the ground-state energy and excitation energies of the
superconducting state at the absolute zero. In Sec. 2
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the method is outlined and in Sec. 3 the Meissner
effect and an expression for the current at the absolute
zero similar to that of BCS are obtained. In Sec. 4 the
results are extended to higher temperatures.

Because the phonons have not been eliminated from
the Hamiltonian, the calculations are complicated by
the existence of the electron self-energies. BCS have
assumed in comparing their results with experiment
that the electron energies include the self-energy arising
from the interaction of the normal electrons with the
phonons. It is in principle possible to prove this assump-
tion from the approach of this paper. This is carried
out to some extent incidentally, but a complete proof
requires that the calculation be taken to higher order,
a program which is outside the scope of this paper.

2. OUTLINE OF BOGOLIUBOV’'S METHOD

The aim of this section is to obtain the lowest eigen-
states and eigenfunctions of Frohlich’s Hamiltonian,

H=3 &Cx, Cx, o2 sgbs*bq

k,o q
fwg\ .
+ ¥ g(—) (C *Cu, bg*+-comp. conj), (1)
k,é{,’,vk 2Q
q=k’-k,

where & is the Bloch energy of an electron, 7w, is the
energy of a phonon of wave number g, g is the inter-
action constant, and Q is the volume. b4* is the operator
which creates a phonon of wave vector q and Cy, ,* is
the operator which creates an electron of wave vector
k and spin ¢. Throughout this paper it will be assumed
that w is a constant. To solve this problem Bogoliubov®
has introduced the canonical transformation

Yx0= Ukaf; ch—kl*,
1= UxCry+ViCit¥,
where Uy, Vi are real constants that satisfy
Ul+V2=1.

It is easily verified that yixo*, vi:* satisfy the commuta-
tion relations for Fermi operators. They are operators
which create quasi-particle excitations from the ground
state, |0), defined by

Y0]0)=0, 7i1]0)=0 for all k.
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With the choice of Uk, Vi given below, Bogoliubov has
shown that this state, which corresponds with the
superconducting ground-state wave function of BCS,
has a lower energy than the normal state. The operators,
vk, have been introduced independently by Valatin? to
simplify the formalism of BCS. It is convenient, as
BCS found, to allow the number of particles to vary in
the wave function so that the expectation value of

AT = Z k, o'Ck, u'*Ck, 2}

in the eigenstates is Vo, the number of electrons present.
This is achieved by adding a term —AN to the Hamil-
tonian and choosing the Fermi level, A, so that

N=N,. (3)

In terms of the new operators the total Hamiltonian is
given by the system of equations

H=Hy+H,*+H+Hy*+U,
Ho=3_rEr(vro*vrotvre™ve) +2_ diweb*by,

fiwog\ ¥
2 (%)
Kk’ 2Q

a=k'—k
XL(UxV e+ Uw Vi) (Yio*yier™ +viryio) bg*
F(UrUw— Vka') (Yeo™vxro
F v 1*Yx)bg*+comp. conj.], (4)
H#=3 32(&x— N UV (veo™ya* +v1avxo),
Hyr=3 i (&a—N) (U= Vi) — Ex](vro*vxotvia* i),
U=23 w(ex—N)V2

H1“=

The term H* has been introduced to take account of the
renormalization of the energies of the excited particles.
For the discussion of the Meissner effect it is useful to
introduce this renormalization explicitly into the
Hamiltonian.

The problem is complicated by the fact that even in
the normal state an electron is surrounded by a cloud
of phonons which gives rise to a self-energy. The energy,
ex, of the electron in the normal state is therefore dif-
ferent from &, the energy of a “bare” electron. Since
we wish to compare the superconducting state with the
normal state, we replace & by ex in Egs. (4) and com-
pensate for this by adding the terms Hs# and H, given
below to the Hamiltonian.

Hf=3 (& ex) (U= V) (yro* o+ Vi yx1), )
Hy=3"x2(ex— ex) UV (vro*yxr* +7x1v7x0)-
The difference (éx—ex) is found below [Eq. (9)]. We
could take into account the renormalization of w but
this will not enter the following discussion.

The constants Uy and Vi are determined from the
following considerations. In the weak-coupling limit of

7J. G. Valatin, Nuovo cimento 7, 843 (1958).
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g small we can try to solve the problem by perturbation
theory with H as the zero-order Hamiltonian. We shall
refer to the various terms of the expansion by referring
to the corresponding Feynman graphs. In these graphs
(see Fig. 1) the dashed line indicates a phonon, a line
with an arrow to the left a particle “0”” and a line with
an arrow to the right a particle “1.” Now there will be
some terms of the perturbation expansion, for instance,
those illustrated by the graphs of Fig. 1, in which two
excited particles are created from the vacuum. The
corresponding integrals will contain denominators
(2Ey). If the unrenormalized energies appeared, the

‘integrals would diverge and for this reason they are

called ‘““dangerous” by Bogoliubov. Even when the
renormalized energies are used the integrals will be
large. Therefore, we choose Uy, Vk to make these
contributions vanish. To second order in g, the con-
tributions of Fig. 1 must cancel. (H, will give a con-
tribution of higher order.) Therefore

2(ex—N) UV

g (U'U-V'V)

¥ Q fotE+E
E=E(K),

(U'V+V'U)=0, (6)

etc.

This is an integral equation for U, V which has been
solved by Bogoliubov for small g. The solution is given
by the following equations when g and w are constants:

1 &y 1 Ex
Uk2=—(1+—«—~—-~), Vk2=~(1—————~),
2 (&2+ad)? 2 (&2+ad?

2
br=ex—A—— (ur=vm,

2Q ® hw+E+E

g fw c
Cr=—

20 hot+E+E (£2+c2)Y
cro=co=2hwexp[—1/p], p=N(0)g*/2  (7)

Here k¢ is the momentum at the Fermi surface, V(0)
is the density of states at the Fermi surface, ¢o is the
same as € of BCS, and p is the same as N (0)V of BCS.
M is determined according to (3) so that £ is zero at the
Fermi surface. £ is then the single particle energy in the
normal state as measured from the normal Fermi sur-
face, A, i.e.,

£= Ek‘—)\o.

The renormalized energy in the superconducting
state, Ey, is determined from the fact that since it is

F1c. 1. Graphs which give rise to small energy denominators
at the absolute zero.
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the exact energy of the state v*|0) (relative to the
energy of |0)) the corrections to the energy of this
state must vanish. To order g we find from second-order
perturbation theory

(e=\) (2= V?)—E;,
gho _ (U'U=V'V): (U'V+UV')

20 ¥ (wtE—E) (wtE+E

Neglecting terms of order (co/%w)?, we have
o= (80— g0/ 20E L. [ (ot B"Yr— B
kl/

+(@—e)E(E+a)h (8)

In the sum the energy, Ex, can be replaced by the zero-
order approximation, £(£-+c?)~% Using the fact that
when ¢o— 0, E— | £|, one obtains

ghw
a—a=H—2 [(lt+E)—#1,
29 X'’

Ep= (£4-cdH)t 9)

Terms of order pco(£2+4ce*)* have been neglected in
obtaining this result. For most superconductors p has
values ~0.2 to 0.4 so that these terms are not negli-
gible. For a complete justification of the formula of
BCS it would be necessary to carry the perturbation
expansion to terms of the fourth order in g.

3. MEISSNER EFFECT AT THE ABSOLUTE ZERO

In terms of the creation and annihilation operators
for “bare” electrons the interaction between the elec-
trons and the electromagnetic field is, to first order in
the vector potential A(r)

enr \ (2m)}
H;= (_) > Cwo*Croa(k’—k)- (K'+k)
2me/ Q@ kK.

2

2mc*Q-

+

dr () 2 €K Crrg*Cray

kK¢
where

a(q)= (27r)‘%fd3r A(r)eiar,
In terms of the operators for the creation of the new
quasi-particle excitations the interaction becomes
Hi=H)+H,4",

eh \ (2m)}
Hi= (——)—— > (k+K)-a(k'—k)

2mec/ Q k¥

X{(veo* o=y Vi) (U'U+V'V)
+ (vrro* Y *—viryre) (U'V—=UV")},

819

2

HA”= fdsr Az(r) Z ei(k—k’)-r

2mc*Q2 Kk

X{ (vero*vrot+yi*yied) (UU = VV')
+ (o v+ yeryre) (U VUV 42V ik}, (10)
In order to calculate the current, j(r), we shall first

calculate the energy, E[A], to second order in A(r)
and then use the result

i()=—c{8E[A]/5A(r)}.
We choose the gauge so that divA is zero. This means
that the perturbation does not introduce the collective

excitations of the system.? To zero order in g, one easily
finds that

. eh\? (2m)}
i(n)= (_1;) 2c0
U'v-uv’y?

Xei(k—k')-r

(ke K)L(k+K)-a(k—K)]

Né?

——A(r). (11)

E+F’ mc
This expression is of the same form as that of BCS
[see Egs. (5.14) and (5.15) of reference 27] and implies
a Meissner effect. However, since important terms of
order g2 are implicitly included in Eq. (11) we must
calculate the current to this higher order to ensure
that they are not canceled.

Many of the graphs of order g? give contributions to
the energy that are zero or of order (fiw/Er) which can
be neglected. Those graphs which contain an inter-
mediate state in which only two particles of equal
momenta are present cancel because of the condition
imposed on U and V. The remaining graphs which
contain H 4" involve only the diagonal part of this
operator. The corresponding contributions to the
energy are convergent sums of the form

Z(UP=VH[(E),

where f(E) is a function of E but not of £ This sum is of
order #w/Er. The graphs, in which the two vertices at
which H 4/ acts are joined only by lines containing other
vertices, give zero contributions because of the choice
of gauge. The proof of this result is the same for all
these terms so we shall prove it only for the particular
term corresponding to the following sequence of
processes.

Particles of momenta, k, k+q, are created from the
vacuum by H 4’—the particle of momentum, kg, is
scattered to 14 q with the emission of a phonon—the
particle of momentum k is scattered to 1 with absorp-
tion of a phonon—the particles are destroyed by H.'.
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The corresponding contribution to the energy is

— (e/2me)* 2n/Q)’ghe 20 [21-a(Q)]

L kq

X(U\Vigq— U V) (U1Ux— Vi V)

X (UkraUtrq= Vit d Vit (UVierq— Ui o Vi)

X[2k-a(q) LTED+E(+q) T [E(k)+E(k+q) ]
X [fwo+E(k)+E(1+¢) ™.

When we proceed to the limit 2 — o« and replace the
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sums by integrals we have an expression of the form

[eaf era@|a@- 1 e 11ckal, 110D

where f is a scalar function. In the integration over I
the only direction defined is that of q. Hence the in-
tegral is proportional to (a-q) which is zero. This
proof depends on the simplifying assumption that w is
a constant.

There are four graphs in which H 4’ scatters one of
the particles just once and these contribute to the cur-
rent an amount

(UV'—UVY(UU+VVYU"'U-V"VYUV"'+VU")

eh\? (2m)}
(5) e
m c?

This vanishes in the normal metal and also in the
London limit where the important values of k and kK
are such that |k—k’|#v&Ke. In the Pippard limit,
| k—K'|%vg>>e0, which is applicable to penetration
phenomena this term is of order (e®/%vo| (k— k’|#w) and
can still be neglected.

The remaining graphs of which there are sixteen are
connected with the self-energies of the particles. They
are such that H,’ creates and destroys two particles;
H.#, H»” or a phonon interacts with one of the particles.
The contributions of these graphs to the current are

eh\2 (2m)}

w0=(7)

X ka (k+K)[ (k+K) - a(k—K') Jeit=x)+1

| XS (E,E )+ f(E,E,e0) ],

(e=\)(U*—VH)—E
(E+E')?

k,k’,k’’

(12)

where

f(E,E e0)=(U'V— UV’)?{ —

P wur—vyry
20 ¥ (E+E) (ot E'+E)
(UV"+ VU2 (heo+-2E+E"+ E')
(BB GetE Y
gtheo (UV"+VU")
20 ¥ (hot BB (ot B'+E)

HUU+VT)

(13)

In the London limit this becomes
) (eh)2A(r)2g2ﬁw UV VU
Jo(r)={ — —_— —_—
: m) ¢ 3 @ ¥ (hotE+E")

g2 282
=N(0)= —52N (0)A(x),
Q 3¢

(fwo+E"+E) (ho+E"+E') (E+E')

X (k+K)[(k+k') - a(k— k') Jeite—x"r,

where
170=hk0/m= (l/h) [ Vkék[ .

Therefore the total current in this limit is
i(1)=—3[N(0)pe/c](1—p)A(x).

This limiting form implies a Meissner effect.® The factor
(1—p) takes into account the renormalization of the
velocity at the Fermi surface to order g2 For this re-
normalized velocity is

o= (1/%)| Ve|.
With the use of Eq. (9) this can be rewritten
v0="0/ (1+4p) =0o(1—p).
Hence the limiting form of the current is
i(1)=—3[N(0)ve**/c]JA(x),

in terms of the parameters of the normal metal. This
is in agreement with the result of BCS.

To evaluate the current in the general case it is useful
to split off the corresponding current in the normal
state, that is,

ja(0) =32 (432" (1),

where

eh\? (2r)}
i2"(1')=( ) Gn) > (k+Kk)-a(k—k')eitex)r

m/  2c9Q% xk

XLAUELIELO)+7(1E1,1£],0)],

and fis defined in Eq. (13). Combined with the corre-
sponding contribution of zero order in g, jo"/ (1) gives the
Landau diamagnetism of a normal metal and the zero-
order correction to it. The interesting part of the current
in the superconductor is jo'(r). From Eq. (12) we can
follow the analysis of BCS which leads from their

8 M. R. Schafroth, Helv. Phys. Acta 24, 645 (1951).
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Eq. (5.15) to (5.37). In this way we obtain
ent f , [G2:(R)—G2n(R) JRLA(Y) - R]
2mcPmt RS

i (r)=
where

dk\?
G2:(R)—Gan(R)=+ 1k04R2[( ) ] m2e020J 2(R),
de k=ko

J2 (R) = I(R,O) - I(R)GO)’
and

I(Rye)=— f f dedeTf(E,Ee)+f(EEe)]

2pmeo-

R
Xcos[(é-— é’)———].

Ao
The important contributions to the integrals are ob-
tained when |%| and |¢/| are of order €. For these

values of |£| and |#| we have, neglecting terms of
order (eo/hw)?

SEE )+ (B, Eeo)—g {(_U,L_V_’i)_
k'’ E+E’
X[ 2 2(E—|—E') ]LZ(UU’—!-VV’)?}
Gt By ot Byl Gt By
=_gz__th(O){(U’V—’V’U)2 ¢, 1 }
20 E+FE o (fuw)?

The second term is canceled by the corresponding term
in I (R,0) so that, neglecting terms of order (eo/%w)?, we
can take

I(R, eo)=—ffded wy- V,’U)2 cos[(é;;I)R].

If the zero- and second-order terms are now combined,
then

J(RR[A()-R]
R ’

e N(O)?)oéo
()= —— f v
2

where
J(R)= (1—2p)[1 (R,0)—I(R,e0)].

Since to this order
de=de(14-p),

we can replace unrenormalized quantities by renor-
malized ones in J(R) and obtain just Eq. (5.42) of
BCS with all parameters referring to electrons in the
normal state. It is consistent with our approximations
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F1c. 2. Graphs which give rise to small energy denominators
above the absolute zero.

to replace the ¢; which appears in the definition of
Uy [see Eq. (7)] by co=eo. The result is then exactly
the same as that of BCS.

4. MEISSNER EFFECT AT ANY TEMPERATURE

In this section we outline the extension of the method
to a general temperature. We proceed formally as in
Sec. 2 introducing new operators vxo, yx1 through Egs.
(2) and rewriting the Hamiltonian as in Eq. (4). How-
ever, Uy and Vy satisfy a different equation for there
are more possibilities of obtaining small denominators.
The zero-order state contains the quasi-particle excita-
tions with probabilities given by the Fermi-Dirac func-
tion, f(E). This means that besides the graphs of Fig. 1
there are “dangerous” graphs like those of Fig. 2. For
all these graphs to cancel we must have

2

(ex—NUVi=% gZ—Q(UV’-I- VU (UU'—VV')
kl
1__fl fl
hotE+E  hotE—FE|

This equation leads to the same temperature-dependent
energy gap as obtained by BCS, with Ey still given
formally by Eq. (9) and ¢o temperature-dependent.

To the first order in A and zeroth order in g, one
obtains for the paramagnetic current,

( * ( )3 _k)]ei(k—k')‘r
(U'v-uv') , (UU'4-vv')e ,
l——(m(l—f—f) e il

The diamagnetic current is the same as at the absolute
zero. If the terms of order g2 and (eo/%w) are neglected
the total current is formally the same as given by BCS.
The effect of higher order terms has not so far been
computed.
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