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E�ective action approach to the Leggett’s m ode in tw o-band superconductors
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W einvestigatea collective excitation (Leggett’sm ode)corresponding to sm all
uctuationsofthe

relativephaseoftwocondensatesin two-band superconductorusingthee�ective\phaseonly"action.

W econsiderthepossibility ofobserving Leggett’sm odein M gB 2 superconductorand concludethat

fortheknown atpresentvaluesofthetwo-band m odelparam etersforM gB 2 Leggett’sm ode arises

above the two-particle threshold.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Theproblem ofcollectivem odesin superconductorsisalm ostasold asthem icroscopictheory ofsuperconductivity.

Bogolyubov [1]and Anderson [2]discovered that density oscillations can couple to oscillations ofthe phase ofthe

superconductingorderparam eterviathepairinginteraction.In aneutralsystem thesecollectivesoundlikeoscillations

are called Bogolyubov-Anderson-Goldstone (BAG )m ode. In a charged system the frequency ofthism ode ispushed

up to the plasm a frequency due to the long-rangeCoulom b interaction [3].

DespitethefactthatthebasicphysicsoftheBAG and plasm a m odesin superconductorsiswellunderstood m any

yearsago,itappearsthata m orem odern approach provideseven betterinsightto theorigin and universalcharacter

ofthesem odesallowing also to tacklelesssettled questions.A m ain idea beyond thisapproach israthersim ple:since

the collective m odes present usually low energy degrees offreedom ,to study them it is su�cient to have only an

e�ective Lagrangian (oraction)thatdescribeslow-frequency,low-wavelength dynam icsofthe phase � ofthe pairing

�eld instead ofworking with the originalHam iltonian ofthe system . (Note thatalthough plasm ons are in general

high-energy excitations,they stillcan be treated using an e�ectivetheory [4].)

The m ostconvenientway ofderiving such a Lagrangian is to change the variables(see,for exam ple,[4]) for the

com plex pairing�eld � ! �exp(i�)with realm odulus�and phase�.Thesim ultaneoustransform ation fortheferm i

�eld  � ! �� exp(i�=2)allowsfrom the beginning to separate in the Ham iltonian the only phase degree offreedom

relevantforthe e�ective theory. In the theory ofsuperconductivity thisreplacem entofthe variablesthatresem bles

a gauge transform ation has,in fact,a long history and it wasprobably �rstly used in [5]and then in [6](see also

Refs. in the review [7]). M ore recently this transform ation was used by m any authors. For exam ple,in [8]it was

used to study the problem ofthe G alilean invariance ofthe e�ective Lagrangian atT = 0. The �nite tem perature

tim e-dependente�ectiveactionsforthephase�eld in s-wave[9]and d-wave[10]neutralsuperconductorswerederived

addressing an old problem oftim e-dependentgeneralization oftheG L theory.Itisalso convenientto investigatethe

plasm a m odewithin thisform alism taking into accountthelong-distanceCoulom b repulsion between electrons[4,6]

(see also m orerecentpapers[11,12]).

Besidestheserathercom m only known m odestherearealso othercollectivem odessuch asCarlson-Goldm an m ode

[13]which can appearwhen the Coulom b interaction getsscreened and Leggett’s m ode [14]which ispresentin two-

band superconductors.Recently Carlson-G oldm an m odehasbeen studied in d-wavesuperconductors[15]and colour

superconductivity [16]using the approach based on the m odulus-phase variables,but to the bestofour knowledge

Leggett’sm ode hasnotbeen considered yetusing thistransform ation.Thusitwould be interesting and instructive

to apply thism ethod to obtain Leggett’sm ode.

Physically Leggett’sm ode[14]isa collectiveexcitation corresponding to sm all
uctuationsoftherelativephaseof

two condensates in a clean two-band superconductor. There are som e indications that M gB2 superconductor with

Tc = 39K [17]discovered aboutoneyearago isan exam ple ofsuch a two-band system .Thusthe m ain resultsofthe

presentpaperaretwo-fold and can be sum m arized asfollows.
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i)Leggett’sm odeisobtained using the m odulus-phasevariablesin the path integralform alism ;

ii)Itisconsidered whetherthism ode can be observed in M gB2 superconductor.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIweintroducethetwo-band m odeland representthepartition function

ofthe system using theHubbard-Stratonovich transform ationsforpairing and Coulom b partsoftheinteractions.In

Sec.IIIweexpressthe e�ectivetherm odynam icalpotentialofthe system in the m odulus-phasevariablesand obtain

thesystem ofequationsforthesuperconducting gaps.Then weseparatethepartwhich describesthecollectivephase

m odes.In Secs.IV and V wederivethedispersion law forLeggett’sm odein neutraland charged system s,respectively.

Sec.VIweinvestigatethepossibility ofobserving Leggett’sm odein M gB2 superconductor.W econcludein Sec.VII

with a discussion and sum m ary ofourresults.

II. M O D EL T W O -B A N D H A M ILT O N IA N A N D H U B B A R D -ST R A T O N O V IC H T R A N SFO R M A T IO N S

Letusconsiderthe following action (in ournotationsthe functionalintegralisexpressed via eS)

S = �

Z �

0

d�

"
2X

i= 1

X

�

Z

d
2
r 

y

i�(�;r)@� i�(�;r)+ H (�)

#

; r= (x;y;z); � �
1

T
; (1)

wherethe Ham iltonian H (�)is

H (�)=

2X

i= 1

X

�

Z

d
2
r 

y

i�(�;r)["i(� ir )� �] i�(�;r)

�
1

2

2X

i;j= 1

X

�

Z

dr1

Z

dr2 
y

i�(�;r2) 
y

i��(�;r1)Vij(r1;r2) j��(�;r1) j�(�;r2)

+
1

2

Z

dr1

Z

dr2

0

@

2X

i= 1;�

 
y

i�(�;r1) i�(�;r1)� n

1

A Vc(r1 � r2)

0

@
X

j= 1;�0

 
y

j�0(�;r2) j�0(�;r2)� n

1

A :

(2)

Here  i�(�;r)isa ferm ion �eld with the spin � = ";#,�� � � �,i;j = 1;2 isthe band index,"i(k)= k
2=2m i isthe

dispersion law in i-th band with thee�ectivem assofthecarriersm i,� istheim aginarytim eand Vij(r1;r2)= Vij�(r1�

r2) is an attractive short-range potential,Vc(r1 � r2) is the long range Coulom b interaction,n is the neutralizing

background charge density. Throughout the paper we callthe superconducting system neutralifthe last term of

Eq.(2)isom itted and charged ifthisterm istaken into account. Even in the lattercase the whole superconductor

rem ains,ofcourse,neutraldue to the neutralizing ionic background. Throughoutthe paper ~ = kB = 1 units are

chosen.

Introducing Nam bu variables

	 i(�;r)=

�
 i"(�;r)

 
y

i#
(�;r)

�

; 	
y

i
(�;r)=

�

 
y

i"
(�;r)  i#(�;r)

�

(3)

werewritethe action asa sum

S = S0 + Spair + SC (4)

offree

S0 = �

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr

2X

i= 1

	
y

i
(x)[̂I@� + �3("i(� ir )� �)]	i(x); (5)

pairing

Spair =

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr

2X

i;j= 1

Vij	
y

i�+ 	 i(x)	
y

j�� 	 j(x); (6)

and Coulom b

SC = �
1

2

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr1

Z

dr2

 
2X

i= 1

	
y

i(x)�3	 i(x)� n

!

Vc(r1 � r2)

0

@

2X

j= 1

	
y

j(x)�3	 j(x)� n

1

A (7)
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parts.Here�� = (�1 � i�2)=2,�� (� = 1;2;3)arePaulim atrices.

The easiestway to treatSpair isto introduceHubbard-Stratonovich �elds� i foreach band,so that

Spair(�i;�
�
i;	 i;	

y

i
)=

Z �

0

d�

Z

dr
�
� g11j�1(x)j

2 � g22j�2(x)j
2 + g12(�

�
1(x)�2(x)+ ��

2(x)�1(x))

+

2X

i= 1

gii(�
�
i(x)	

y

i�� 	 i(x)+ �i(x)	
y

i(x)�+ 	 i(x))

#

;

(8)

wherethe coupling constantsgij areexpressed in term softhe originalconstantsVij

g11 = V11

�

1�
V 2
12

V11V22

�

; g22 = V22

�

1�
V 2
12

V11V22

�

; g12 = V12

�

1�
V 2
12

V11V22

�

: (9)

Forthe repulsion partonly oneHubbard-Stratonovich �eld ’ isnecessary:

SC (’;	 i;	
y

i)

=

Z

d�

Z

dr1

Z

dr2

"

�
1

2
e’(�;r1)V

� 1
c (r1 � r2)e’(�;r2)+ ie’(�;r1)

 
2X

i= 1

	
y

i(x)�3	 i(x)� n

!

�(r1 � r2)

#

:
(10)

Thusthe partition function ofthe system can be presented as

Z =

Z

D �iD �
�
iD ’D 	 iD 	

y

iexp[S0(	 i;	
y

i)+ Spair(�i;�
�
i;	 i;	

y

i)+ SC (’;	 i;	
y

i)]: (11)

III. EFFEC T IV E P O T EN T IA L IN T H E M O D U LU S-P H A SE VA R IA B LES

A . M odulus-phase variables

The m odulus-phasevariables� i and �i in two bandsareintroduced exactly asdiscussed in [7]:

�i(�;r)= �i(�;r)exp[i�i(�;r)]; 	i(�;r)=

�
ei�i(�;r)=2 0

0 e� i�i(�;r)=2

�

� i(�;r); (12)

m aking the m oduli� i ofthe pairing �eld real. W e note that since we restricted our analysis to T < Tc in zero

external�eld,so thatno vorticesare present,the phases�i(�;r)are non-singular,so thatthe transform ations(12)

do notchangethe m agnetic �eld \seen" by quasiparticles.Now absorbing g11 and g22 in � 1 and � 2 and integrating

outneutralferm ions� i weobtain (see e.g.[7,15,19])

Z =

Z

� iD � iD �iD ’ exp[� �
(� i;�i;’)] (13)

with the e�ective therm odynam icalpotential

�
(� i;�i;’)=

Z �

0

d�dr

�
� 2
1

g11
+
� 2
2

g22
�

2g12

g11g22
� 1� 2 cos(�1 � �2)

�

+

Z �

0

d�dr1dr2

�
1

2
e’(�;r1)V

� 1
c (r1;r2)e’(�;r2)+ ie’(�;r1)n�(r1 � r2)

�

� TrLnG� 11 � TrLnG� 12 ;

(14)

wherethe G reen’sfunction

G
� 1
i � G

� 1
i � �i(@�i)= � Î@� + �3

�
r 2

2m i

+ �

�

+ �1� i(�;r)� �i(@�i) (15)

with

�i(@�i)� �3

�
i@��i

2
� ie’(�;r)+

(r �i)
2

8m i

�

� Î

�
ir 2�i

4m i

+
ir �i(�;r)r

2m i

�

(16)
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thatdependsonly on thetim eand spacederivativesof�i,butnoton thephase�i itself.Then wecan represent
 as

the sum


(� i;�i;’)’ 
kin(� i;@�i;’)+ 
pot(� i;�i;’); (17)

where


kin(� i;@�i)= T

2X

i= 1

Tr

1X

n= 1

1

n
(Gi�i)

n

�
�
�
�
� i= const

(18)

isthe sum ofthe energiesofthe phase
uctuationsin each band and


pot(� i;�i;’)=

�
� 2
1

g11
+
� 2
2

g22
�

2g12

g11g22
� 1� 2 cos(�1 � �2)]� TrLnG

� 1
1 � TrLnG

� 1
2

��
�
�
�
� i= const

+

Z �

0

d�dr1dr2

�
1

2
e’(�;r1)V

� 1
c (r1;r2)e’(�;r2)+ ie’(�;r1)n�(r1 � r2)

�

:

(19)

In 
pot the m ost im portant for the appearance ofLeggett’s m ode term is the Josephson coupling energy ofthe

condensatesin two bands.Thisterm explicitly dependson the relative�1 � �2 phaseoftwo condensates.

B . T he system ofgap equations

Aspointed outin [14]while V11 and V22 are com pletely �xed by the physicsofthe problem ,the phase ofV12 isa

m atterofconvention (corresponding to the choiceofthe relativephasesofthe Bloch wavesin the two bands).Asin

[14]we chooseV12 to be realand positive.In thiscasethe condition ofm inim a of
pot with respectto �1 � �2 gives

�1 = �2,so thatthe system ofthe gap equations@
pot=@� i = 0 hasthe form

(
� 1 �

g12
g22

� 2 � �1g11N 1F (� 1)= 0;

� 2 �
g12
g11

� 1 � �2g22N 2F (� 2)= 0;
(20)

whereN i = m ipF i=(2�
2)isthe density ofstates(perspin)in i-th band (pF i isthe Ferm im om entum )and

F (� i)=

Z !D

0

d�
p
�2 + � 2

i

tanh

p
�2 + � 2

i

2T
(21)

with the Debyefrequency,!D which isforsim plicity assum ed to be the sam ein each band.

Thissystem ofthe equation can be transform ed to the standard form derived by M oskalenko [20]and Suhletal.

[21]
(

� 1[1� V11N 1F (� 1)]= � 2V12N 2F (� 2);

� 2[1� V22N 2F (� 2)]= � 1V12N 1F (� 1):
(22)

Itappears,however,thatin contrastto Leggett’sapproach [14]there isno need ofexplicituseofthe system (22)to

obtain thespectrum ofcollectiveexcitations.In whatfollowsweassum ethatthevaluesofthesuperconducting gaps

� 1(T)and � 2(T)can,in principle,be determ ined from the system (22)ortaken directly from the experim ent.

C . E�ective potentialfor the collective m odes

Since the valuesofthe gapsare �xed,i.e. there are no am plitude 
uctuationsthatisreasonable forT � Tc itis

su�cientto consideronly the partofe�ectivepotentialdepending on � i and ’.

Following the sam e route as described,for exam ple,in Refs. [9,10,15],we arrive at the following frequency-

m om entum representation

�
f�i;’g=
T

8

1X

n= � 1

Z
dK

(2�)3

�

’(� K )4e2V � 1
c (K )’(K )+

8g12

g11g22
� 1� 2(�1(� K )� �2(� K ))(�1(K )� �2(K ))

+

2X

i= 1

�
�i(� K ) e’(� K )

�
M

� 1
i

�
�i(K )

e’(K )

�!

;

(23)
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where the Josephson term was expanded up to quadratic term and unim portant constant was dropped out. The

m atrix M i in (23)is

M
� 1
i

=

�
� 
2n

i� 33(K )+ i��� (K )K �K � � i
nK �
i� �

03(K )� i
nK �
i� �

30(K ) 2i
n
i� 33(K )� 2K�

i� �
30(K )

� 2i
n
i� 33(K )+ 2K �

i� �
30(K ) � 4i� 33(K )

�

(24)

and we introduced short-hand notations K = (i
n;K )with 
n = 2�nT and K being 3D vector (sum m ation over

dum m y indices�;� = 1;2;3 isim plied). In Eq.(24)i��� = i�
��

0 + i�
��

00 isthe bare (unrenorm alized by the phase


uctuations)super
uid sti�ness,wherethe current-currentpolarization function, i� 00,is

i�
��

00 (i
n;K )� T

1X

l= � 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
i
�00(i
n;K ;i!l;k)vF i�(k)vF i�(k) (25)

with theFerm ivelocityvF i�(k)= @�i(k)=@k�jk= kF i
(here�i(k)= "i(k)� �);thedensity-densitypolarization function,

i� 33,is

i� 33(i
n;K )� T

1X

l= � 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
i
�33(i
n;K ;i!l;k) (26)

and the density-currentpolarization function,i� �
03 is

i� �
03(i
n;K )� T

1X

l= � 1

Z
d3k

(2�)3
i
�03(i
n;K ;i!l;k)vF i�(k): (27)

i��� in Eqs.(25)-(27)isgiven by

i
��� (i
n;K ;i!l;k)� tr[iG(i!l+ i
n;k + K =2)��

i
G(i!l;k � K =2)��]; (�0 � Î); (28)

wherethe neutralferm ion G reen’sfunction coincideswith the usualG reen’sfunction ofthe BCS theory

iG(i!n;k)= �
i!n Î+ �3�i(k)� �1� i

!2n + �2i(k)+ � 2
i

; !n = �(2n + 1)T: (29)

i�
��

0 aboveisthe �rstordercontribution to the super
uid sti�ness:

i�
��

0 =

Z
d3k

(2�)2
ni(k)m

� 1
i ��� =

ni

m i

��� ; (30)

with

ni(k)= 1�
�i(k)

E i(k)
tanh

E i(k)

2T
; E i(k)=

q

�2i(k)+ � 2
i : (31)

W riting Eq.(23)weom itted thetim ederivativeterm linearin thephase(seee.g.[10,11])which isirrelevantforthe

presentanalysis.

Forthe purpose ofcom pletenesswe give the explicitexpressionsforthe polarizations(25)-(27)in Appendix A.

These expressionsare im portantif,forexam ple,one is interested in the dam ping ofthe collective m odes. In what

follows we consider these polarizations in the hydrodynam ic lim it,
n = 0 and K ! 0 at T = 0. In this case
i� 33(0;0)= � 2Ni,

i��� (0;0)= i�
��

0 = ni=m i = 2N iv
2
F i=3 and

i� �
03(0;0)= 0.RecallthatN i isthedensity ofstates

perspin,while in [14]the density ofstatesperparticlewasused.

As was m entioned above,calculating the values i� 33(0;0) and
i��� (0;0) there is no need to substitute the gap

equations(22)sincethecouplingconstantsVij do notenter
i� 33(0;0)and

i��� (0;0),butenteronly in theJosephson

coupling term .By contrast,theoriginalderivation ofLeggett[14](seeafterEq.(3.8))explicitly usesthesystem (22).

Notethatin a m oresim plecaseofoneband system theJosephson term isabsentand oneim m ediately getstheBAG

m ode withoutreferring to the gap equation [8].

W enotealsothatwhilei� �
03 iszeroforthecaseconsidered in thepresentpaper,thisterm iscrucialfortheexistence

ofCarlson-G oldm an m ode [13,15].

Having thegeneralrepresentation forthetherm odynam icalpotential
f�i;’g weareready to obtain thespectrum

ofcollectiveexcitations.W e startwith a m oresim plecaseofa neutralsuperconductor.
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IV . C O LLEC T IV E EX C ITA T IO N S IN A N EU T R A L SU P ER C O N D U C T O R

To considerneutralsuperconductoronecan form ally sete= 0 in (23),so thattheterm swith theelectricpotential

’ disappearfrom the equationsand wearriveat

�
f�ig=
T

8

1X

n= � 1

Z
dK

(2�)3

�
8V12

V11V22 � V212
� 1� 2(�1(� K )� �2(� K ))(�1(K )� �2(K ))

+

2X

i= 1

�i(� K )M
� 1

�i
�i(K )

!

;

(32)

where

M
� 1

�i
= � 
2n

i� 33(K )+ i��� (K )K �K � � i
nK �
i� �

03(K )� i
nK �
i� �

30(K ): (33)

Aswasalready m entioned,weconsiderM �i in hydrodynam ic(
n = 0,K ! 0)lim itatT = 0:

M
� 1
�i

= 2N i(

2
n + c

2
iK

2); (34)

wherec2i = v2F i=3 isthe velocity ofthe BAG m ode in i-th band,so thatEq.(32)becom es

�
f�ig =
T

8

1X

n= � 1

Z
dK

(2�)3

�
�1(� K ) �2(� K )

�
� � 1

�
�1(K )

�2(K )

�

; (35)

with

� � 1 =

�
M

� 1
�1

+ A � A

� A M
� 1

�2
+ A

�

; A �
8V12� 1� 2

V11V22 � V212
: (36)

Finally,solving theequation det� � 1 = 0 forcollectivem odesand m aking an analyticalcontinuation i
n ! ! + i0

wearriveat

!
2 =

1

2

"

!
2
0 + (c21 + c

2
2)K

2 �

r

!40 + (c21 � c22)
2K 4 � 2!20

N 1 � N2

N 1 + N 2

(c21 � c22)K
2

#

(37)

with

!
2
0 =

N 1 + N 2

2N 1N 2

8V12� 1� 2

V11V22 � V212
: (38)

(For a direct com parison with [14]recallthat the density ofstates used here is twice less.) In the lim it K ! 0

(vF iK � !0)oneobtainsfrom (37)

!
2 = c

2
K

2
; c

2 =
N 1c

2
1 + N 2c

2
2

N 1 + N 2

for \� 00;

!
2 = !

2
0 + v

2
K

2
; v

2 =
N 1c

2
2 + N 2c

2
1

N 1 + N 2

for \+ 00
:

(39)

The �rst solution of(39) corresponds to BAG m ode,while the second solution is Leggett’s m ode. This collective

m ode isonly possible if!20 > 0.Since V12 > 0 thisim pliesthatLeggett’sm odeexistsforV11V22 � V212 > 0.

V . C O LLEC T IV E EX C ITA T IO N S IN A C H A R G ED SU P ER C O N D U C T O R

Aswasdiscussed in Introduction the long-distanceCoulom b interaction hasa drastic in
uence on the BAG m ode

transform ing itin the plasm a m ode. Here we considerhow Leggett’sm ode isa�ected by the Coulom b interaction.

Letusrewriteaction (23)in the hydrodynam iclim itasonem atrix

�
f�i;’g =
T

8

1X

n= � 1

Z
dK

(2�)3

�
�1(� K ) �2(� K ) e’(� K )

�
M � 1

2

4
�1(K )

�2(K )

e’(K )

3

5 ; (40)
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where

M
� 1 =

2

4
M

� 1

�1
+ A � A � 4i
nN 1

� A M
� 1

�2
+ A � 4i
nN 2

4i
nN 1 4i
nN 2 4(2N 1 + 2N 2 + V � 1
c (K ))

3

5 (41)

and M
� 1

�1
and A are given by Eqs.(34)and (36),respectively. Asone can readily see,setting e = 0 in Eq.(40)we

reduce the action (40) with 3� 3 m atrix M � 1 that describes the phase 
uctuations in the charged system to the

action (35)with 2� 2 m atrix �� 1 thatdescribesthe collectiveexcitationsin a neutralsystem .

Again thespectrum ofcollectiveexcitationscan befound solving theequation detM � 1 = 0.Neglecting theinverse

ofCoulom b interaction in the lim itK ! 0 (V � 1
c (K )= K

2=(4�e2)! 0),we obtain


2 = !
2
0 + v

2
K

2
; v

2 =
(N 1 + N 2)c

2
1c

2
2

N 1c
2
1 + N 2c

2
2

: (42)

Since the inverse Coulom b potential� K2 isneglected,the equation forthe collective m odeshasthe only solution

describing Leggett’s m ode. Com paring (39) and (42) one can see that in accordance with [14]the value of!0 is

insensitive to the Coulom b interaction butthe velocity v isa�ected. Itisinteresting thatthe value ofv itselfdoes

notdepend on the explicitform ofVc(K ).

Including the Coulom b interaction Vc(K ) one can also check that the equation detM � 1 = 0 hasa plasm a m ode

as a solution. Indeed considering the sim plest V12 = 0 (A = 0) case we obtain the plasm a frequency for in-phase

oscillationsin both bands


2
p = 8�e2(N 1c

2
1 + N 2c

2
2)= 4�e2

�
n1

m 1

+
n2

m 2

�

: (43)

V I. IM P LIC A T IO N S FO R M gB 2

There are currently m any indicationsthatthe recently discovered M gB2 superconductor[17]can be described by

theclassicaltwo-gap m odel[20,21]which convincingly �tsthespeci�cheat[22]and penetration depth m easurem ents

[23]. In particular,in [24,25,26]even the valuesofthe coupling constantsforthe system ofequations(22)forthe

two-gap and two-band m odelofM gB2 weregiven.

W enotethatoneofthealternativeexplanationsoftheobserved anisotropy oftheuppercritical�eld usesa m odel

with anisotropics-wavepairing [27]which isalso rathercloseto the two-gap and two-band scenario.

To be experim entally observable Leggett’sm ode should have the value of!0 in (42)wellseparated from the two-

particle threshold given by the sm allestgap,� 1. Here we estim ate the value of!0 using recently suggested values

ofthe coupling constantsthatenterthe system ofequations(22).Introducing the dim ensionlesscoupling constants,

�ij = N iVij thatare often used forthe description ofthe two-band m odel,we m ay rewrite Eq.(38)in the following

form

!
2
0 =

�12 + �21

�11�22 � �12�21
4� 1� 2: (44)

O urestim atesof!0 aresum m arized in TableI.

TABLE I:The estim ate ofthe frequency !0. The valuesofthe superconducting � 1 = 1:8 m eV and � 2 = 6:8 m eV from [28]

are used.

Reference �11 �22 �12 �21 !0,m eV !0=2� 1

Liu,etal.[24]and Barabash [26] 0.96 0.28 0.16 0.22 8.9 2.5

G olubov,etal.[25] 1.017 0.448 0.213 0.155 6.5 1.8

They show that for the values ofthe two-band m odelparam eters known at present for the two-band m odelof

M gB2,Leggett’sm ode arisesabovethe two-particlethreshold,!0=2� 1 > 1,and unlikely to be observed.W e do not

exclude,however,thatLeggett’sm ode can be observed in M gB2 ifthe valuesofthe coupling constantsare revised,

so thatthe interband coupling constants�12 and �21 would becom e sm allerallowing !0=2� 1 < 1. The observation

ofLeggett’sm ode would providean additionalinsightto the underlying physicsofthissuperconductor.
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V II. C O N C LU SIO N

To conclude,we readdressed the collective excitationsofthe relative phase ofthe two condensatesin a clean two-

band superconductorusing the e�ective \phase action" form alism . Thisform alism hasproved itselfasa convenient

and econom ic m ethod ofthe investigation ofthe collective m odes in superconductors. O ur estim ates ofthe lowest

frequency ofLeggett’sm ode forM gB2 show thatitcan hardly be observed in thissuperconductor.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E EX P R ESSIO N S FO R P O LA R IZA T IO N S � ij

The expressionsforthe polarization functions� �� (forsim plicity weom itthe band index i)are(see e.g.[9,10])

"

�
��

00 (i
n;K )

� 33(i
n;K )

#

=

�

Z
d3k

(2�)3

�
1

2

�

1�
�� �+ � �2

E � E +

� �
1

E + + E � + i
n

+
1

E + + E � � i
n

�

[1� nF (E � )� nF (E + )]

+
1

2

�

1+
�� �+ � �2

E � E +

� �
1

E + � E� + i
n

+
1

E + � E� � i
n

�

[nF (E � )� nF (E + )]

�

V� (k);

V� (k)�

"

vF �(k)vF �(k); \+ 00;

1; \� 00:

#

;

(A1)

and

� �
03(i
n;K )=

=

Z
d3k

(2�)3

��
�+

2E +

�
��

2E �

� �
1

E + + E � + i
n

�
1

E + + E � � i
n

�

[1� nF (E � )� nF (E + )]

+

�
�+

2E +

+
��

2E �

� �
1

E + � E� + i
n

�
1

E + � E� � i
n

�

[nF (E � )� nF (E + )]

�

vF �(k);

(A2)

where �� � �(k � K =2),E� � E (k � K =2).O ne can also check that��30(i
n;K )= � �
03(i
n;K ).The second term

in Eqs.(A1)and (A2)givesthecontribution ofthetherm ally excited quasiparticles(i.e.\norm al" 
uid com ponent).

Thisisthe term responsibleforthe appearanceofthe Landau term sin the e�ective action [9,10].
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