
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
31

13
31

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  1

3 
N

ov
 2

00
3

Penetration depth anisotropy in tw o-band superconductors

V. G . K ogan, N. V. Zhelezina
Am es Laboratory - DO E and Departm ent ofPhysics,Iowa State University,Am es,IA 50011

(D ated:July,2003;M arch 22,2024)

The anisotropy oftheLondon penetration depth isevaluated fortwo-band superconductorswith

arbitrary inter-and intra-band scattering tim es.Ifoneofthebandsisclean and theotherisdirty in

the absence ofinter-band scattering,the anisotropy isdom inated by the Ferm isurface ofthe clean

band and isweakly tem peraturedependent.Theinter-band scatteringalsosuppressthetem perature

dependenceofthe anisotropy.

PACS num bers:74.70.A d,74.25.N f,74.60.-w

The two-gap superconductivity of M gB2 is estab-

lished experim entally1,2,3,4,5 and by solving the Eliash-

berg equations for the gap distribution on the Ferm i

surface.6,7 According to the latter,the gap on the four

Ferm isurfacesheetsofthism aterialhastwo sharp m ax-

im a:� 1 � 1:7m eV atthetwo �-bandsand �2 � 7m eV

at the two �-bands. W ithin each ofthese groups,the

spread ofthe gap valuesissm all.

A num ber ofphysicalproperties of M gB2 were rea-

sonably well described within a m odel with two con-

stant gaps on two separate Ferm i sheets. Still, the

data on anisotropy of the m agnetic � eld penetration

depth � are controversial. The anisotropy param eter


� = �c=�a hasbeen calculated within theweak-coupling

clean-lim itm odelandshowntoincreasefrom about1.1at

T = 0 to � 2:6 atTc.
8 Sim ilarprediction hasbeen m ade

within Eliashberg form alism .9 Q ualitatively,the predic-

tions were con� rm ed in STM ,10,11 sm allangle neutron

scattering,12 and m agnetization experim ents.13 However,

other groups recorded di� erent behavior.14,15,16 G iven

variety ofsam plesused,itseem sim perative to consider

e� ectsofscattering upon 
�,a non-trivialproblem given

di� erentrolesofthe intra-and inter-band scattering in

two-band m aterials.

In the following,we reiterate that in the presence of

inter-band scattering,theenergy gap in thequasiparticle

excitation spectrum asrevealed by the density ofstates

(DO S) di� ers from both �1 and � 2,
17,18 the situation

rem iniscent of the Abrikosov-G or’kov pair breaking.19

For this reason,we use the term \orderparam eter" for

� ’s.W estressthatalltherm odynam icpropertiesdepend

on the actualDO S and are a� ected by the inter-band

scattering.Then,weshow that
� = �c=�ab dependson

both inter-and intra-band scattering.

O urapproach isbased on the quasiclassicalversion of

the BCS theory for a generalanisotropic Ferm isurface

and foran arbitraryanisotropicorderparam eter� (k).20

In theabsenceofcurrentsand � eldswehavefortheEilen-

bergerG reen’sfunctionsf(k;!)and g(k;!):

0= 2� g� 2!f + I; 1= g
2 + f

2
: (1)

Here the scattering term I isgiven by the integralover

the fullFerm isurface:

I(k)=

Z

d
2
q�(q)W (k;q)[g(k)f(q)� f(k)g(q)] (2)

with W (k;q)being the scattering probability from q to

k atthe Ferm isurface. The M atsubara frequenciesare

! = �T(2n + 1) with an integer n (~ = 1). The local

DO S �(q)isnorm alized:
R
d2q�(q)= 1.

Thissystem (1)-(2)should be com plem ented with an

equation for� (k). W e willnotuse it here,rather tak-

ing � (k)asa given.Thissim pli� esthe problem greatly

because solving for � (k) usually involves a num ber of

assum ptionswhich aredi� cultto control.

W e usethe approxim ation ofthe scattering tim e �:

Z

d
2
q�(q)W (k;q)f(q)= hfi=� ; (3)

h:::i stands for the average over the Ferm i surface.

Clearly, the approxim ation am ounts to the scattering

probability W = 1=� being constantforany k and q.

Fortwo well-separated Ferm isurfacesheets,theprob-

abilities ofintra-band scatterings m ay di� er from each

otherand from processesinvolvingk and q from di� erent

bands.Thee� ectsoftheinter-and intra-band scattering

upon variouspropertiesofthe system are di� erent,e.g.,

theintra-band scattering doesnota� ectTc,whereasthe

inter-band does.Therefore,Eq.(3)isreplaced by

Z

d
2
q� �(q�)W (k�;q�)f(q�)= hfi�=��� : (4)

Here�;� = 1;2 areband indicesand h:::i� denotesaver-

aging only overthe �-band.

W e now assum e the order param eters � (k�) taking

constant values � 1 and � 2 at each ofthe two bands.

W riting Eq.(1)fork in the � rstband,we have:

0 = 2� 1g1 � 2!f1

+
1

�11
[g1hfi1 � f1hgi1]+

1

�12
[g1hfi2 � f1hgi2]:(5)

Forauniform sam plein zero� eld and with k independent

� ’s in each band,the functions f;g are k independent:

hfi� = f� and hgi� = g�.Then,wehave:

0= � 1g1 � !f1 + [g1f2 � f1g2]=2�12 : (6)
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The equation for the second band di� ers from this by

replacem ent 1 $ 2. The fact that �11 and �22 do not

enter the system (6) is sim ilar to the case ofone-band

isotropicm aterialforwhich non-m agneticscattering has

noe� ectupon Tc (theAnderson theorem ).Itistheinter-

band scattering thatm akesthedi� erencein thetwo-gap

case,the factstressed already in early work.17,18

Two equations(6)are com plem ented with norm aliza-

tionsg2� + f2� = 1 to form a su� cientset.Following Ref.

19,we introduce variablesu� = g�=f� and obtain after

sim ple algebra:17,18,21

!

� 1

= u1 + �1
u1 � u2
p
u22 + 1

; �1 =
1

2�12� 1

;

!

� 2

= u2 + �2
u2 � u1
p
u21 + 1

; �2 =
1

2�21� 2

: (7)

The Eilenbergerfunctionsin term sofvariablesu read:

f = 1=
p

1+ u2 ; g = u=
p

1+ u2 : (8)

In general,the system (7)can be solved only num eri-

cally.However,nearTc,u = g=f � 1 and oneobtains:

u1 =
!

� 1

! + �1� 1 + �2� 2

! + (�1 + �2)� 2

; (9)

u2 is obtained by 1 $ 2. Clearly,u� = !=� � in the

absenceofinter-band scattering.For� � 1,wehave:

u1 � u2 �
!

��
; �

� =
(�1 + �2)� 1� 2

�1� 1 + �2� 2

: (10)

M oreover,ifthe inter-band scattering is strong,Eq.

(10) holds at any T. To see this,look for solutions of

Eqs.(7)in the form

u� =
!

��
+ v� ; � = 1;2 ; (11)

where v� are sm allcorrections.Substitute these in Eqs.

(7)and keep only linearterm sin v to obtain

v1 =
g�(�� � �1)

� 1[1+ g�(�1 + �2)]

+
��(�1� 1 + �2� 2)� �1� 2(�1 + �2)

� 1� 2[1+ g�(�1 + �2)]
; (12)

whereg� = !=
p
!2 + ��2.For�� ! 1 ,v1 rem ainssm all

only if�� isgiven by expression (10).

The DO S for two-band m aterials is N (�) =

N (0)Re(�1 g1 + �2 g2)!! i�; �� are fractions of the to-

talDO S N (0) at the two pieces ofthe Ferm isurface.

Forstrong inter-band scattering,thisgivesin the lowest

approxim ation

N (�)= N (0)
��

p
�2 � ��2

; (13)

i.e.,�� isthe com m on forboth bandsenergy gap.

Itdoesnotseem possible to provide a generalexpres-

sion for �� in term s of� � and an arbitrary inter-band

scattering strength. Still, in principle, we can evalu-

ateany therm odynam icproperty ofa two-band m aterial

knowingthesolutionsu ofthesystem (7)and thegap ��.

Ifthe ground state functions(which we callnow f(0),

g(0))areknown,onecan study perturbationsoftheuni-

form state such aspenetration ofa weak m agnetic � eld,

i.e.,the problem ofthe London penetration depth. The

perturbations,f(1); g(1),should be found from the full

Eilenbergerequations;20 wehaveforthe � rstband:

v� f1 = 2� 1g1 � 2!f1 +
1

�11
[g1hfi1 � f1hgi1]

+
1

�12
[g1hfi2 � f1hgi2]; (14)

Here,v is the Ferm ivelocity,� = r + 2�iA =�0. The

second equation isobtained by 1 $ 2.Twoequationsfor

the\anom alous"functionsf+ areobtained from theseby

com plex conjugation and by v ! � v.20 The norm aliza-

tionsg2� + f�f
+
� = 1 com plete the system .

W e look forsolutionsin the form

f� = (f(0)� + f
(1)
� )ei�(r); f

+
� = (f(0)� + f

(1)+
� )e�i�(r) ;

g� = g
(0)
� + g

(1)
� ; � = 1;2: (15)

where f
(0)
� and g

(0)
� can be expressed in term sofu’sob-

tained solving the system (7). The form (15)takesinto

accountthatin theLondon approxim ation only theover-

allphasedependson coordinates.W eobtain forthecor-

rectionsaftersom ealgebra:

g
(1)

1 � 0

1 � f
(1)

1 !
0

1 = if
(0)

1 vP =2;

g
(1)

1 � 0

1 � f
(1)+

1 !
0

1 = if
(0)

1 vP =2; (16)

2g
(0)

1 g
(1)

1 + f
(0)

1 (f
(1)

1 + f
(1)+

1 )= 0;

whereP = r � + 2�A =�0 and

� 0

1 = � 1 + f
(0)

1 =2�11 + f
(0)

2 =2�12 ; (17)

!
0

1 = ! + g
(0)

1 =2�11 + g
(0)

2 =2�12 : (18)

The equationsforthe second band (decoupled from the

� rst)areobtained by 1$ 2.

Toevaluatethepenetration depth weturn totheEilen-

bergerexpression forthe currentdensity,20

j = � 4�jejN (0)T Im
X

!> 0

hvgi; (19)

and com pareitwith the London relation

4�

c
ji = � (�2)�1

ik

�
�0

2�
r � + A

�

k

: (20)

Here,(�2)
�1

ik
is the tensor ofthe inverse squared pene-

tration depth (proportionaltothesuper
 uid density ten-

sor);sum m ation overk isim plied.W enow � nd g
(1)

1 from
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the system (16):

g
(1)

1 =
if

(0)2

1 vP

2(� 0

1
f
(0)

1
+ !0

1
g
(0)

1
)
= i

f
(0)2

1 g
(0)

1

2!01
vP ; (21)

g
(1)

2 isobtained by replacem ent1 $ 2.Substituting g
(1)
�

in Eq.(19)and com paring with Eq.(20)we obtain:

(�2)
�1

ik
=
16�2e2N (0)T

c2

X

�;!

��hvivki�
f2�g�

!0�
: (22)

O nly the unperturbed functions f;g enter the penetra-

tion depth;for brevity we dropped the superscript (0).

Equation (22)isourm ain result. Thus,to evaluate the

penetration depth forgiven orderparam eters� � in the

presence ofscattering,one has to solve the system (7)

for u�(!),then to substitute the equilibrium functions

f�; g� (given in (8))in Eq.(22)to sum up over!.

The band calculations22 yield forM gB2 the following

averages: hv2ai1 = 33:2,hv2ci1 = 42:2,hv2ai2 = 23,and

hv2ci2 = 0:5� 1014 cm 2/s2. Tensors hvivki1 and hvivki2
haveopposite anisotropies:

hv2ai1

hv2ci1
� 0:79;

hv2ai2

hv2ci2
� 46:; (23)

whereasaveraging overthe whole Ferm isurface yieldsa

nearly isotropicresult:hv2ai=hv
2
ci� 1:2.

In theclean lim it(all��� ! 1 )!0= ! and � 0

� = � �.

Besides,u� = !=� � and f2�g�=!
0

� = � 2
�=(!

2 + � 2
�)

3=2.

Expression (22) reduces to the result given in Ref.

8. For M gB2, it gives nearly isotropic penetra-

tion depth at low tem peratures: at T = 0 the

sum s over ! in Eq. (22) are the sam e; this gives


�(0) = �cc=�aa =
p
hv2ai=hv

2
ci � 1:1. Near Tc, the

sum s are / � 2
�, and the contribution of the strongly

anisotropic �-band with the large gap dom inates; this

gives
�(Tc)� 2:6. The curve 1 in Fig.1 shows
�(T)

forthiscase.

Zero inter-band scattering(�12 = �21 = 1 ).Ifonlythe

intra-band scatteringispresent,thefunctionsf;garethe

sam easin the clean lim it.W e readily obtain:

f2�g�

!0�
=

� 2
�

�2�(�� + 1=2��� )
; (24)

with �2� = !2 + � 2
�. This expression appears in the

standard penetration depth calculations,see e.g. Ref.

23. For known � �(T), the sum s in Eq. (22) can be

evaluated num erically;however,for T ! 0;Tc,and in

the dirty lim itthey can be done analytically.

At T = 0, the sum s are replaced with integrals

according to 2�T
P

!
=

R
1

0
d!. Denoting I(T) =

2�T
P

!
� 2=�2(� + 1=2�)weobtain I(0)= 1 for� ! 1

and I(0)= ��� for�� � 1.

Near Tc, g! 1 and we have for clean bands
P

!
f2=!0 = 7�(3)�2=8�3T 3

c,whereasfordirty bandsit

is��2=4T 2
c.

Di� erent im purities introduced to M gB2 m ay a� ect

di� erently the scattering within the bands.24,25 It is of

interestto seehow theanisotropy of� isa� ected by dif-

ferences in scattering tim es �11 and �22. W e � rst look

attwo lim iting situationswhen oneofthebandsisclean

whiletheotherisdirty.Ifthe� rst(�)band isclean and

the second (�)isa dirty extrem e (�22� 2 ! 0),one can

disregard thecontribution ofthedirty band to obtain for

both T = 0 and T = Tc:


�(0)= 
�(Tc)�

s

hv2ai1

hv2ci1
� 0:89: (25)

Ifthe (�)band isdirty and the (�)isclean,we have


�(0)= 
�(Tc)�

s

hv2ai2

hv2ci2
� 6:8: (26)

These two num bers constitute the m inim um and m ax-

im um possible values for �-anisotropy ofM gB2. Thus,

when oneofthebandsisclean and the otherisdirty we

expect a weakly T dependent 
�,the value ofwhich is

determ ined by the clean band.

If the intra-band scattering is strong in both bands

(�11� 1 � �22� 2 � 1,�12 = 1 ),the bandscontribute to

the super
 uid density tensor(�2)
�1

ik
astwo independent

dirty superconductors. To see this,we note that !01 �

g1=2�11 and thesum sover! in Eq,(22)can beevaluated

exactly:

X

!

f21g1

!01
=
X

!

2�11�
2
1

!2 + � 2
1

=
�11� 1

2T
tanh

� 1

2T
: (27)

Then,wearriveattheresultobtained by G urevich with

the help ofthe dirty lim itUsadelequations:26

(�2)
�1

ik
=
4�2

c2~

X

�

�
(�)

ik
� � tanh

� �

2T
(28)

where the anisotropic conductivities of the two bands

�
(�)

ik
= 2e2hvivki���� ��N (0) are introduced (we write

here~ explicitly to avoid confusion in dim ensions).This

yields:



2
�(0)=

�
(1)
aa � 1 + �

(2)
aa � 2

�
(1)
cc � 1 + �

(2)
cc � 2

; (29)



2
�(Tc)=

�
(1)
aa �

2
1 + �

(2)
aa �

2
2

�
(1)
cc �

2
1 + �

(2)
cc �

2
2

: (30)

Finally,wediscussthepossibilityofastronginter-band

scattering.Aswasshown above,in thiscaseu = !=�� +
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FIG . 1: The anisotropy 
� = �
2

c�
2

ab
and the inverse

square ofthe penetration depth L
2
=�

2

ab
versus T=Tc;L

2 =

16�2e2N (0)hv2ai=c
2. The curveslabelled 1 is the clean lim it,

all1=� are zero. The curves labelled 2 and 3 are calculated

fora weak inter-band scattering:�12� 1(0)= 500,�21� 2(0)=

2000(~ = 1);thecurve2isforaclean �-band,�11� 1(0)= 10,

and a dirty �,�22� 2(0) = 0:1;the curve 3 is for a dirty �

and clean �:�11� 1(0)= 0:1,�22� 2(0)= 10.Curves4 arefor

theinterm ediateinter-band scattering strength �12� 1(0)= 5,

�21� 2(0)= 20,and �11� 1(0)= 0:05,�21� 2(0)= 2.

O (1=�)in both bands,seeEqs.(11)and (12).Then,the

Eilenbergerfunctionsarealsothesam ein thetwobands:

f = ��=
p
!2 + ��2,g = !=

p
!2 + ��2. Evaluation ofthe

sum sover! in Eq.(22)isnow sim ple:

(�2)�1
ik

=
8�2e2N (0)

c2
�
� tanh

��

2T

X

�

��hvivki��� (31)

where��(T)isgiven in Eq.(10)and

�1 =
�11�12

�11 + �12
; �2 =

�22�21

�22 + �21
: (32)

Thus,allcom ponentsof(�2)ik have the sam e T depen-

denceand the anisotropy param eterisT independent:



2
� =

�1hv
2
ai1�1 + �2hv

2
ai2�2

�1hv
2
ci1�1 + �2hv

2
ci2�2

: (33)

Ifall�’sarethe sam e,wehave:



2
� = hv2ai

�
hv2ci: (34)

ForT ! Tc,thisresultwasobtained in Ref. 8;we now

seethatitholdsatany tem perature.

Torecoverthebehaviorof
�(T)between 0 and Tc one

needsexplicitdependencies� (T).Q ualitatively,thisbe-

haviorcan be studied assum ing � �(T)� ��(0)(1� t2)

with,e.g.,� 2(0)= 4� 1(0)= 2Tc.Figure1 showsresults

ofnum ericalevaluation of
�(T)forscattering param e-

tersgiven in the caption (which arenotthatextrem e as

in the abovediscussion).The curves
�(T)areobtained

by solvingEqs.(7)foru’sin twobandsand then by eval-

uation ofthe sum sin Eq. (22). Itisworth noting that

although the T dependencesshown in the � gure are ob-

tained using approxim ate � (T),the end pointsofthese

curvesatT = 0 and T = Tc areexact.

W econcludethatboth theinter-and intra-band scat-

tering a� ectstrongly the superconducting anisotropy of

two-band superconductors in generaland ofM gB2, in

particular. If one of the M gB2 bands is dirty, the

anisotropyisdom inated by acleanerband:
�(T)isclose

to unity (and m ight be even less than 1) ifthe � band

isin theclean lim it,whereasin theoppositesituation of

a clean �,
�(T) is large being in both cases weakly T

dependent.Theinter-band scattering suppresstheT de-

pendence of
� ascom pared to the clean lim itdiscussed

earlier.8
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