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P enetration depth anisotropy in tw o-band superconductors

V.G.Kogan, N. V. Zhelzina
Ames Laboratory —DOE and D epartm ent of Physics, Towa State University, Ames, IA 50011
D ated: July, 2003; M arch 22, 2024)

T he anisotropy of the London penetration depth is evaluated for tw oand superconductors w ith
arbitrary inter-and intra-band scattering tin es. Ifone of the bands is clean and the other is dirty in
the absence of interband scattering, the anisotropy is dom inated by the Fem i surface of the clean
band and isweakly tem perature dependent. T he interband scattering also suppress the tem perature

dependence of the anisotropy.

PACS numbers: 74.70Ad, 74.25N £, 74 .60 .~

The two-gap supeymnductivity of M gB, is estab—

berg equations for the gap distribution on the Femm i
surface 2 A ccording to the latter, the gap on the Hur
Fem isurface sheets ofthism aterialhas two sharp m ax—
ma: ; 1/meV atthetwo -bandsand Tm eV
at the two -bands. W ithin each of these groups, the
soread of the gap values is an all.

A num ber of physical properties of M gB, were rea—
sonably well descrbbed wihin a model wih two con-
stant gaps on two separate Fem i sheets. Still, the
data on anisotropy of the m agnetic eld penetration
depth are controversial. The anisotropy param eter

= = 5 hasbeen calculated w ithin the weak-coupling
ckan-lim itm odeland shown to Increase from aboutl.l at
T=0to 2:6atTE Sinilagprediction hasbeen m ade
within E lashberg form alisn 2 ,Qpalitatively, the predic—
tions were,con med in STM L0245 anall angle neutron
scatteringt4 and m agnetization experin entsti Fow ever,
other groups recorded di erent behaviort4L34 G iven
variety of sam ples used, i seem s In perative to consider
e ectsofscatteringupon , a non-trivialproblem given
di erent roles of the Intra— and interdband scattering in
twoband m aterials.

In the follow ing, we reiterate that In the presence of
Interfband scattering, the energy gap in the quasiparticle
excitation spectrum as revealed by the-density of states
DOS) di ers from both ; and ;A%8 the situation
rem iniscent of the Abrikosov-G orkov pair breaking£d
For this reason, we use the temm \order param eter" for

's. W e stressthat alltherm odynam ic properties depend
on the actual DO S and are a ected by the Interband
scattering. Then, we show that = = ap depends on
both inter-and Intra-band scattering.

O ur approach is based on the quasiclassical version of
the BC S theory for a general anisotropic Fem i surface
and foran arbitrary anisotropic orderparam eter (k) 24
In the absence of currentsand eldswehave fortheE ilen—
berger G reen’s functions £ ;! ) and gk;!):

0=2 g 2'f+1I; 1=+ £2: )

Here the scattering tem I is given by the integral over

the fullFem isurface:
Z

Ik)= dq @W ki bKf@ fkg@l @
wih W (;q) being the scattering probability from g to
k at the Fermm i surface. The M atsubara frequencies are
!'= T@n+ 1) with angintegern (~ = 1). The bl
DOS (q) isnomalized: Fq @) = 1.

T his system @)—(:_2:) should be com plem ented w ith an
equation for (). W e will not use i here, rather tak—
Ing () asagiven. Thissinpli esthe problem greatly
because solving for (k) usually involves a num ber of
assum ptions which are di cult to control

W e use the approxin ation of the scattering tim e

Z

Fqg @W k;q) f@ = hfi= ; 3)

h::id stands for the average over the Fem i surface.
C karly, the approxim ation am ounts to the scattering
probabiliy W = 1= being constant for any k and g.

For two wellkssparated Fermm i surface sheets, the prob—
abilities of Intra-band scatterings m ay di er from each
otherand from processes nvolving k and g from di erent
bands. Thee ectsofthe inter-and intra-band scattering
upon various properties of the system are di erent, eg.,
the intra-band scattering does not a ect T, whereas the
interband does. Therefore, Eq. () is replaced by

Z
dq @)W k jg)f@)=hfi= : @)

Here ; = 1;2 areband indicesand h:::di denotes aver—
aging only over the -band.

W e now assum e the order parameters ( ) taking
constant va]u_es 1 and 5, at each of the two bands.
W ritihg Eq. {l) ©rk in the rstband, we have:

2! f

1 , . 1 ,
+ —ihfiy,  fhgi ]+ — ikl
11 12

0 =2 19
fihgiz1: (©)

Forauniform samplein zero eld and w ith k iIndependent
’s In each band, the functions f;g are k independent:

hfi = £f andhgi = g . Then, we have:

g2 12 (6)

0= 101 '+ it
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The equation for the second band di ers from this by
replacement 1 $ 2. The fact that ;; and ;; do not
enter the system 6'_6) is sim ilar to the case of one-band
isotropicm aterdal for which non-m agnetic scattering has
noe ectupon T (the Anderson theorem ). It isthe inter—
band scattering that m akes the di erence in, the two-gap
case, the fact stressed already in early work 2128

Two equations (6) are com plem ented w ith nom aliza-
t:onsg2 + f?2=1to form a su cient set. Follow .ng Ref.
39 we Introduge varablesu = g =f and cbtain after
sin ple algebra L7824

! Uy 1
—=wmt 3 > 1= ;
1 uz + 1 212 1
! Uy w 1
— Tt oPp=—xi 2= : (7)
2 u?+ 1 221 2

T he E ilenberger fiinctions in tem s of variables u read:

p p
f=1= g= u=

1+ u?; 1+ u?: (8)
In general, the system (:j) can be solved only num eri-
cally. However, near T., u = g=f 1 and one obtains:

o 1 P+ (0t 2) 2 ©)

U, isobtained by 1 $ 2. Clarly, u = != in the
absence of interband scattering. For 1, we have:
! +
L & A S )

1 1t 2 2

M oreover, if the interband scattering is strong, Eq.
ClO holds at any T. To see this, ook for solutions of
Egs. d in the fom

!
u =—+v ; =1;2; (11)
v\zhere v are sn all corrections. Substiute these n Egs.
@j) and keep only linear term s in v to obtain

g ( 1)
v, =
1+g (1+ 2)]
+ +
. (1 1 2 2) 1 2(1 2); 12)
1 20+ g (1+ 2)]
P
whereg = != 12+ 2 For !_1 , vy ram ains am all
only if is given by expression (0).

The DOS for twoband materials is N () =
N ORe(191+ 29)11 17 are fractions of the to—
talDOS N (0) at the two pieces of the Fem i surface.
For strong interband scattering, this gives in the lowest
approxin ation

N ()=N (0)19%; 13)

ie., isthe comm on forboth bands energy gap.

Tt does not seem possble to provide a general expres—
sion or In tem s of and an arbitrary interband
scattering strength. Still, in principle, we can evali—
ate any thermm odynam ic property ofa two-band m aterial
know ing the solutionsu ofthe system (rj) and the gap

If the ground state fiinctions which we callnow £©,
g®) are known, one can study perturbations of the uni-
form state such as penetration ofa weak m agnetic eld,
ie., the problem of the London penetration depth. The
perturbations, £1; g, should be Hund from the fiill

E ilenberger equatjons,gq we have for the rst band:
1 . .
v fi=2 g 2!+ —ghfiy fihgh]
11
1 . .
+—lhfi, fhgi]; (14)
12
Here, v is the Fem i velocity, =r + 2 A= ;3. The

second equation isobtained by 1 $ 2. Two equations for
the \anom alous" fiinctions £* are cbtained from theseby
com plex conjugation and by v ! v2¢ The nom aliza—
tionsg® + £ £7 = 1 com plkte the system .

W e ook for solutions in the fom

+ f(l)Jr e i (r) ;

15)

(f(o) + f(l))ei (r); f+ — (f(o)

g(O) + g.(l); =1;2:

g9

where £ and g(o) can be expressed in term s of u’s ob—

tained solving the system {1). The om {I3) takes into
acoount that In the London approxin ation only the over—
allphase depends on coordinates. W e obtain for the cor-
rections after som e algebra:

1)
1

1)

£19= i Vvp =2;

0
1
0 (1)+
1

S TR TP 1
2g1(o)g1(1) " fl(O) (f(l) + f(1)+ )= 0;
whereP = r + 2 A=, and
o PP A
oo ) _ ©)_ .
1] = ‘+g’1 —211+g2 —212. (18)

T he equations for the second band (decoupled from the
rst) are obtaned by 1 $ 2.
T o evaluate the penetration depth we tym to theE ilen—
berger expression or the current densiry,29

X
j= 4 2N OT Wm lwgi; 19
>0
and com pare i w ith the London relation
4 2y1 0
= A= ()i 7T + A (20)

k
Here, ( 2)jk1 is the tensor of the inverse squared pene-
tration depth (proportionalto the super uid density ten—

1)

sor); summ ation overk isinplied. W enow ndg from



0)2 _(0)
vP £
g = -2 9 VP ; 1)

+|Og1 ) 2!?

1) 1)

g, = isobtained by replacement 1 $ 2. SubstJtutJngg
n Eq. (19) and com paring with Eq. €0) we cbtain:

16 2e’N ()T X f2g
2y 1 _ : .
Voo = —————— hviwvie i oG 22)

Only the unperturbed functions f;g enter the penetra—
tion depth; for brevity we dropped the superscript (0).
E quation {2 ) is ourm ain resul. T hus, to evaluate the
penetration depth for given order param eters n the
presence of scattering, one has to solve the system ('_7!)
foru (!), then to substitute the equilbrium finctions
f ;g (@iven n ('_8))anq. C_ié)tosum up over ! .

The band caloulation®? yield ©orM gB, the Hllow ing
averages: hv’i; = 332, Ww?i = 422, wli, = 23, and
2l = 05 10°@m?/¢. Tensors hvivi iy and hvivg i
have opposite anisotropies:

2 i
w21

hv? iy
w21,

0:79; 46:; 23)

w hereas averaging over the whole Fem isurface yields a
nearly isotropic result: hv?i=hw?i  12.

Intheckan limit @1 ! 1)!°=1land %=
Besides,u = _!= and f?’g =!0= “Z=(1%4+ 2)¥72,
E xpression ('_22:) reduces to the resul given in Refl
'_ For MgB,, i gives nearly isotropic penetra—
tion depth at low temperatures: at T = 0 the
sums over ! In Eq (_2-’%) are the same; this gives

0) = = aa = hv2i=tw?Z i 11. Near T, the
sum s are / 2, and the contrbution of the strongly
anisotropic -band wih the large gap dom inates; this
gives () 2%.Thecurvel in Figul shows (T)
for this case.

Zero interdfand scattering (12 = 21 = 1 ). Ifonly the
Intra-band scattering ispresent, the functions f;g are the
sam e as in the clean 1im it. W e readily obtain:

f2g 2

= ; 24

10 2( +1=2 ) e

with 2 = 12+ 2, This expression appears in the

standard penetration depth calculations, see e.g Ref.
23 For known (T), the siams n Eq. (22.) can be
evaliated num erically; however, or T ! 0; T., and in
the dirty lim it they can be done analtically.

At T = 0, th@ sum s gre replaced with integrals
aCOOJEngngtOZ T , = , dl. Denoting I(T) =
2T , ?*=?%( +1=2 )wecbtahI()=1%r ! 1
and I (0) = for 1.

p Near T., g! 1 and we have for clan bands

, £2=19= 7 (3) ?=8 3T2, whereas for dirty bands i
is  2=4TZ.

Di erent impurities introduced to M gB;-may a ect
di erently the scattering w ithin the band=2423 It is of
Interest to see how the anisotropy of isa ected by dif-
ferences In scattering tines 17 and 2. We st ook
at two lim iting situations when one of the bands is clean
w hile the other isdirty. Ifthe 1rst ( ) band is clean and
the second ( ) isa dirty extreme (2 2 ! 0), one can
disregard the contrbution ofthe dirty band to obtan for
bothT=0and T = T.:

5.

iy
o

g iy

0) = Te) 089: (25)

Ifthe ( ) band isdirty and the ( ) is clean, we have
S

24

s i
2:

hve iy

©0) = (Te) 68 : 26)

These two num bers constitute the m nmum and m ax-—
Inum possble values for -anisotropy ofM gB,. Thus,
when one of the bands is clean and the other is dirty we
expect a weakly T dependent , the value of which is
determm ined by the clean band.

If the intra-band scattering is strong in both bands
( 11 1 22 2 l, 12 = 1 ) the bands contribute to
the super uid density tensor ( ):kl as two independent
dirty superconductors. To see this, we note that ! 0
g1=2 11 andthesum sover! In Eq, C22 ) can be eva]uated

exactly:

X filqg X 24 2 11

1 1
19 L1242 T tanh o @D

Then, we arrive at the result obtained by G uxrevich w ith
the help ofthe dirty Iin it U sadel equations£4

2y 1 42X
o= — . tanh — 28
(i =5 i o7 28)
where the anisotropic conductivities of the two bands
L= 28w N (0) are introduced (we write
here ~ explicitly to avoid confusion in dim ensions). T his
yields:

@9)

(30)

DN DN

F inally, we discuss the possibility ofa strong interfand
scattering. A swas shown above, n thiscaseu= != +
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FIG. 1: The anisotropy = ﬁ ib and the inverse

square of the penetration depth L%= §b versus T=T.; L% =

16 22N (O)hv§i=<:2 . The curves labelled 1 is the clean lim i,
all 1= are zero. The curves labelled 2 and 3 are calculated
for a weak interband scattering: 12 1(0)= 500, 21 2(0)=
2000 (~= 1);thecurve2 isforaclkan -band, i1 1 (0)= 10,
and a dirty , 22 2(0) = 0:; the curve 3 is for a dirty

andclan : 11 1(0)= 041, 22 2(0)= 10.Curves4 are for
the Intem ediate interband scattering strength 12, 1 () = 5,
21 2(0)=20,and 11 1(0)= 005 21 20)= 2.

0 (1= ) in both bands, see Egs. {11) and [12). Then, the
E JJenbelfger ﬁmctjons are ajso the sam e in the two bands:
f= = 12+ y9z, 1= 12 4+ . Evaluation of the
sum sover ! in Eq. @2 isnow sinple:

8 2&2N (0) X
— = = tanh—
& 2T

(%) = hvivi i 31)

where (T') isgiven in Eq. {0) and

11 12 22 21
1= ————; 2= —— ¢ (32)
11t 12 22t 21

T hus, all com ponents of ( 2 )ik have the same T depen-—
dence and the anisotropy param eter is T independent:

2 _ 12l o+ i o . 33)
124 1+ ohv2ip
Ifall ’sare the sam e, we have:
= hv’i hvii: 34)
ForT ! T, this result was obtained in Ref. -'_é; wWe now

see that i holds at any tem perature.

To recoverthe behaviorof (T ) between 0 and T, one
needs explicit dependencies (T ). Q ualitatively, thisbe—
havior can be studied assum ing (T) oa £
wih,eg., 20)=4 1(0)= 2T..Figurel showsresults
of num erical evalnation of (T ) for scattering param e-
ters given iIn the caption Which are not that extrem e as
in the above discussion). T he curves (T ) are cbtained
by solving Egs. 6'7 foru’s in two bandsand then by eval-
uation of the sum s n Eq. CZZ) Tt is worth noting that
although the T dependences shown in the gure are ob—
tained using approxim ate (T ), the end points of these
curvesat T = 0 and T = T, are exact.

W e conclude that both the inter-and intra-Jfoand scat—
tering a ect strongly the superconducting anisotropy of
tw oband superconductors in general and of M gB,, in
particular. If one of the M gB, bands is dirty, the
anisotropy isdom inated by a cleanerband: (T) isclose
to uniy (and m ight be even less than 1) ifthe band
is In the clean lim it, w hereas in the opposite situation of
a clkean , (T) is lJarge being in both cases weakly T
dependent. T he Interband scattering suppressthe T de-
pendenpe of  as com pared to the clean lim it discussed
earlierd
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