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E liashberg theory is used to investigate the range of them odynam ic properties possible w ithin
a twoand m odel for swave superconductivity and to identify signatures of its twoJdand nature.
W e em phasize din ensionless BC S ratios (those for the energy gaps, the speci c heat jum p and the

negative of is slope near T, the them odynam ic critical eld H .

(0), and the nom alized slopes of

the critical eld and the penetration depth near T.), which are no longer universal even in weak
coupling. W e also give results for tem perature-dependent quantities, such as the penetration depth
and the energy gap . R esults are presented both form icroscopic param eters appropriate toM gB, and
forvariations away from these. Strong coupling corrections are identi ed and found to be signi cant.
Analytic form ulas are provided which show the rol played by the anisotropy in coupling in som e
speciallim its. P articular em phasis isplaced on sm all interband coupling and on the opposite 1m it of
no diagonal coupling. T he e ect of In purity scattering is considered, particularly for the interband

case.

PACS numbers: 74 20-z,74.70 Ad,74 25Bt,74 25N £
I. NTRODUCTION

T he properties of the superconducting state of conven—
tional, single-band, electron-phonon superconductors dif-
ferm arkedly from BC S predictions.[l]] H ow ever, they are
wellkdescribed w ithin isotropic E liashberg theory w ith a
single electron-phonon spectral density °F (!') for the
average interaction over the Ferm isurface. T his function
is accurately known from inversion of tunneling data.'_Q]
Inm any cases, the 2F (!) hasalso been calculated from

rst principle electronic band structure calculations ex—
tended to Inclide the electron-phonon interaction, som e~
tin esw ith the phonons taken directly from inelastic neu—
tron scattering m easurem ents. In m any cases, such re—
sults agree very well with the corresponding tunneling
data. W hik it is to be noted that, In principle, the
electron-phonon spectraldensity for the various electrons
on the Ferm isurface is anisotropic leading to energy gap
anjsottopy-g, :ff, "5'1', -'_6], this feature often does not ply
a prom inent role because, n m any instances, the elec-
tronicm ean free path ismuch am aller than the coherence
length. In such circum stances, a Ferm isurface average of
the electron-phonon spectral density can be used. Nev—
ertheless, corrections due to gap amsot:copy have been
identi ed and studied In the pastﬁ offen, but not al-
ways, In a separable anisotropicm odeL[S

T he history of two-band superconductiviy [§, .10, .11
:12 and ofM gB, 6rith T / 39 K 3D in particular{l4,
15, 16,417, 18,119, 20, 21, 22] is som ew hat di erent. To
our know ledge, as yet, there exists no inversion f_ZZ_’:] of
tunneling data from which the electron-phonon interac—
tion is detemm ined. In fact, it has been noted 4] that
this m ay well never be possble In M gB, because of its
twoband nature which requires a m icroscopic descrip—
tion In tem s of four separate electron-phonon spectral

filnctions ?ljF (!),wherei= ; (orl,2),wih thetwo-
din ensional band having the largest electron-phonon
coupling. Thethree-dim ensional band on tsown would
have a an aller value of T, the critical tem perature, al-
though i has a higher value of the electron densiy of
states at the Fem ienergy.

In the absence of tunneling data giving reliable in-
formm ation on the fundam ental kemels entering the two—
band E liashberg equations, rst principle band struc—
ture calculations of ij (') In M gB, have been used
to com pute superconducting properties (for example,
ti6, i, 18, 19]). To do this, i is also necessary to
know the Coulomb pseudopotential repulsions ,; which
are di erent for various indices (i; j), but these have also
been calculated. G ood agreem ent w ith experin ent is ob—
tained in this way for the properties considered so far,
m ore explicitly, the speci c heatf_l@l, 25], the penetration
depth f_l-zl, 2-61, and the anisotropy in the two gaps, as
well as their tem perature dependence. For the penetra—
tion depth, im purity scattering can be im portant, and
In and out of plane orientation of the m agnetic eld are
di erentl:_f7_:].

In this paper, we use the band theory inform ation on

iF (1) and 4 in M gB, to calculate the critical tem -
perature, the energy gap wih is anisotropy and tem —
perature dependence, and other them odynam ic prop—
erties, as well as the penetration depth, giving partic—
ular em phasis to strong coupling corrections. Further
to our discussion of M gB,, we provide a full listing of
calculated dim ensionless BC S ratios, now modi ed by
both the anisotropy and the strong coupling e ects In
M gB,, and m ake com parison w ith experin ent. W e also
consider e ects of variations in m icroscopic param eters
away from those ofM gB,, aswellas in purity scattering
— Intraband and interband. To this end, we reduce the
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tw oband E liashberg equations, which fully account for
retardation, in the two-squarewell approxin ation (@lso
called the m odel). This leads to sin ple renomm alized
BCS RBCS) form swhich, when com pared to our fullnu—
m ericalE liashberg resuls, allow usto identify the strong
coupling correctionswhich we nd to be signi cant even
forM gB,.

W hen considering variations in m icroscopicparam eters
away from those ofM gB,, we place particular em phasis
on two lim iting cases: the lin i of sn all interband cou—
pling and the opposite case, w hen the intraband coupling
is zero and the superconductivity is due to the interband
coupling alone, a case discussed in the early work of Shul
et a]_i_§]. W e also consider the special case when the in—
traband coupling in the second band is repulsive. The
Iim it of an all interband coupling is particularly inter—
esting because i allow s us to understand how the o —
diagonal tem s lead to the integration of otherw ise two
com pltely independent and non-com m unicating super—
conducting bands w ith separate transition tem peratures
Tei. hthisregard,we ndthat 2,F (!)and 3,F (!)be-
have very di erently w ith 21 the m ost e ective variable
at integrating the two system s and 12 the most e ec—
tive at changing the critical tem perature. T he presence
ofthe o diagonal interactions rapidly sn ear out the fea—
tures ofthe second transition at T,, i€, the onew ith the
an aller of the two T.; values. M ore speci cally, surpris—
ingly am allvalues ofthem ass renomm alization param eter

s1,ascomparedwih 17 and 23, havea largee ect on
the region 0fT, . W ealso nd that relatively m odest val-
ues of the interband in purity scattering rates lead to the
signi cant integration of the two bands. Even when the
bands are w ell-integrated, In the sense that little trace of
a second sharp transition at Te, rem ains, there still exist
In portant m odi cations of the usual oneband BCS re—
sults because of the two distinct bands. A s an exam pl,
the BCS dim ensionless universal ratios now depend on
the ratio of the electronic density of states at the Fem i
energy of the two bands. Sinpl analytic expressions
for these ratios are derived, which provide insight into
the physics underlying tw o-band superconductivity and
guidance as to how these resuls are to be interpreted.

In section II, we give the twoband E liashberg equa—
tions and provide their reduction in the approxin a—
tion which is needed to identify strong coupling correc—
tions to renom alized twodand BCS RBCS). Section IIT
deals w ith the dependence of T, on m icroscopic param —
eters, ie, on the electron-phonon interaction as well as
on in purities. Intra—and interband quantities are both
of Interest. W e consider the m odi cations of the dim en—
sionless BC S ratios in the m odel, aswellas, the zero
tem perature value of the two gaps and their anisotropy.
M gB, isconsidered in section IV . T he issue of strong cou—
pling corrections in M gB,, and m ore generally in other
related system s, is discussed. The lim it of an all inter—
band electron-phonon coupling is considered in section
V .W e study, in particular, how the two otherw ise sep-
arate bands becom e Integrated when this interaction is

sw itched on. The e ect of Interband In purity scattering
is also considered In the sam e context as it exhibits anal-
ogous behaviour to the case of the o diagonal electron—
phonon coupling. In section VI, we dealbrie y with the
Jess realistic case of zero Intraband electron-phonon cou—
pling, where the superconductivity is due only to the in—
terband piece. C onclusions are found in section V IT.

Finally, in light of the recent developm ents in other
areas of superconductivity and correlated electrons, we
wish to emphasize that our use of the tem \gap
anisotropy" here is in reference to the di erence in
the m agniudes of the two gaps, each of which are
isotropic swave In this work, and hence does not refer
to a m om entum -dependent order param eter. Likew ise,
\strong coupling" refers to the traditional m eaning of
strong electron-phonon coupling and is not an allision
to strong interband coupling.

II. THEORY

The isotropic wihin a band) E liashberg equations
generalized to two bands_(i = 1;2) are written on the
in aghary axis ash.', -_3, 4, d21:
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where tj, = 1=2 ) and t; = 1=@ ;) are the ordi-
nary and param agnetic in purity scattering rates, respec—
tively, and
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Eqg. ('_]:) gives the gap :(@{!s) and Eq. {_2), the renor-
m alization Z; (1! ,) at then’th M atsubara frequency i!,,
wih !, = @n 1) T. Here, T is temperature and
n= 0, 1; 2;

ij () as a function of phonon energy and the

Coulbmb repulsions are 5, wih a high energy cuto
!« needed for convergence and usually taken to be about

The electron-phonon kemels are



six to ten times the m aximum phonon frequency. For
the speci ¢ case 0of M gB,, these m ay be found in ﬁl9]
T he diagonal intraband elem ents of the electron-phonon
Interaction are largest, in the case 0of M gB,, while the
o diagonal elem ents describing interband scattering are
am aller, but still substantial.

In what is called the tw o-square-wellapproxin ation or

m odelﬁ_l-]_}, gj, z-g'], weuse n Eq. @:) :
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N eglecting the gap In the denom inator on the r:lght—hand
side ofEg. d forZ7 ,we further approxin ate (seeRef. 128
for details)
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This result m ay now beused n Eq. (:_') to obtain
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where ! represents either the Debye frequency or

som e other characteristic energy scale representing the
phonons in the system , at m ost the m axinum phonon
energy. D etailed justi cation of using a single cuto is
fund in Ref. [[1]. These resuls are used to derived
various quantities w thin the model, which we will
call renom alized BCS or RBCS.W e also solve the full
E liashberg equations for typical strong coupling param e~
ters and for the case ofM gB,, and In order to connect to
the lJanguagem ost appropriate for thispurpose, them ea—
sure of the characteristic boson frequency, ! 1,, isde ned
to be:
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T his is reasonable for our case here as the ! 1, calculated
for the di erent 2 SF (!) spectra ofM gB, are alm ost the
sam e and other spect_ta used In this paper w ill have the
sam e frequency distrbution in each channelonly scaled
In m agniude. In general, this de nition should be rea—
sonably robust as, unless 22, 12,and 1, are large, the

rst channel ;; should dom inate the strong coupling ef-
fects.

III. BCSRATIOS:THE M ODEL AND
STRONG COUPLING

A . Critical Tem perature: Tc
T he critical tem perature that results from the renor—

m alized BC S equation (3_5) of the tw o-square-w ellapprox—
in ation, takes the form
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W ith no In purittiesand foroneband ( 1, = 21 = 22 =
0)
ks TOO = 143! e 7 1 14)

Here we will be interested only in the ratio of Tc
€qg. (1) to T Eq. {4)) and o the cuto ! can-
cels, and the issue of the best choice for this quantity
does not enter (see A llen and Dynesl27‘ Resuls for
T.=T° based on Egs. {{1{4) as a function of 2, for
various values of 1, are shown In Fi. -L, where they
are com pared w ith resuls of com plete num erical evali—
ation of the two-band E liashberg equations ('_]:) and ('_2).
A Lorentzian m odel for the spectraldensities §F (!) is
used w ith zero Coulom b pseudopotential ;4 for sin plic-
ity. Speci cally, we use a truncated Lorentzian spectral
density, which is de ned in Ref. P9, centered around 50
meV wih width 5m eV, truncated by 50 m eV to either
side of the central point. The !y, for this spectrum is
44 6 m eV . This spectral density is scaled In each of the
four channels to give 17 = 1, ,; = 05, and the range
of values of i1, and 23 as required for the gure. The
curves, which are labelled In the gure caption, are or
the renom alized BC S calculations and the correspond-—
Ing E liashberg calculations are presented as points. W e
note that for sm allvalues of ,; agream ent between the

results and full E liashberg is excellent. T he agree-
m ent is som ew hat less good around ;71 = 05 but still
acceptable. An interesting point to note about this gure
isthatthee ecton T, of ,; and 1, are quite di erent.
As 51 Increases for xed 1,,T. increases. O n the other
hand, for smn allbut xed ;,;, creasing ;, decreasesT.,
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FIG .1: Ratio of T to the pure, oneband TcOO asa function of

21 Prvarying 12: 0.6 (long-dashed), 04 (short-dashed), 02
(dotted),and 0.1 (solid).Here, 11 = land 22 = 0:5. Strong
coupling E liashberg calculations are given for com parison for
the sam e param eters and are shown as the pointswih 12:
0.6 (solid circles), 04 (solid triangles), 02 (solid squares), and
01 (open circls).

w hile the opposite behaviour is found to hold for values
of ;1 bigger than approxim ately 0.16. This behaviour
isdi erent from that expected In non-renom alized BC S
theory where it is known that increasing the o diagonal
coupling from zero to som e nite valule always Increases
T. whatever is sign. Expanding Eq. C_l-Z_i) under the as-
sum ption that the o diagonalelem entsare an allas com —
227 22)

pared w ith the diagonalones ( 12; 21 11
gives
" #
1 1 1
A —— 1 12 21 = . (15)
11 22 11 22 11

In BCS theory, the ;5 would not be renom alized as
in Eq. {_ig‘) Since the term in curly brackets is posi-
tive, A decreases w ith the product of i1, ;1 and hence
T. Increases. But in our case, the multiplying tem
1= 4 @1+ 11+ 12)= 11 contains i1, In JeadJng or—
der and this factor on is own increases A and there-
fore decreases the critical tem perature. T hese expecta—
tionsare con m ed in our M1 E liashberg num ericalw ork
and are not captured In other BCS works (for example
t_BC_i, :_31:]) . Tt is clear then, that in our theory, 1, and
21 do not enter the equation for T, in the same way
because 1, provides a direct m ass renom alization to
the m a pr Interaction term 137 . Ifm ass renom alization
is ignored, as In BC S theory, this asym m etry no longer
arises. The work by M itrovicl34] on finctional deriva—
tives nds T.= 2F, (!) to be posiive and the one for
12 to be negative, which conform s w ith our resuls. W e
note here that the disparity between 1, and 23, which
will In tum a ect the T, and other properties, is related

to the di erent values ofthe density of statesat theFem i
levelN i in each ofthe two bands, ie. 12= 21 = N,=N;.

Tuming next to the e ect of impurities on T, the
change T .= T. T, forsnallimpurity scattering can
be written in the m odel as:
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w here for ordinary in purities C * ) and m agnetic in pu-—
rities C ):

2
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T hese equations have been derived for scattering across
the bands; wihin the bands, param agnetic in purities
willa ect T, but ordinary, nonm agnetic ones w ill not.
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FIG.2: Ratio of Tc with imnpuriy scattering to that w ith-
out Teo as a function of Ei'j=Tco for varying 22: 0.5 (solid),
04 (short-dashed), and 03 (long-dashed). Here, 11 = 1,

12= 21 = 002. For the ower three curves t;; = 0 and t;,
varies, and for the upperthree curves (which are aln ost indis—
tinguishable from each other) it is the reverse. In them iddle
set of three curves, t;, = t;, . These calculations have been
done with the full E liashberg equations using a Lorentzian

’F (!') spectrum w ith Teo=!jn = 0:11. The dotted lines are
from the evaluation ofEq. (1€) forthe ;; = 05 case and are
fort, = 0 (upper dotted curve) and t;; = 0 (bwer dotted
curve). (N ote that them iddle set of curves are the only phys—
ically realizable cases. T he others serve to m ake the m athe—
m atical point that £}, and t;, a ect T. quite di erently.)



Resultsaregiven In F Jg-_i . Except forthe dotted lines,
all curves w ere obtained from num erical solutions of the
Iinearized version ofthe E liashberg equations (-'!4') and 6'_2)
using a Lorentzian m odel for ijF (). The curves com e
in sets ofthree for ,, = 0:5 (solid curve), 04 (dashed)
and 0.3 (long-dashed). The otherparam etersare 13 = 1
and 12 = 21 = 0:02 (an all nterband coupling). The
Iower st are ort;; = 0 wih t/, varying while the up-
per set have 1 $§ 2. Themiddle set have t, = t,.
N ote that in show ing the resultswhen t;, ort;;, arevar-
ied separately, we are violating a requirem ent that they
must be linked together by the density of states in the
two bands. That is, as required for the j5's, Ikew ise the
inpurity scattering rates must cbey t,=t;; = N,=N;.
Our m idd¥e set of curves obey this constraint, but we
have ignored it for the other curves in order to ilustrate
the generalbehaviour of each individual type of scatter—
ing separately. As found for the ;;'s, the e ect of t,
and that oft;'1 on T. are quite di erent. The quantity
t;, represents scattering from band 1 to band 2 and leads
to pairbreakingm uch lke param agnetic in purities in the
oneband case. W e can see this analytically In the sin ple
case of 15, = 5,1 = 0 for which the two bands are de—
coupled and the critical tem perature is a property ofthe

rst band alone. Tn this case, Egs.([6118) reduce to 33
T. 2

o T T @9
CI

forboth nom alor param agnetic in purities in the linear
approxin ation for the in purity scatter:ing rate. The ini-
tial linear decrease n T, w ith Jncreasmg 12 isseen In the
Iow er set of three curves ofF . -2% Ast, isincreased fur-
ther, higher order corrections start to be im portant and
the curves show saturation to a value which is larger, the
greater the value of ,,. Also note that omula C_l-gi)
show s that T. is independent of ,; . T his expectation is
con m ed in the upper set ofthree curves ofF jg.u’_Z, w here
T. has increased by no more than 3% fort, =Te = 1:5.
T his an all increase is due to the small 1, = 21 used
orthe gure, whilke in Eq. t_l?_j),we have 1, = 51 = 0.
The m iddlk set of curves, which apply ort, = t;; and
therefore satisfy the constraint im posed by having chosen
12 = 21 = 002, exhbits, by com parison to the other
two cases, only a very an all region which is linear in in -
purity scattering and these curves are interm ediate to the
other tw o sets, as expected. T hey also saturate at higher
valiesofT. and we nd that T. decreasesby only 20-30%
or this case, sin ilar to the observation by M itrovic who
was considering speci cally the case of M gB, [_34] Fi-
nally, we comm ent on the dotted curves which are based
on Egs. {16) to (1§) valid in the  modeland rst or-
der in ;. The lowest curve applies to the tj; = 0 case
and the upper one to t;, = 0. The slopes are .n good
agreem ent w ith the 11l E liashberg results over a signi —
cant range of interband in purity scattering ti; . For the
m iddle set of curves the linear behaviour applies only
com paratively to a rather sm all region. In all cases there
still is som e di erence betw een resultsand E liashberg

because of strong coupling corrections. A s previously
stated, interband in purity scattering in tw o-band super-
conductivity works lke param agnetic im purities in the
ordinary oneband case. Forthis latter case, Schachinger,
D aam s, and C arbotte [_3-51 have found for the speci c case
ofPb, the classic strong coupling m aterial, that the
m odel overestin ates the niial slope of the drop In T,
value, w ith Increasing in purity scattering. T he physics
is sin ple. For strong coupling, 2 =k gy T is larger than
tsBC S valie ie., the gap isbigger than expected on the
basisofisT.. ThisisbecaussasT is increased, that part
of the Inelastic scattering which corresponds to the real
(@s opposed to virtual) processes, which are paidbreak—
ng, ncreases and T is reduced below the value it would
be w ithout. A s a resul, the initialdrop in T, value w ith
Increasing in puriy content is not as large in strong as in
weak coupling because the system hasa largergap which
is m ore robust against in purities. T he sam e applies to
Interband scattering In a two-band superconductor. T he
Initial slope ofthe drop is faster in the m odelthan in
E liashberg, as m ost recently shown by M ji'_tOViC[_34_j], who
has com m ented on priorw ork by G olibov and M azin @:3;],
where only unrenom alized BC S results were given and
the drop in Tc was even faster. M itrovic also presents
functional derivatives for ordinary in pur:itjest_Bl_l'] and his

ndings com plim ent our calculations here. In addition,
aslow frequency phononsact like ordinary in purities, the
previous work by M itrovic on functional dematjyesBZ]
for the electron-phonon spectral fiinctions also con m s
our im puriy resuls by com parison with the behaviour
ofthe low frequency part ofthe finctionalderivatives for
12 versus 21.

F inally, it has been of som e Interest am ongst experi-

m entalists, looking at novel superconductors, to know the
outcom e of having a repulsive Interaction in the second
band ({ie. 2, < 0).Aswillbe seen in the next section, a
second energy gap is still nduced In this case due to the
Interband coupling, how ever, a signature of this repulsive
band would exist in the case of In purity scattering, as
strong interband scattemg of su cient strength could
drive the T, to zero [30]

B. Energy G aps and G ap R atios

W e tum next to the consideration of the energy gaps.

T he transcendental equation foru 2= 1atT=0mn
the m odel is:
21
12U T+ (11 22 21 12)Ihu= 117 (20)
from which the gap ratio for the hrgergap 1 may be
found:
143 1+ ulhnu
oo o @1)
2kg Tc 11+ 120

T he solution forthe gap ratio 2 ;1=kp T, can be corrected
for strong coupling e ects by m ultiplying by a factor



In the denom inator ofthe logarithm ofEq. CZ]J) w1 t_3-§'
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As long as 11 s largeand 23, 12,and 51 are anall,
one needs only to correct the st channel for strong cou—
pling e ects. O therw ise additional corrections for the
other channelsm ay exist but there would be no m erit in
such com plexity of including these corrections over doing
the full num erical calculations w ith the E liashberg equa—
tions. It isexpected that In realsystem s, 1; is arge rel-
ative to the other param eters and hence dom inates the
strong coupling aspect of the result. H owever, when the
o diagonal couplings are signi cant, the strong coupling
corrections ofthe rst channelcan a ect the second.

o
o

FIG . 3: G ap ratios for the upper 2 1=kg T.) and lower gap
(2 2=kg T¢) as a function of i1, for varying 22: 0.5 (solid),
01 (dotted), 05 (short-dashed), and -1 (long-dashed). Here,
11 = 1, 21 = 03. These calculations are done using
the RBCS omulas @021) in the text, the solid dots show
E liashberg calculations for the sam e set of param eters w ith

22 = 0:1 (for com parison with the dotted curve). Strong
coupling corrections are signi cant and the rest of the curves
in this gurewould also bem odi ed by strong coupling, m uch
of this can be captured by the strong coupling correction for-
mula given in the text. NWote that as 32 and 21 are nite,
the points or 12 = 0 are not physically realizable.)

Our st set of resuls for the two energy gaps is given
n Fig. -3* T he lines are based on the sim pler equations
£d) and £1), and the solid dots are fr the results of
full E liashberg solutions on the in agihary axis and ana-
Iytically continued w ith P ade approxin atesi_]:] to the real
axis,wherethegap isdetem inedby o= (! = o)Ll
For clarity in the gure, only one such set of resuls is
shown forthe caseof ,, = 0:1.W hilemagniudesdi er
considerably between the renom alized BC S and strong
coupling (com paring solid dots w ith the dotted curves),
the generaltrendsare the sam e. Speci cally in F ig. 'g,

isvaried w ith 11 = 1, 21 = 03, and 22 xed to various
valies n tum. The upper curve applies to ; and the
Iower curve of the sam e line type, to ;. W hilke in all
cases 1 Increasesw ith Increasing 1,, In one case (solid
curve), the lower gap decreases slightly. M ore im por—
tantly, the value of the upper gap ratio increases above
itsBC S ratio 3.53 and can reach 4.6 in renom alized BC S,
a feature which com es from the two-band nature of the
system . C om paring the dotted curves to the solid circles
for 1, wenote that E liashberg resuls are alw ays above
their counterpart, re ecting welkknown strong cou-—
pling corrections to the gap. This appliesaswellto »,
the owergap. W enow com m ent speci cally on the other
curves. To increase the anisotropy between 1 and
for the param eter set considered here, we need to de-
crease the value of ,,. Note, however, that even when
we assum e a repulsion in the second band, equal in size
to the attraction 17 = 1 in the rst band (long-dashed
curve), a substantial gap is nevertheless induced in the
second channeleven for 1, = 0. It is the nite valie of

21 which produces this gap. Recall that 2; describes
the e ect ofband 1 on band 2 due to Interband electron—
phonon coupling. Tuming on, aswell, some ;, Increases
the second gap furtherbutnotbymuch. Finally, wem en—
tion that as ;; Increases (not shown here), ; decreases
while , increases, ie. the ratio of ;= 1 goes up to—
w ards one and the anisotropy is reduced.
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FIG.4: Gap ratio 2 1=kg T. as a function of 1, = 21, for

11 = 13 and 22 = 0:5. These curves provide a com pari-
son between the E liashberg calculation (solid curve) and the
RBCS calculation (dashed curve), along w ith the result from
using the RBC S expression w ith the strong coupling correc—
tion form ula given iIn the text (dot-dashed curve).

InFig.d, the mtio 1= »1 = N,=N; is varying, while
n Fjg.:id, we keep 1, = 1 and illustrate m ore clearly
the e ect of strong coupling E liashberg in com parison
w ith the RBC S calculation, and also provide a com pari-
son w ith the RBC S calculation corrected w ith the strong



coupling formula of Eq. {_2-2_5) . One nds that the gap
In E lashberg is quite enhanced over the RBCS resul,
even exhbiting a di erent qualitative behaviourw ith the
E liashberg gap (solid curve) increasing w ith increasing
o diagonal whilktheRBC S counterpart (dashed curve)
is decreasing. H ow ever, w hen the strong coupling correc—
tion form ula is applied to the RBC S resul, the resulting
curve (dot-dashed) is now in reasonable agreem ent w ith
the E liashberg calculation and follow s the evolution w ith
Increasing o diagonal very well

Tt isof Interest to experin enta]jst's[_éj], Jooking at novel
m aterials sugpected of harbouring m ultiband supercon-—
ductivity, whether there m ay be a range of param eters
that could produce a very large upper gap ratio with
a large anisotropy In m agnitude between the upper and
lower gaps. It is possble that it could occur in a regin e
where 1= 51 1, as suggested by the trend in our
Fjg.:_3, whilk In the opposite regin e we will show that
all results retum to standard weak coupling BCS val-
ues. A s previously m entioned, this ratio of 1= 21 is
equivalent to the ratio of density of states n the two
bands, som etim es denoted as in the lterature, ie.

12= 21 = N,=N;. Wehavegoneto = 20 wihin
the renom alized BCS form alisn and were not abl to
produce gap ratiosbigger than about 5 or so, for the pa—
ram eters exam ined, and at the sam e tim e, the lower gap
ratio wasabout 3. W e conclude, therefore, that even w ith
added strong coupling e ects, very large gap ratios tend-
ing towards 10 to 20 are di cult to obtain in conjunction
w ith a Jarge anisotropy in the tw o gaps. R epulsive poten—
tials In the second band can give a large anisotropy, but
they also ower the value of the upper gap ratio. Later
In Section VI, wew ill retum to this issue oftrying to ob—
tain large gap ratios and large gap anisotropy, when we
exam ine another extrem e lin it rst considered by Suhl
et aLigi].

To conclide this subsection, we exam ine an ap-—
proxin ate ormula for the gap ratio In twoband su—
perconductivity, which has been given and used by
experin enta]jstst}é], to detem ine its range of validity
In the face ofm ore exact calculations. The formula is an
unrenom alized BCS form ula and we have already seen
that renom alization and strong coupling e ects can be
substantial. For 227 127 21 11, We Can derive the
prin ary (or large) gap ratio as:

2
L v 3531 24?hu
kg Tc 21

N 2
= 3531 —2 —2 m —2 ; @3
N 1 1

w hich isthe sam e equation asgiven in Javaroneet al t_3-§],
w here their use of the indices 1 and 2 are reversed w ith
regpect to ours. In our ormula {_ij) given here, the u
and 's are coupled through Eq. C_Z(j), but in the case of
Ref.E-%g'] the ratio of the density of states and the ratio of
the gaps are treated as independent param etersw ith the
only constraint being that u 1.
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FIG. 5: Gap ratios for the upper 2 i1=ks T.) and lower
gap (2 2=kg T¢) as a function of 1, for 11 = 10, 22 =
0:5, 21 = 02. The sold curve is the exact BCS resul,
w hereas, the dashed curve illustrates the approxin ate form ula
of JTavarone et al. @8:]

In Fig. B, we com pare this approxin ate BCS form ula
w ith that ofourexact renom alized BC S form ula for typ—
ical i valuesused in the lterature. The ;; aresetto
zero as there is no such feature in the Iavarone et al
formula and the ’s in that case would sin ply serve to
change the e ective valuie of ’s. We nd that the ap—
proxin ate form ula (dashed curve ofF jg-'_ﬂ) com pareswell
w ith the renom alized BCS resul in the lim i of small
12;21;22» @s required by the constraint of the approxin a—
tion, and breaksdown or 1, > 05, where the approxi-
m ate form ula tendsto overestin ate quite signi cantly the
value ofthe two gaps. Strong coupling e ects would pro—
duce very signi cant deviations in addition. N ot shown
isthe casewhere 131,22 were alltaken to be very sm all
and then in that case, as expected, there was excellent
agreem ent between the exact renom alized BC S calcula—
tion and the approxin ate fom . The fact that Iavarone
et al [_3§‘] obtained excellent estim ates of the two energy
gaps forM gB; ism aybe fortuitous in som e sense, because
it w illbe seen In the next section, where we discussM gB,
in detail, that the renom alized BC S fomm ula underesti-
m atesthe correct gap valiesofM gB, and strong coupling
corrections of about 7-10% are needed to obtain good
agreem ent between the data and 11l E liashberg calcula—
tions. W e conclude that their sin ple form ula is helpful,
but that it should be used w ith caution when consider-
ing system s where the param eters are no longer sm allas
then this om ula will 2il.



C. Speci cHeat Jump

The speci ¢ heat is calculated from the free eneryy.
The di erence In free energy F = F g Fy between
the superconducting state and the nom al state is given
bylg:]:

JnJ
@4)

where \S" and \N" refer to the superconducting and
nom al state, regpectively, and i indexes the num ber of
bands. From this, the di erence In the speci c heat is
obtained:

& F

C= T—-;

dr? @)

and the negative of the slope of the di erence in speci ¢
heat near T, is given as

dcC 1
. dcaom 1 26)
ar
w here is the Somm erfeld constant for the twoband
case.
In the m odel, the gap near T, ort= T=T., can
be w ritten as
8( T)* ¢
2 c
() = — @@ b; @7)
! 3 1
8( Te)? 1
2 c
() = — @1 b; (28)
2 B 2
where 3)’ 1202.Here,
@A) it 12 AND+A%T 5 A A ) 7]
L=
@ A) 11t 12 2PA+AZ =01 A )]
(29)
and
@ A1) 22+ 21 2AL+A% 23,0 A1) 3] .
2 ’
@ A1) 22+ 27 5 12PA+AZ 51=1 A 11)]
(30)

and the strong ooupling correction is introduced
through [39]:

T !
c=1+53 - 1 -2 (1)
[ 3T,
The goeci cheat jimp at T, is:
n 1#
A+ 11+ 2)5+ A+ 2+ 2)=
= 143
Te I+ 11+ 12)+ @+ 22+ 21)
(32)

W e nd wih this expression that anisotropy (., 11 6
22) reduces the jmp ratio but increasing 15, or 1
increases the ratio, and the m axinum obtainable is1.43.
O ther work along the same line is given In Refs. [_3(_5,
:_3-1:] w here they do not consider full renomm alized BC S or
strong coupling theories, as we have done here.
When 15; 1 ! 0,1=7; 1+ 0(3) and 1=,
O (4%,). Thisisassum ing 1, 22 and 5, remain sig-
ni cant as com pared with the value of the o diagonal
elem ents. In this case,

1+
12) +

11+ 12)

@+

= 143
T, a+

(33)

11+ 22+ 21)

The physics of this ormula is that, n this lm i, the
speci c heat jum p at T itself is determ ined only by the
superconductivity of the dom inant band, but i is nor-
m alized w ith the nom al state speci c heat belonging
to the sum ofboth bands. This has the e ect ofm aking

C (T o)= T. always less than the BC S value by a factor
ofl=1+ ),where = (1+ 22+ 21)=0+ 11+ 12).
ForM gB,, we expect 1 which means that In this
casethe nom alized jim p isreduced to abouthalfisBC S
valie. Ifwe had ichided in (33) the strong coupling
correction (¢, this would have the e ect of increasing
the factor 143 to a larger value characteristic of strong
coupling but the additional anisotropy param eters w ould
still work to reduce the jimp. Thus, In a twoband su-—
perconductor, the jim p w illbe an aller than for oneband
w ith the sam e strong coupling index

D . Them odynam ic C riticalM agnetic F ield

The them odynam ic critical m agnetic eld is calcu—
lated from the free energy di erence:

r—
Hc(T): 8 F:

(34)
A s the tam perature dependence of this quantity, nom al-
ized to is zero tem perature value, ollow s very closely a
nearly quadratic behaviour, the deviation function D (t)
is often plotted:

D @ ii%; a b (35)
where t= T=T..
AtT =0
HZ0)=4 N, 7@+ ) (36)
where = N,=N, and
N; =N;O @+ u5+ i9): €Y))

T he zero tem perature criticalm agnetic eld ism odi ed
through the second term In C_3-§) which increasesw ith in—
creasing and w ith the square of the anisotropy ratio
u, which in this case is just the ratio of the iIndependent



gap values for the two sgparate bands. Further, the di-
m ensionless ratio is

T? T2 L+
L leTolr a8)
HZ ) 6 0L+ u?]
For alm ost decoupled bands, Eqg. {_3-§‘) becom es
T? 1+
= 0168———; (39)
HZ©) 1+ u?

w here the second factor on the right-hand side m odi es
the usualsingleband BC S value 0£0.168 for the presence
of the second band. Again, both and u enter the
correction. Ifthere isno anisotropy, u = 1, and therefore
the bands must be the sam e, we recover the onedband
lim iting value. For large anisotropy whereu ! 0, and if

is of order one, the ratio in Eq. (39) is of order tw ice
its oneband valie because the second band contributes
very little to the zero tem perature condensation energy,
but is still as equally in portant as the st band in is
contrbution to T, the nom al state speci c heat. Near
Tc

1=2

Ho) = 3—(kBT)(1 t)N—lJrN—2 ;  (40)
c - 7 (3) % g r

which then gives the din ensionless ratio

h. (0) H:(©0)
c HO(Te) e
r - 2 ===
2.1 7 Q) 1+ w2
= = : 41
ks Te 32 2 4 2 @b

1 2

St_tong oouEJJng factors could be introduced in (3é
&38 and I4G They are not given explicitly here as
they are less In portant than for the speci ¢ heat jump
and the slope of the penetration depth at T, (see Ta-
bleD. The lin it of nearly decoupled bands ( 127 21
11 227 22) gives for this quantity :
o

he(0)= 0576 1+  u?: 42)
T he square root, w hich acoounts fortw oband e ects con—
tains a correction proportionalto u?. Tt can be un-
derstood as ollow s. T he slope at T, ound from formula
{4d) depends only on band 1 butH .. (0) involvesboth and
hence this correction com es sokely from H . (0) as seen in
Eqg. C§é Ifthe anisotropy betw een the tw o bands is large
u ! 0, there is no correction ﬁctorm C42 because the
second band is elin lnated from H . . If, on the other
hand, u is near 1, the two bands have nearly equal gap
value but still it is only band 1 which contrbutes to the
slope at T. and the dim ensionless ratio lflé) can now be
larger than s BCS value.

E . Penetration D epth

The London penetration depth  (T) is evaluated

from fi]:
1 T® X 1 2 (i1,
P 2, azi@aDZ+ P
43)
where In three dim ensions
. =4Lie2=ENiv§i (44)

oo1

and vg; is the Fem i velocity in the band labelled by
the index i. T his Jast equation would bem ultiplied by a
factor of 3/2 in two din ensions.

For the penetration depth { (T) atT = O,

1 _ 1 + 1
Z0) (O) o1 X+ 11+ 12) 2,0+ 22+ 1)
45)
and near T,
! = 20 tv L
2 () 2L Te) 2,0 1@+ 11+ 12)
! ; (46)
2, 20+ 2+ 21) ]
where
L, !
T !
L0 = 1+13 =< N V)
'nm 13T,
', o
Tc n
=1 16 — 48
. (Te) m 35T, (48)

Hence,de ningyy, (T)= 1= % (T ), wew rite the dim en—
sionless BC S penetration depth ratio y as

v 0) 1 1
2D~ )=+ — ;@)
YO aor. 2 T
where =V, 1+ 11+ 12)=v3, @+ 20+ 21). is

expected to be of order 1 unless there is a great disparity
In the two Fem ivelocities. ForM gB,, we use the values
ofve; = 440 10 m/sand vy, = 535 10 m/sre-
ported in Ref. [18 and for our otherm odel calculations,
we take them to be equivalent, for sin plicity. For the
nearly decoupled case

3/1‘7(0)_}(1_,_ ) (50)

C) j[‘C 2
For and equal to one, we see that the nom alized
slope of the penetration depth is tw ice s oneband BC S
value of 1=2. Should , , orboth bemuch larger than
1, then the slope can be even larger, which re ects the
fact that only the dom inant band determm ines the slope
y? but both bands contrbute to y;, (0). Infom ation on
the v ; and the N ; (0) is contained iIn the slope.
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FIG . 6: Upper fram e: E lectronic speci c heat orM gB, in
the superconducting state nom alized to the nomm al state
as a function of T=T¢. The points are the experin ental re—-
sults of W ang et aL@Eg] and the solid curve is the result for
the Ehaéil?grg calculation using the param eters given in the
thexature@%]. The dashed curve illustrates the case where
the 12 and 21 param eters, used for the solid curve, have
been halved. The jum p due to the lower gap begins to ap—
pear In this case. M iddle frame: [ (0)= (T )]2 versus T =T..
Curves are those resulting from the sam e set of param eters
as dJscussed for the upper fram e, with the vr; taken from

Ref. EL8 The data, shown for com parison, have been taken
from Ref. Il7|] N o In purity scattering has been used to cb-
tain a better t. Lower fram e: The deviation function D (t)

for the them odynam ic critical eld. Line labels are as above
and the data (open and solid cjr_cles) are form ed from _tl:le
H. (T) data given by W ang et aL@E_J] and Bouquet et aL[é_lQ],
respectively.

Iv. MgB,: INTEGRATED BANDSAND
STRONG COUPLING

W e now continue on beyond renom alized BCS for-
mulas to evaluate quantities based on the fiill two-band
E liashberg form alisn and we begih wih the speci c
case of M gB, and strong coupling e ects. Egs. @') and
@'_2) were solved for electron-phonon spectral densities

4F (1), read from g]:aphsm Ref. 32], which were orig-
JnaJJy presented in Ref. ua] The Coulomb repu]szon pa-—

ram eters and lj,‘caken from tlSi were: = 12017,
= 0448 = 0213, = 0155, = 0210,
= 0472, = 0095, and = 0069, wih

e = 750 meV . From these param eters, T. was found
to be 395K .A sdiscussed in our theory introduction, we
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used !y, = 66:4meV, calculated from the 2 F (1) spec-
trum , to form our strong coupling index T.=!1,. The
other three channelshad !y, 7 62 m eV, which isnot so
di erent, although as argued previously, the m ain strong
coupling e ectsw illcom e from the 11 channel, and hence
the choice 0£66 A m &V forthisparam eter. From the solu—
tion oftheE liashberg equations, we can evaluate Eq. {_éﬁi)
for the free energy di erence between the superconduct-
Ing and nom al state, and evaluate the super uid den-
sity or the inverse square of the penetration depth from

Eqg. {_Z@') .In Fjg.:_é,which has three fram es: the top isthe
speci cheat, m iddle, the penetration depth, and bottom ,
the criticalm agnetic eld deviation function of fom ula
@5),weoom pareE liashberg results (solid curve) w ith ex—
perim ental results (solid and open circles, triangls, and
squares) .

In all cases, the agreem ent w ith experim ent is very
good and certainly asgood as is obtained in conventional
one-band cases@']. In each case, we also present a sec—
ond set of theoretical results (dashed curve) for which
allm icroscopic param eters rem ain those ofM gB, except
that we have half the value of the o diagonal spectral
finctions %,F (!) and 3,F (!), which changes the T,
only by about one degree. It is clear that doing this
reduces greatly the quality of the t one obtains with
the experin ental data. This can be taken as evidence
that the electronic structure, rstprinciple calculations
of electron-phonon spectral fiinctions are accurate. It
also show s that variation of param eters by a factor of
two or so away from the com puted ones can lad to sig—
ni cant changes In superconducting properties and, In
this instance, features of the second transition, due to
the lower gap, begin to appear. The spec1 c heat curve
was com puted before In Refs. [15, .16 and the penetra-
tion depth in Refs. f_l] :_2§] In these cases, our calcu—
lations (solid curves) con m previous ones and dem on—
strate that our calculational procedure is working cor-
rectly. For the penetration depth we did not Introduce
inpurity scattering. Impurities can a ect the penetra-
tion depth and were Inclided In Ref. tl7'] T he three sets
of penetration depth data are for clean (solid c:rc]es{5d
and t:aang]esﬂ49]) and dirty samples (solid squaresf:')]]
as discussed in {17 To our know ledge, the deviation
function has not been com puted and com pared w ith ex—
perin ent before and it ispresented forthe rsttin e here.
The data is from Refs. 5] (open circles) and [40] (solid
circles) and again agreem ent w ith calculation, with no
free param eters, is very good. Them IniImnum in the de-
viation function for the E liashberg calculation occurs at
T=T.= 0% and hasavalie of-0.054. In the experin ental
data, the m inim a occur at about T=T. = 06 and 0.65,
w ith values of about -0.05 and -0.045, respectively. For
reference, the oneband BC S value is 0.037 and strong
coupling m akesthisvalie even an aller and can even push
i to a positive value, hence anisotropy is com pensating
for the strong coupling e ects and is m aking this value
larger and m ore negau'ye.i_]:]

In Fjg.:j, we present the tem perature dependence of
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FIG.7: Gap ratios for the upper 2 1=ks Tc) and lower gap
(2 2=kg Tc) asa function of T=T.. Shown as the solid curves
are the predictions for the gap ratios given by our 1llE liash—
berg calculations forM gB», the dashed curves are the E liash-
berg calculations for the case of reducing the o diagonal ’'s
by half and the dotted curves show the classic BCS tem per—
ature dependences to illistrate the deviation of the tem per-
ature dependence of the E liashberg two-band calculation_for
M gB: . The open circles are the data from Iavarone et al [33],
where we have used a Tc = 383K to obtain their quoted
upper gap ratio value of 4.3. The solid dots are the data of
Gonnelliet al. Ell_l]

the two gap ratios orM gB, . O nce again the solid curve
is the full E liashberg calculation using the param eters
given forM gB, wih no adjustments. The ratio 1=

ncreases from 2.7 at T = 0 to about 35 at T.. The
tem perature-dependent behaviour shown here was also
und by Choiet aL[lé], Brinkm an et aLllS and Gol-
ubov et aLll9 A com parison with some of the m ore
recent experin ents is given by the open and c]osed cir-

cles, with the data taken from Iavarone et aL{38] and
Gonnelliet al ML J:espectmely Sin ilar data is ound in
other reﬁrenoes[42 .44 .45] In the case of the data by
Tavarone et al., the statem ent of T, was am biguous and
so we used their quoted value of the upper gap ratio of
4 3 along w ith their quoted value of the upper gap being
71 méeV todetem ine a T, = 383K used for the scaling
of the data for the plot presented here. The G onnelli et
al. data is presented based on the T. 0of 38 2K given In
their paper. T here is a very reasonable agreem ent of the
data w ith the calculation, once again, along w ith Fjg.-'_é,
this show s a consistency ofa num ber of sets ofdata from

severaldi erent types of experin ents w ith the one set of
param eters xed from band structure orM gB,. Thus
overall, the agream ent betw een theory and experin ent is
excellent and validates the tw o-band nature of supercon—
ductivity in this m aterdal. The dotted curves in Fjg.:j
are presented to show that the two-band calculations do
show deviation from a classic BCS tem perature depen—
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dence (w hld’l wasused In the origihalpresentationsofthe
data BS .41I . In particular, G onnelli et al. argued that
the deVJatJon of their lower gap data at tem peratures
above 25K (or T=T. = 065, here) from the BC S tem per-
ature dependence is an additional signature of the two—
band nature of the m aterial. However, we nd no such

dram atic suppression in the twoband calculationsat this
tem perature and only w ith the dashed curve, where we
have taken the o diagonal electron-phonon coupling to

be half of the usual value or M gB, do we nd an In-

ection point around 0.35. W e were not able to induce a

suppression ofthe lowergap in the viciniy ofT. by vary—
Ing the M gB, param eters slightly about their acoepted

values. However, such behaviour can be found in other
regin es ofthe param eter space not relevant toM gB , and

this feature and the issue raised by G onnelliet al. w illbe
discussed fuirther in the next section. To end, note that
an In ection point is also seen in the penetration depth

at about T=T. 035, as descrbbed rst by G olubov et
al[l'l] and also fund here (solid curve ofm iddle fram e
ofFi. d)

M ore results from our calculations as well as com par—
ison w ith data are presented in Table @ In the st col-
um n, we Inclide, for com parison, the oneband BC S val-
ues for the various din ensionless ratios. T he strong cou—
pling index is rst, ollowed by the m a pr gap to critical
tem perature ratio, the m inor gap ratio, the anisotropy

2= 1, the nom alized speci c heat jum p and the neg—
ative of is slope at T., TZ=H ?(0), and the inverse of
the nom alized slope at T. for the criticalm agnetic eld
and for the penetration depth. Inclided in the second
colum n, also for com parison, are the sam e indices for
Pb, the prototype, single-band, strong coupler. W e re—
m Ind the readerthat, In m any conventionalsuperconduc—
tors, strong coupling corrections are large and that the
data cannot be understood w ithout introducing them,
and these are to be di erentiated from those corrections
due to anisotropy. T he third coluim n gives the resuls of
our tw o-band calculations forM gB, . T his is followed by
a colum n giving experim ental values. It is clear that the
agream ent betw een theory and experin ent is good. N ote
that we have not attem pted to m ake a com plete survey
of all experim ents, but have tried to present as m any
as reasonable, wih no jidgem ent about the quality of
the data or sam ples, which m ight have in proved over
tin e. In addition, for the quantities related to slopes,
ie. g, hc(0), and y, we have tried to estin ate these our-
selves from the graphs in papers and so this should be
viewed as rough estin ates as the valies m ight change
w ith a m ore rigorous analysis of the originaldata. A Iso
show n are the resultswhen our renom alized BC S form u—
las of the prev10us section are I plem ented using M gB»
param eters[SZ], which allow s us to de ne a m easure of
strong coupling corrections, entered n coum n 6 as per—
centages. It is seen that M gB, is an intem ediate cou-—
pling case. T he next colum n show s the results when the
analytical expressions for strong coupling corrections to
renom alized BC S, given in the text, are applied. This
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TABLE I:Universaldin ensionless BC S ratios and theirm odi cation for strong coupling (SC) and two“band superconductivity.
RBCS stands for Renom alized BCS formula given in text. The percentage di erence between the fill E liashberg (E liash.)
calculation and RBC S, used to m easure the am ount of strong coupling correction, is given as $ SC and de ned as jE liash:

RBC S)=E liash :j.

R atio BCS Pb M gB» M gB» MgB, MgB» M gB» Lor Lor Lor Lor
oneband oneband E lash. E xpt. RBCS % SC RBCS+SC Eliash. RBCS % SC RBCS+SC
Te=!n 0.0 0.128 0.051 0.076° 0.0 0.052 0.15 0.0 0.15
2 1=ks Tc 3.53 449 4.17 3.64.6° 386 7 A% 415 4.97 384 23% 514
2 ,=kg Tc 3.53 449 1.55 101.9° 140 9.7% 2 .66 227 15%
2= 1 1.00 1.00 037 0.30-0.42° 0.36 2.7% 0535 0593 11%
C=T. 143 2.79 1.04 0.82-132° 0.817 21% 1.02 208 1.07 49% 1.97
g 3.77 -12 .68 328 -(237-431)¢ 832
TZ=H 2 (0) 0.168 0132 0225 0.183° 0247 98% 0.153 0193 26%
hc () 0576 0.465 0581 051806677 0629 83% 0500 0.621  24%
% 05 0311 125 122%,0547" 150 20% 132 0536 0861 61% 0.569
aRef.E:Z'SJ'_ = == g
PRefs. Bg, 41, 42,83, 24,44, 44)
°Refs. £3,40,33,47)7, 7L 7
9E stim,ated from Refs. B9, 40, 43]
°Ref. (] fe e
°E stin ated from Refs. 29,40, 4€] -.

9E stim ated from data gfRef. [50] as presented in [17]
"E stin ated from Ref. [49]

In proves the agreem ent w ith the full E liashberg resuls
as com pared to RBCS. Som e discrepancies rem ain due
In part to additional m odi cations Introduced by the
coupling of a strong coupling band wih a weak cou—
pling one through the o diagonal jj’s. The next four
colum ns were obtained for our Lorentzian spectral den-—
s:ii:ymodelei:h 11 = 13, 22 = 05, 12 = 21 = 02,
and ;; = 0. This was devised to have a strong cou-
pling index T.=! 1, 045 which is slightly largerthan Pb
and wellw ithin the range of realistic values for electron—
phonon superconductors. It is clear that strong coupling
corrections are now even m ore signi cant and cannot be
ignored In a com plete theory.

M ore inform ation on strong coupling e ects aswellas
on two-band anisotropy isgiven in F jg.ij", where we show
the sam e BC S ratios as considered in Tab]e:_i. In alleight
fram es, we haveused ourm odelL orentzian ?ljF (') spec—
tra. T he solid curves are results of i1l E liashberg calcu—
lations as a function of 1, = ,;,wih 17 xedatl1l3
and 22 at 05. The dashed curves are for com parison
and are based on our form ulas, ie, give renom alized
BC S resultsw ithout use of the strong coupling correction
form ulas. They, of course, can di er very signi cantly
from oneband universalBC S values because of the two—
band anisotropy. W e see that these e ects can be large
and that on com parison between the solid and dashed
curves, the strong coupling e ects can also be signi —
cant. As 15 = 51 is ncreased from zero, wih 1; and

22 ramainihng xed, the T. Increases and this leads to
the increase in T.=!1, from about 0.15at 1, = 51 =0
toover02 at 1, = ,; = 1. For all the indices consid—
ered here, we note that their values at Tc=!1, = 02 are
close to the values that they would have In a onedband

casei}'], and the rem aining anisotropy in the i5's play
only am nor roke. (O focourse, this is a qualitative state—
m ent since it is wellknown that the shape of °F (1) Por
xed T.=!1, can also a ect som ewhat the value ofBCS
J:atjosi_]:].) This is expected since In this case the uctu-
ation o the average ofany ;5 isbecom ing sm aller. For
RBCS all ratios have retumed to the oneband case at
12 = 21 = 1except Oory which rem ains 6% larger. W e
now comm ent on select indices separately. The nom al-
ized speci c heat ymp at T, in the m odel is given
by omul (2) with ¢ = 1. For 1, = 5 small
7 1+0(%)and b 7 0+ 0(4,). These con-
ditions mean that C= T rises slightly as 12 = 21
Increases, and eventually reaches 1.43. By contrast, the
solid curve Inclides, in addition, strong coupling e ects
which Increase the value ofthe jim p ratio rather rapidly.
For2 i;=kg T, the lower gaps have the sam e value for
12 = 21=Oasjtjsdetennjnedon]yby 22.ThijS
not so for the upper gaps. The dashed curve takes on
tsBCS value of 3.53, but the solid curve (an E liashberg
calculation) has strong coupling e ects as descrbed in
Fig.d. (Thismeansthat ,= ; is snaler for the solid
curve as com pared to the dashed one in the lower left-
hand frame.) As 1, = 21 Increases, the Iong-dashed
and lower short-dashed curves begin to deviate because
the form er starts to acquire strong coupling correctionsof
itsown through theo diagonal ’s.W hile the solid curve
also increases, the anisotropy between 1 and 2 decreases.
T he short-dashed curves show di erent behaviour. The
ratio 2 1=kg T, starts at 3.53, rises slightly towards 4
before tending tow ards 3.53 again. Now , the anisotropy
between , and 1 decreasesmainly because , iself
rises tow ards 3.53. The behaviourof TZ=H Z (0) (dashed
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FIG .8: Various BC S ratios as discussed in the text, shown as
a function of 12,where 21 = 12 (i.e. = 1), 11 = 113, and

22 = 0:5. The solid curves are those for the full E llashberg
calculation fora Lorentzian m odelof ZFij (!) spectra and the
short-dashed curves are for the renom alized BCS fom ulas
developed from the m odeland given in the text. For the
fram e w ith the gap ratios, the upper gap is given by the solid
curve and the lower gap is given by the long-dashed curve,
the upper and lower short-dashed curves are for the upper
and lower gaps, respectively, in RBCS.The rst fram e gives
the e ective T.=!1, for the E liashberg spectrum based on the
de nition given in the text.

curve) can be understood from Eq. C_gé) W hie =T,
as we have seen, does change som ewhat wih 1= 21,
a more in portant change is the u® factor in the denom -
nator of C38 which rapidly decreases this ratio towards
its BCS value of 0.168 as u Increases towards 1. The
behaviour of he (0) given by Eq. z_41. is m ore com plex.
T he num erator in the square root goes towards 1 + ,
asu? ! 1, more rapidl than the denom hator which
involres the ’s. Here, the num erator and denom ina—
tor com pete and consequently h. (0) xst increasesbefore
show Ing a slow decrease to s BCS valie. Finally, y In
formula 649) decreases w th increasing o diagonal be-
cause ofthe squarebracket in the denom nator. It isclear
from these com parisons between E liashberg and RBCS
that, in general, both strong coupling and anisotropy ef-
fects play a signi cant role in the din ensionless ratios,
and both need to be accounted for.
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FIG. 9: Upper frame: Specic heat in the superconduct—
ing state nom alized to the nom al state, Cs (T )= T, versus
T=Tco, where Ty is the T or only the 1: channel, wih all
others zero. Shown are curves for various o diagonal ’sw ith

11 = land 22 = 05. Three curvesare for 12 = 21 equal
to: 0.0001 (solid), 0.01 (short-dashed) and 0.1 (long-dashed).
Also shown are: 1, = 01 and ;1 = 001 (ie., = 10)
(dotdashed) and 12, = 001 and .1 = 01 (ie., = 0d)
(dotted). M iddle fram e: The super uid density [ (0)= (T )]2
versus T=T.o for the sam e param eters. Lower fram e: T he de—
viation function D (t) plotted versus T=T.o. T he dot-dashed
curve has been divided by 10 from its original value in order
to display it on the sam e scale as the other curves.

V. THE LIM IT OF NEARLY SEPARATE
BANDS

W hen 1, = 31 = 0, there exist two transition tem —
peratures T; and T, associated with 17 and 55, sepa—
rately, and for several properties, but not all, the super-
conducting state is the straight sum of the two bands as
they would be In isolation. Here, we w ish to study how
the integration of the two bands proceeds as 1, and/or

21 is switched on. Our st resuls related to this issue
are shown in Fjg.:_fi, which has three fram es. The top
fram e deals w ith the nom alized speci cheat Cg (T )=
as a function of tem perature, the m iddle, the nom alized
inverse square of the penetration depth [ 1 (0)=  (T)F
and the bottom gives the critical eld deviation func—
tion D (t) of Eqg. ('_3-5) In all cases, we have used our
Lorentzian m odel for the spectraldensities #,F (!) with

11 = land 5, = 05 xed for all curves. The solid
curves are for 1, = ;1 = 020001, shortdashed for
001, and longdashed for 01. In the top two frames,



the two separate transitions are easily identi ed In the
curves w ith solid line type. Because of the very small
valie of 12 = 1, the com posite curve is cbviously the
summ ation of two subsystem s, which are alm ost com —
pltely decoupled. However, already for 1, = ;3 = 0:01
which rem ains very sm all as com pared w ith the value of

11 and even ,,, the second transition (short-dashed
curve) becom es signi cantly sm eared. The two subsys—
tem s have undergone considerable Integration. In par—
ticular, the second speci ¢ heat jimp is rounded, be-
com ing m ore knee-lke. A Iso, the sharp edge or kink in
the solid curve for the super uid density is gone in the
short-dashed curve. Thus, to ocbserve clearly two dis-
tinct system s, the o diagonal ’sneed to be very am all.
Once 12 = 21 = 04 (long-dashed curve), the integra—
tion of the two subsystem s is very considerable if not
com plte. This does not m ean, however, that super-
conducting properties becom e identical to those for an
equivalent oneband system . A s Iong as the ijF (') are
not all the sam e, there w ill be anisotropy and this will
change properties as com pared w ith isotropic E liashberg
oneband resuls. N ote that in the solid E liashberg curve
ofF jg.:_é, a point of in ection rem ains, as com m ented on
by G olubov et aL[I'1]. In the case of the deviation finc-
tion (ower fram e), the solid curve show s a sharp cusp
which is related to the lower transition tem perature of
the decoupled bands but not quite at that value as this
fiinction is com posed from subtracting 1l  (T=T.)? from
H.(T)=H.(0). However, two distinct pieces of the curve
exist and notably near T. the curve has a very di erent
curvature from what isnom ally encountered. In particu—
lar, the tem perature dependence ofthe solid curve is con—
cave down at high tem perature in contrast to the usual
case of concave up. A s the bands are coupled through
larger and larger interband ’'s, the curve moves to a
shape m ore consistent w ith oneband behaviour. How—
ever, the curve ram ains negative due to the anisotropy,
w hile usually strong coupling would drive the curve pos—
itive w ith an overall concave-dow n curvaturef;'], which is
lustrated by the dotted curve for which the st band
dom inates, as we describe below .

T he other curves in these gures, dot-dashed and dot-
ted, are or = 10wih i, = 01 and ,; = 001, and

= 0dwih 1,= 001and ;= 0:, resgoectively. For

= 10, the second band w ith the sm aller of the two di-
agonalvalies of hasten tin es the density of states as
com pared to band 1 with the larger value. This large
disparity in densiy of states can have drastic e ects on
superconducting properties, and fiirtherm odify both the
observed tem perature dependence and the value of the
BCS ratios. The second speci ¢ heat jum p in the dash-
dotted curve, although smeared, is quite large as com —
pared with that In the solid or even the dashed curve.
A lso, it is to be noted that beyond the tem perature of
the owerm axinum in Cg (T )= T, the cuxrve showsonly
a very m odest increase, re ecting the low value of the
electronic density of states n band 1, and the ratio of
the jum p at T, to the nom alstate isnow quite reduced.
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The low density of states in band 1 isalso re ected in the
low value of the penetration depth curve m iddle fram e,
dash-dotted curve) In the tem perature region above T, .
F inally, we note that while we have chosen a large value
of for illustration here, M gB, hasan = 1:37 which,
by the above argum ents, would tend to accentuate the
features due to the second band.
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FIG . 10: Upper fram e: Individual contrbutions from each
band to the super uid density [ (0)= 1,2 (T )F as a function
of T=T.o, where Ty is the T. for the 11 channelalone, with
all others zero. Shown are curves for various o diagonal »:
w ih 11 = l, 22 = 015, and 12 = 0:0001. The threepa:irs
of curves are for ,; equal to: 0.0001 (solid), 0.01 (short—
dashed), and 0.1 (long-dashed). The curves which go to zero
at a lower tem perature correspond to [ (0)= 2 (T)F whike
those which goto zerocloseto 1l are or [ (0)= 1 (T )]2 . Lower
frame: Now the ,; is held xed at 0.0001 and the i, is
varied. T he three pairs of curves are for 12 equalto: 0.0001
(solid), 0.1 (short-dashed), and 02 (long-dashed). Here, the
ratio of the density of states has been taken to be 1 for
convenience of illistrating the curves on the sam e scale.

A very di erentbehaviourisobtainedwhen = 0:1 for
which case the electronic densiy of states in the second
band isreduced by a factoroften as com pared to the rst
band. In this case, the dotted curve applies and looks
much m ore like a standard oneband case w ith very sig—
ni cant strong coupling e ects C (T )= T’ 24. The
In uence of band 2 has been greatly reduced. Finally,
w e note that the introduction ofthe o diagonalelem ents
can change T.. In particular, the dot-dashed curve ends
at a considerably reduced value of critical tem perature as
com pared w ith the other curves. T his is consistent w ith
Fjg.:_i where we saw that increasing 1, for an allvalues



of ,; decreases T.. On the other hand, for the dotted
curve orwhich valuesof 1, and ;1 are interchanged as
com pared to the dash-dotted curve, T, ishardly a ected
because 1, isanalland it isthisparam eterwhich a ects
T. more. The two param eters 1, and ,; do not play
the sam e role in T, or for that m atter in the integration
process of the two bands. This ism ade clear in F ig. :_IQ‘
which deals only wih the penetration depth. W hat is
shown are the sgparate contrbutions to the super uid
density com ing from the two bands. In allcases, 11 =1
and 22 = 05.In thetop ﬁ:ame, 12 = 0:0001 and 21 is
varied. It is clear that as 57 is increased, the super uid
density associated w ith the second band rem ains signif-
icant even above the second transition tem perature T,
which iswellde ned in the solid curve. T his is the oppo-
site behaviour of what is seen In the lower fram e w here

21 rem amns at 0.0001 and 1, is Increased. In this case,
T. changes signi cantly but the super uid density associ-
ated w ith the second band rem ains negligble above T, .
Note nally that the relative size of the super uid den—
sity n each band will vary wih  and vg i, neither of
w hich have been properly acocounted for in this gure, as
we w ished to illustrate sokly thee ect of 1, and 31 on
the issue of integration of the bands and m odi cation of
Te.

The changes, wih the o diagonal elem ents ;, and
21, In the tem perature dependence of the upper and
low ergapsare closely correlated w ith those just described
fr the super uid density. T his is docum ented in Fig. 11
which hastwo frames. Tn allcases 17 = land 5, = 05.
In the top frame, 12 = 21 equalto 0.0001 (solid), 0.01
(short-dashed), and 0.1 (long-dashed). T he variouspairs
of curves apply to the upper and lower gap ratios. N ote
the long tails in the short-dashed curve (lower gap), still
an all but extending to T = T.. For the long-dashed
curve, the lower and upper gaps now have very sin ilar
tem perature dependences, but these are not yet identical
to BCS.W e have already seen in Fjg.:j, for the speci ¢
case ofM gB,, that the Iowergap fallsbelow BC S at tem —
peratures above T=T. ’ 0:7, which is expected when it
is viewed as an evolution out of two separate gaps, w ith
two T, values, due to increasing the o diagonalcoupling.
In the lower frame, we show results for = 10 (dot—
dashed) and = 0: (dotted). Again, as expected, the
tw o dash-dotted curves show distinct tem perature depen—
dences w hile for the dotted they are very sim ilar.

A very sin ilar story em erges when interband :mpu—
rity scattenng is considered. Results are given in Fig. :12
and Fig. .13 Fi. .12 has three fram es. Here,

22 = 0:5, and 12 = 21 < 0:0001, w ith our Lorentzian
electron-phonon spectral functions ij (') describbed
previously. The top fram e deals with the tem perature
dependence ofthe nom alized superconducting state elec—
tronic speci cheat Cs (T)= T . Them iddk fram e gives
the gap ratiosof ; and ; and thusthe curvescom e in
pairs,with 1 > ,.And the bottom fram e show s the
deviation function D (t) for the them odynam ic critical
m agnetic eld. W hat is varied in the various curves is

11 =1,
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FIG. 11: Upper frame: Upper and lower gap ratios,

2 1;2=kB Tco, versus T=Tco, where Tco is the Tc for the 11
channelalone, w ith all ’s zero. Shown are curves for various
o diagonal ’'swih 11 = 1 and 2, = 05. Three pairs of
curves are for 12 = 21 equalto: 0.0001 (solid), 0.01 (short—
dashed) and 0.1 (long-dashed). Lower frame: Same as for
upper fram e except now are shown: 12 = 01 and 21 = 001
(ie., = 10) (dotdashed) and 1, = 0:01 and ,; = 01
(ie., = 0:) (dotted).

the interband in purity scattering rate t;, = t;

to be equalin value, ie.,, = 1). The solid curve, which
clearly shows two transitions, is ort;, = 0. It is to be
noted rst, that in all cases, o diagonal In purity scat-
tering changes the value of the critical tem perature, re—
ducihg it to less than 0.8 of its pure value in the case
of the dot-dashed curve. This decrease n T, does not
translate, how ever, Into a steady decrease in the speci c
heat imp at Tc. W e see that whilk the Jum p initially de-
creases w ith increasing tj, = t,,, eventually i increases
and is largest for the dot-dashed curve. Both W atanabe
and K JtaBO] and M ishonov et al.BL], using only an un-
renom alized BCS m odel, nd an increase w ith in purity
scattering and no Iniial decrease as is found in the full
E liashberg calculation. This is a clear illustration that,
at m lnimum , a renom alized BCS form ula needs to be
used to capture the qualitative trend and fullE liashberg
theory is required if one w ishes to be quantitative. It is
also clearthat as Interband im purity scattering Increases,
the jimp In the speci ¢ heat at the second transition,
seen in the solid curve, is rapidly washed out and little
rem ains of this anom aly in the dot-dashed curve. Even
the long-dashed curve show s little structure in this re—
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FIG. 12: Top frame: Specic heat In the superconduct—

ing state nom alized to the nom al state, Cs (T )= T, versus
T=Tco, where T¢o is the T. for the pure case. Here, 11 = 1,

22 = 05, and 12 = 21 = 0:0001. Shown are curves for
varying tj, = t,; equalto: 0.0 (solid), 001 (short-dashed),
02 (long-dashed), and 0.5 (dot-dashed) in units of T¢o. No—
tice that the value of the Jimp at T st dips and then rises
w ith in purity scattering. M iddle frame: 2 1;2=kg Tco versus
T=Tco . The upperthree curves corresoond to 2 1=kg T and
the lower three to 2 ,=kg T¢p, with the curves labelled the
sam e way as in the upper fram e. Only the rst three inpu-
rity cases are shown for clarity. T he other progresses in the
sam em anner w ith the T. reducing fiirther and the gapsm ov—
ing closer to a comm on valie. Bottom fram e: T he deviation
function D (t) versus T =T, again w ith the curves labelled the
sam e way as in the top fram e.

gion, in analogy to what we found to hold for the case
of increasing the o diagonal electron-phonon elem ents.
N ote, how ever, there rem ains a point of in ection which
has m oved to higher tem perature. Such a shift of the
In ection point can also be brought about by increasing
the o diagonal ’'sasseen in Fig. H

T he tem perature dependence ofthe gap ratios m Jdd]e
fram e of Fig. l14) also m irror what we fund i Fig.ild.
T he dashed curves exhibit quite distinct tem perature de—
pendencesbetween 1 and , whil thisisno longerthe
case for the pair of long-dashed curves. Note that, as
com pared to the solid curve, the anisotropy in the gaps
for the long-dashed curve hasbeen reduced considerably.
The upper gap has decreased and the lower increased
even m ore. The washing out of the gap anisotropy by
o diagonalin purity scattering is expected and hasbeen
studied theoretically 33, 53] and experin entally [54]. For
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carbon doping, the gaps are seen to m erge at about 13%
for which T. has been reduced to about 20 K with the
large gap reducing to s BC S value and the sn aller gap
m oving upw ards only very little In contrast to ourm odel
calculations for which the lower gap changes relatively
more and isotropy is reached at about a 30% reduc-
tion in T.. O f course, as one dopes, the electronic den-
sity of states and the electron-phonon param eters also
change t_S-Q‘], and one needs to nclide these in addition to
any interband scattering.

F inally, the e ect of interband ordinary in purity scat—
tering on the deviation fiinction, show s a behaviour sin i~
larto that found ﬁ)rparam agnetic In purities in oneband
superconductors BS ]. Initially, as In the other properties,
the in purities sm ear the structure related to the second
transition tem perature (in this case the cusp feature in
the solid curve) and once the two bands are airly well
Integrated, then lke param agnetic in purities, the e ect
here is to keep the m nImum at the sam e tem perature
but change its value. A key di erence though is that,
In the case of param agnetic im purities In oneband, the
extrem um in the curve m oves from positive (@nd strong
coupling) to negative (and weak coupling) because the
gap is being reduced towards zero. Here, w ith the two
bands, the in purities do not reduce T., and hence the
gap, to zero, but rather to a nite value related to the
washing out of the anisotropy between the two bands,
and hence the extrem um in this case w illm ove from neg—
ative (where i is positioned due to large anisotropy) to
an aller values, re ecting this.

Next we tum to the results given in Fig. :_l-j, w hich
show s the tem perature dependence of the super uid den-
sity for various values of in purity param eters. Again,
22 = 015, and 12 = 21 = 0:0001 w ith the
Lorentzian spectra. W hat is ilustrated in these four
fram es is how very di erent the e ect of t];, ty,, t,,
and t;; are. The solid curve is for reference and is the
pure case. Once agaln, Por the case of varying t{z and
t;,, we have violated the constraint that their ratio m ust
be xed by the ratio ofthe density of states. Thiswe can
do theoretically to decouple and, therefore, illustrate the
e ects of these di erent scattering channels, but in real
system s, they would be constrained and the net result
would be a combination of the e ects from both chan-
nels. Thetop kft fram e show sthee ect on the super uid
density of Increasing the im purity scattering in the rst
band (intraband scattering). Such im purities reduce the
super uid density in band 1 while laving band 2 unal-
tered. In the lower right-hand fram e i is the super uid
density in the second band that is reduced, laving the

rst unchanged. T, is una ected by intraband in puriy
scattering in isotropic s-w ave superconductorsdue to An—
derson’s theorem . The top right-hand fram e show s that
increasing t;, reduces the critical tem perature as well
as reduces the super uid density in band one w ithout,
however, having much e ect on the second band. The
kink associated w ith the rise ofthe second band ishardly
changed as tj, is not the integrating variablk, rather it

11 = 1,
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FIG.13: E ect of Im purity scattering on the super uid den—
sity [ o (0)= (T)F, plotted versus T=T¢;, where T¢p and ¢ (0)
are for the pure case. Each fram e shows the e ect of the
di erent type of im purity scattering keeping all other im —
purity tem s equal to zero. The spectrum param eters are:

11 = 1, 22 = O:5,and 12 = 21 = 0:0001. The solid curve
in all cases is for the pure case oft;.'j = 0. In the upper kft
fram e: t;,=Tco = 02 (short-dashed) and 2.0 (long-dashed). In
the upper right fram e: t],=Tco = 02 (short-dashed) and 04
(long-dashed). In the lower left fram e: tzl=Tco = 0:02 (short—
dashed) and 0.1 (long-dashed). In the lower right frame:
t;2=Tco = 02 (short-dashed) and 2.0 (long-dashed).

is t;rl which integrates rapidly the bands as seen In the
lower left-hand fram e. H owever, in this case, the critical
tem perature is hardly changed and there is little change
to the curve above T=T, ’ 0:7.

VI. THE LIM IT OF PURE OFFDIAGONAL
COUPLING

W hile the twodband nature n M gB,, driven by the
electron-phonon interaction, is wellestablished, there
have been m any reports of possible two-band supercon—
ductivity In other system s, lncliding the conventional
A 15 com pound Nb3Sn[::>é] W ih a T. = 18 K and a
main gap 2 u 49T, there is speci ¢ heat evidence
for a second gap at 0:8T.. O ther system s are NbSe, {'57],
Y ,C3 and LayCs {53] and poss:b]y a second nonsupercon—
ducting band in CeColns 59] In the triplet spin state
superconductor SR uO 4 l60], a am all gap is induced in
the second band. A stw o-band superconductivity is kel
to be a w idespread phenom enon, not con ned to electron—
phonon systam s, it seam s appropriate to Investigate fur-
ther an extended range of param eter space for the i3's
and in particular the possbility that the o diagonalele—
m ents are the dom inant m echanisn for superconductiv—
iy.

In the lin it of pure o diagonalcoupling, where 11 =

RA, /KT,

A/ A,

10.0

4.0

1
L1l

1.0 1.5
>\12

FIG . 14: Upper fram e: G ap ratios for the upper (2

and lowergap (2

Here,
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1=ks Tc)
2=kp Tc) asa function of 1, forvarying ,i:
0.01 (sold), 0.1 (dotted), and 0.3 (dashed).

22 = 0. This is for com parison with Suhlet aLE&]. Lower
fram e: G ap anisotropy, u = 2= 1, versus

11 =0,

12 for the sam e

param eters and curve labels as the upper fram e. N ote that

12

21 Ispltted. W ith 1, <
reversed with 1 $ 2 and

21, the roles are sin ply
2 would becom e the large gap, etc.

22 = 0,Eq. {12 for the coupling A, which detem ines
T. from Eq. ClL),smp]lesto

and the ratio ofthe gap to T, given in Eq. ¢_2-]_.:) becom es

The

T his equation givesu in tem s of

de n

2
kg Tc

ratio 12= 21 =

iion 0 < u

L= 354exp A

A= p——m;

12 21

21

can be taken
for the gap anisotropy u= ,= 1 written as:

p—

l=——uhu:
A

obtaining a solution of ¢53) is that

u

1< 0 or

u

5 -

1 and Eqg.

(1)

(52)
20
(53)
and A . Since by is

1, u nu is negative so a condition on

(54)

For a trial solution of u = 0, this would give 1 <

<

100. For

= 60, as an example, A = 4:46 and



2 1=kg Tc " 9:{7, which is very large. This occurs for
Te=!m 102, using W (113! ,=T.) = A, which is ;n
the weak ocoupling regin e. However, to achieve an up-
per gap ratio value greaterthan 11 or so, w ill corresoond
an unrealistically smallvalie of Tc=!1, (of order 10 *°,
for exampl). In Fjg.:;Lfi, we show results n the upper
frame for 2 1,,=kg T. versus 1, for various ;; values.
In the lower fram e, we show u versus 1,. The di er-
ence between Fjg.-'_l-f: and Fjg.:_3 show s that large values
of 2 1=ky T, are more naturally cbtained in the pure
o diagonal regin e and are associated aswellw ith an all
valuesofu and the weak coupling regim e. T his latter fea—
ture i plies that there w illbe no further strong coupling
corrections to an already large gap ratio. W e have also
calculated the them odynam ics and super uid density in
this regim e, or a range of param eters, but have found
these properties to show quite ordinary behaviour and
have discovered no new physics. For the sake ofbrevity,
w e present none of these results but instead note that in

this lim it the ’sare
1 1 1
L= -1+ 2 =214 = (55)
1 1
2= = 1+ 22 =2+ ) (56)
2 21 2
w ith = 1= 51, and hence, the various din ensionless
ratios are:
= 143 4 (57)
. oa+ )2
and
r r
he(0) = — Oy ) v 58)
R 32 + 2
and
0 1@+ 1+
.OYL() _ 1 ) ( ); 59)
I T e 4 +
where = v, 1+ 12)=v%, 1+ 21). The ratio forthe

zero tem perature critical eld ofEq. (:_3@:) doesnot change
itsfom and so isnot repeated here. T hese ratiosbehave,
qualitatively, no di erently from whatwe found in section
IIT. A di erence worth noting is the follow ing. In lnear
order, the e ect of interband in purity scattering on T.
takes the orm {16-18):

T 2
- S - 2l 2 (60)
c0 12

which is always negative and larger for param agnetic
than for nom al In purities. It can also be very large
for |, 1. This is another distinction between pure
o diagonal coupling and M gB ;, for exam ple. In ocbtain-
jl'lg c_6(j), we have used the fact that 12= 21 = 12= 21

and 1= 51 > 1.
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VII. CONCLUSIONS

W e have calculated them odynam ics, gap anisotropy
and penetration depth for a two-band E liashberg super-
conductor. For the param eters appropriate to M gB,
which are obtained from rst principle band structure
calculations of the electron-phonon spectral functions,
we nd good agreem ent w ith the existing experim ental
data. W e reduce the E liashberg equations to a renor-
m alized BCS form by application of the two-square-well
approxin ation. Com parison of these results w ith those
from the fullE liashberg equations allow s us to determ ine
strong coupling corrections, which we nd to be signif-
icant In M gB,. W hen the param eters for the electron-
phonon Interaction arem oved aw ay from those speci cto
M gB,, the strong coupling corrections can becom e m uch
larger, and superconducting properties re ect this fact,
as well as the change In anisotropy between the bands.
W ithin the approxin ation, we derive sinple ana—
Iytic expressions for the various din ensionlessBC S ratios
which would be universal In the oneband case, but are
not in the two-band one. T hey depend on the anisotropy
and particularly on the ratio of the electronic density of
states in the two bands. The anisotropy in the ratio of
the two gaps at zero tem perature is nvestigated and is
found to ncreaseas ,; isreduced and m ade repulsive, in
which case the existence of superconductivity in the st
band, and the o diagonalcoupling to i, inducesa gap In
a band which would, on is own, not be superconducting.

W e have paid particular attention to the lim it ofnearly
decoupled bands, ie., an all interband coupling, w ith the
superconductivity orighating from 17 and ,; in the

rst and second band, respectively. W hen 1,; 21 ! 0,
there are two transitions at T.; and T, and two speci ¢
heat jum ps. A s the interband coupling is tumed on, the
tw o bands becom e integrated and the second transition
an ears. W e have found that the two param eters, 1, and

21, havevery di erent e ectson the an earing ofthe sec—
ond transition and on T.. 1, largely m odi es T, reduc—
Ing i, whereas, ;; alters the lower tem perature region
around the second transition. O nly very sm all values of

21,asocompared with 17 and ,,, are needed to cause
large changes in the region around T, . Tt was found that
a am allam ount of interband in purity scattering can also
signi cantly sm ear the second transition, and so reduce
the distinction between the two bands. H owever, even
when the two bands are well-integrated and a sharp sec—
ond transition is no longer easily discemible, this does
not im ply that the superconducting properties becom e
those of a one-band superconductor. A nisotropy rem ains
and this a ects properties.

In view of the possible w idespread occurrence of two—
band superconductiviyy, even for system s wih exotic
m echanisn not necessarily due to the electron-phonon in-
teraction, we deem ed it of interest to consider the case of
zero intraband coupling, 11 = 22 = 0, wih supercon—
ductivity due only to the interband 31, and 231, which
need not have the sam evalue. W hen these arevery di er—



ent, the resulting gaps are quite di erent from each other
and the ratio of ; to T, can becom e large particularly in
the weak coupling lin it. This is a distinguishing feature
ofpure o diagonalcoupling. A nother distinguishing fea—
ture is the possbility of a rapid reduction of T, towards
zero by Interband in purity scattering, as com pared w ith
the case forwhich the diagonalelem ents play the leading
rolke.
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