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N M R relaxation tim e in a clean tw o-band superconductor

K . V. Sam okhin and B. M itrovi�c
Departm ent ofPhysics, Brock University, St.Catharines, O ntario, Canada L2S 3A1

(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

W e study the spin-lattice relaxation rate ofnuclearm agnetic resonance in a two-band supercon-

ductor.Both conventionaland unconventionalpairing sym m etriesforan arbitrary band structurein

theclean lim itare considered.The im portance ofthe inter-band interference e�ectsisem phasized.

The calculations in the conventionalcase with two isotropic gaps are perform ed using a two-band

generalization ofEliashberg theory.

PACS num bers:74.25.N f,74.20.-z

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Although the Ferm isurface in m ost superconductors

consists of m ore than one sheet, this does not neces-

sarily m ean that allthose m aterials are m ulti-band su-

perconductors. The true m ulti-band (in particulartwo-

band) superconductivity is in fact a rather uncom m on

phenom enon characterized by a signi�cantdi�erence in

the orderparam eterm agnitudesin di�erentbands. For

thisto be the case,the system hasto satisfy som equite

stringent requirem ents,nam ely the pairing interactions

and/or the densities ofstates should vary considerably

between thebandsand theinter-band processes,e.g.due

to im purity scattering,should be weak. Although som e

exam pleshavebeen known sinceearly 1980s,1 therecent

swellofinterest in this subject has been largely stim u-

lated by the discovery oftwo-band superconductivity in

M gB2.
2 M ost ofthe experim entalevidence,see Ref. 3

and the references therein,support the conclusion that

there are two distinctsuperconducting gaps� � and � �

in thism aterial,with � �=� � ’ 2:63.4 (There are actu-

ally fourbandscrossing the Ferm ilevelin M gB2,which

canbegroupedinto2quasi-two-dim ensional�-bandsand

2 three-dim ensional�-bands and described by an e�ec-

tive two-band m odel.) O thercandidatesform ulti-band

superconductivity which have em erged recently include

nickelborocarbides,5 NbSe2,
6 and alsotheheavy-ferm ion

com poundsCeCoIn5 (Ref. 7)and CePt3Si(Ref. 8). It

seem sm orelikelyto�nd atwo-bandsuperconductivityin

unconventionalm aterials,sincethey areintrinsically in a

clean lim it,so atleastthegap averagingdueto im purity

scattering isnote�ective.

Theoretically, a two-band generalization of the

Bardeed-Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) m odel was intro-

duced independenly by Suhl, M atthias, W alker,9 and

M oskalenko.10 In subsequent developm ents, m any as-

pects of the m ulti-band m odel have been studied, in-

cludingthetherm odynam icand transportproperties,the

e�ects of im purities and strong coupling, etc.11,12,13,14

Surprisingly,littleattention hasfocussed on such an im -

portantcharacteristic asthe spin-lattice relaxation rate

T
� 1
1 of nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R).The m ea-

surem ents ofT
� 1
1 probe the properties ofthe electron

subsystem which arelocalin realspaceand thereforeex-

trem ely non-localin them om entum space.15 In thepres-

enceofm ultipleFerm i-surfacesheetsthiswould giverise

to inter-band interference term s in T
� 1
1 , even without

any inter-band scattering due to interactionsorim puri-

ties.Theinter-band term sin T � 1
1 arenotnegligibleand

canbeexpectedtostronglya�ectthetem peraturedepen-

denceoftherelaxation ratecom pared to thesingle-band

case.16

The purpose ofthisarticle isto calculate the nuclear

spin relaxation rate in a two-band superconductor,for

both conventionaland unconventionaltypes ofpairing.

W e focus on singlet pairing in the absence of im puri-

ties,assum ing that the relaxation is dom inated by the

Ferm icontact interaction between the nucleus and the

conduction electrons.Thearticleisorganized asfollows.

In Sec. II,we develop a generalform alism based on an

anisotropic two-band BCS m odeland show that,while

the resulting expressionsin the unconventionalcase are

well-de�nedand can becalculatedwithoutanyadditional

com plications,in the conventionalisotropiccaseoneen-

countersdivergentintegrals.In Sec.III,wesingleoutthe

isotropiccase fora strong-coupling theory treatm ent,in

which the divergencesaresm eared outdueto thequasi-

particlelifetim ee�ects.In Sec.IV,weapply thegeneral

theory to the relaxation rate on the 25M g site in M gB2

using the realisticstrong-coupling param eters.

II. W EA K C O U P LIN G T H EO R Y

W ithoutthe lossofgenerality,weconsiderthe caseof

anuclearspin I = 1=2located attheorigin ofthecrystal

lattice. Higher values ofI change only the overallpre-

factorin the expression forthe relaxation rate,15 which

dropsout ofthe ratio ofthe relaxation rates in the su-

perconducting and the norm alstates. The spin-lattice

relaxation rate due to the hyper�ne contactinteraction

ofthe nucleuswith the band electronsisgiven by

R �
1

T1T
= �

J2

2�
lim
!0! 0

Im K R
+ � (!0)

!0
; (1)

where J is the hyper�ne coupling constant, !0 is the

NM R frequency,and K R
+ � (!0) is the Fouriertransform

ofthe retarded correlator ofthe electron spin densities
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atthe nuclearsite:

K
R
+ � (t)= � ih[S+ (0;t);S� (0;0)]i�(t): (2)

Here S� (r;t) = eiH etS� (r)e
� iH et, H e is the electron

Ham iltonian,and

S+ (r)=  
y

"
(r) #(r); S� (r)=  

y

#
(r) "(r) (3)

(~ = kB = 1 in our units, and the spin quantization

axisisalong theexternalm agnetic�eld H ).Thederiva-

tion of Eq. (1) is outlined in Appendix A. The re-

tarded correlatoris obtained by analyticalcontinuation

of the M atsubara tim e-ordered correlator: K R
+ � (!) =

K (�m )ji�m ! !0+ i0
+ ,with �m = 2�m T.

W e assum e that there are two spin-degenerate elec-

tron bandsin the crystal(the generalization to an arbi-

trary num ber ofbands is straightforward),and neglect

the spin-orbitcoupling. The two-band generalization of

the BCS Ham iltonian readsH e = H 0 + H int,
9 where

H 0 =
X

i;k�

�i;kc
y

i;k�
ci;k� (4)

is the non-interacting part (i = 1;2 is the band index,

� = ";#isthespin projection,and thechem icalpotential

� isincluded in theband dispersion),and H int = H
(1)

int
+

H
(2)

int + H
(12)

int is the pairing interaction. For anisotropic

singletpairing,wehave

H
(i)

int =
1

2

X

k;k0

Vii(k;k
0)c

y

i;k"
c
y

i;� k#
ci;� k0#ci;k0"

H
(12)

int =
1

2

X

k;k0

V12(k;k
0)c

y

1;k"
c
y

1;� k#
c2;� k0#c2;k0"

+ H:c: (5)

TheHam iltoniansH
(1)

int and H
(2)

int describetheintra-band

pairing ofelectrons,while H
(12)

int
describesthe pairscat-

tering between the bands. The inter-band interactions

ofthe form c
y

1;k"
c
y

2;� k#
c2;� k0#c1;k0" are suppressed ifthe

band splitting islargecom pared to allenergy scalesrel-

evantto superconductivity.W e assum e,following Hebel

and Slichter16 that,while the resonance is observed in

a strong �eld in the norm alstate,the relaxation takes

placein a uniform superconducting stateafterswitching

o� the �eld.

Thepairingsym m etry isthesam ein both bandsand is

determ ined by one ofthe irreducible representations,�,

ofthepointgroup ofthecrystal.ThefunctionsVij(k;k
0)

are non-zero only in a thin energy shellnear the Ferm i

surfacesand can be represented in a factorized form :

Vij(k;k
0)= Vij

d�X

a= 1

’a(k)’a(k
0); (6)

where’a(k)arethebasisfunctions,and d� isthedim en-

sionality of�.In the absenceoftim e-reversalsym m etry

breaking ’a’scan bechosen real.Thebasisfunctionsdo

nothave to be the sam e in both bands,but we neglect

thiscom plication here.

Thepropertiesofoursuperconductorcan bedescribed

using a standard �eld-theoreticalform alism in term s of

the norm aland anom alousG or’kov functions:17

G i;�� (k;�)= ��� G i(k;�);

Fi;�� (k;�)= (i�2)�� Fi(k;�);

F
y

i;��
(k;�)= (� i�2)�� F

y

i(k;�);

which can becom bined into a 2� 2 m atrix G reen’sfunc-

tion

Ĝ i(k;�)=

�
G i(k;�) � Fi(k;�)

� F
y

i(k;�) � Gi(� k;� �)

�

: (7)

In the m ean-�eld approxim ation,the interaction Ham il-

tonian isreduced to the form

H int =
1

2

X

i;k

� i;kc
y

i;k"
c
y

i;� k#
+ H:c:; (8)

where� i;k isthesuperconductingorderparam eterin the

ith band,which can be written as

� i;k =
X

a

�i;a’a(k); (9)

with �i;a being the order param eter com ponents. Both

orderparam etersappearatthesam ecriticaltem perature

Tc,but have di�erent tem perature dependences,which

can be found by solving a system of2d� self-consistency

equationsforthefunctions�i;a(T).In thefrequency rep-

resentation,the G reen’sfunctions(7)becom e

Ĝ i(k;!n)= �
i!n�0 + �i;k�3 + �̂ i;k

!2n + �2
i;k

+ j� i;kj
2
; (10)

where�i arePaulim atrices,!n = (2n + 1)�T,and

�̂ i;k =

�
0 � i;k

� �
i;k 0

�

: (11)

Now wereturn to thecalculation oftherelaxation rate

(1). Forzero spin-orbitcoupling,the spin operators(3)

can be written in the band representation,using

 �(r)=
1
p
V

X

i;k

e
ikr

ui;k(r)ci;k�; (12)

where ui;k(r) are the Bloch functions, which are pe-

riodic in the unit cell, and V is the system volum e.

Inserting these into Eqs. (3), one obtains the M at-

subara spin correlator K (�) = � hT�S+ (0;�)S� (0;0)i,

which can be decoupled in the m ean-�eld approxim a-

tion, using the G reen’s functions (7). In the absence

oftim e-reversalsym m etry breaking,one can show that
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ui;� k(0) = u�i;k(0). Then, taking the therm odynam ic

lim it,we have

K (�m )=
1

2
T
X

n

Z

k1;2

Tr[̂G(k1;!n + �m )Ĝ(k2;!n)];

(13)

where
Z

k

(:::)= lim
V ! 1

1

V

X

k

(:::)=

Z
dD k

(2�)D
(:::);

and

Ĝ(k;!n)=
X

i

jui;k(0)j
2
Ĝ i(k;!n); (14)

with Ĝ i(k;!n)given by Eq.(10).

Calculatingthem atrix tracesand theM atsubarasum s

in Eq.(13)followed bytheanalyticalcontinuation toreal

frequencies,we �nd thatthe im aginary partofK R
+ � (!)

isproportionalto ! at! ! 0.The m om entum integrals

arecalculated m aking theusualassum ption thatui;k(0)

and � i;k weakly depend on �i;k in the vicinity ofthe

Ferm isurface (i.e. within the energy range ofthe order

ofT). W e introduce the localdensity ofquasiparticle

statesatr = 0:N (!)= N 1(!)+ N 2(!)(! > 0),where

N i(!) =
1

2

Z

k

jui;k(0)j
2
�(! � Ei;k)

= N F;i

*

jui;k(0)j
2 !
p
!2 � j�i;kj

2

+

i

; (15)

where E i;k =

q

�2
i;k

+ j� i;kj
2 is the Bogoliubov excita-

tion energy in the ith band,the angularbracketsstand

for the average over the Ferm i surface, and N F;i =

(1=8�3)
R
dSF =jvF;ijisthedensity ofstatesattheFerm i

levelin the ith band. The angular integration in Eq.

(15) is restricted by the condition j� i;kj� !. W e also

introducethe function M (!)= M 1(!)+ M 2(!),where

M i(!) =
1

2

Z

k

� i;k

E i;k

jui;k(0)j
2
�(! � Ei;k)

= N F;i

*

jui;k(0)j
2 � i;k
p
!2 � j�i;kj

2

+

i

: (16)

Then,

R = J
2

1Z

0

d!

�

�
@f

@!

�
�
N

2(!)+ jM (!)j2
�
; (17)

wheref(!)= (e!=T + 1)� 1 isthe Ferm ifunction.

For � i(k) = 0,we have M (!) = 0,and the norm al-

state relaxation rate is given by R n = J2N 2
n=2,where

N n = N n;1 + N n;2,

N n;i = N F;i



jui;k(0)j

2
�

i
: (18)

Finally,we obtain for the ratio ofthe NM R relaxation

ratesin the superconducting and the norm alstates

R s

R n

= 2

1Z

0

d!

�

�
@f

@!

�
N 2(!)+ jM (!)j2

N 2
n

: (19)

Aswe pointed outatthe beginning ofthisSection,our

resultdoesnotdepend on thenuclearspin I.Theexpres-

sion (19)hastwonotableproperties.First,therelaxation

rate is controlled by the localdensities ofquasiparticle

states. O nly in the lim itofa single-band isotropic pair-

ing can one express R in term s ofthe totaldensity of

statesand recoverthe Hebel-Slichterform ula,16 see Sec.

IIA below.Second,the contributionsto the spin-lattice

relaxation ratefrom di�erentbandsarenotsim ply addi-

tive,since thereareinter-band interferenceterm sin Eq.

(19).Theseterm sarepresenteven in theabsenceofany

inter-band interactionsorim purity scatteringand can be

traced back to the localcharacterofthe hyper�ne cou-

pling IS,which m ixestogetherthe electron statesnear

the Ferm isurfacefrom di�erentbands.

A . C onventionalpairing

The order param eter is \conventional" if it trans-

form saccording to the unity representation ofthe point

group �.18 The gap functions � i;k can be isotropic or

anisotropic,with M s(!)6= 0 in both cases.

Assum ing the isotropic pairing with a uniform order

param eter,wehave� i;k = � i,whereboth gap functions

can be chosen realwithout loss ofgenerality. O ne can

view thisasan extrem ecaseofanisotropicsuperconduc-

tivity on an extended singlesheetoftheFerm isurface,in

which thegap function isallowed totakeonly twovalues,

� 1 and � 2.Thedensitiesofstatesbecom e

N (!)=
X

i

N n;i

!
p
!2 � �2i

; (20)

M (!)=
X

i

N n;i

� i
p
!2 � �2i

: (21)

Substituting these expressions in Eq. (19) we arrive at

a logarithm ically divergent integral. The origin ofthis

divergence is the sam e as in the Hebel-Slichter form ula

in the single-band case:16 one has to square the BCS-

like density ofquasiparticle states,which is singular at

E = � 1;� 2.Allowing fora non-zero NM R frequency !0
yieldstherelaxation ratewhich isstillm uch higherthan

thatobserved in experim ent.19

O ne can sm earoutthe singularity and cuto� the di-

vergenceeitherby introducing som egap anisotropy,20 or

by taking into accountthestrong-coupling e�ects,which

lead to a �nitelifetim eofquasiparticlesand thereforeto

energy-dependentcom plex gap functions.21 W hich m ech-

anism ism oreim portantdependson them aterial.In Sec.

IIIbelow,we adoptthe latter point ofview and derive

thestrong-coupling expression fortherelaxation ratefor

an isotropicgap.
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B . U nconventionalpairing

Ifthe orderparam etertransform saccording to a non-

unity representation of the point group, then it fol-

lows from the obvious property ofthe Bloch functions

jui;gk(0)j
2 = jui;k(0)j

2 (g isan arbitrary elem entofthe

pointgroup)thatM (!)= 0.Therefore,

R s

R n

= 2

1Z

0

d!

�

�
@f

@!

� �
N 1(!)+ N 2(!)

N n;1 + N n;2

�2

; (22)

whereN i(!)and N n;i arede�ned by Eqs.(15)and (18)

respectively. In m ost cases the integralconverges,be-

causethesquare-rootsingularity in thedensity ofstates

is sm eared out by the intrinsic anisotropy of the gap.

The only exception is an unconventionalorderparam e-

terwith isotropic gap (e.g. an analog ofthe B -phase of
3He in a charged isotropicsuperuid),in which casethe

integralisagain logarithm ically divergent.

Since the inter-band pair scattering H
(12)

int in Eq. (5)

induces the order param eters ofthe sam e sym m etry in

both bands,thelow-energybehaviorofN 1(!)and N 2(!)

ischaracterized by the sam epowerlaw.Ifthere areline

(point)nodesin the gap,then N 1;2(!)/ ! (!2)at! !

0,18 and R / T 2 (T 4)asT ! 0.22,23 Thisbehaviorhas

indeed been observed in m ostheavy-ferm ion com pounds,

fora recentreview seeRef.24.

Thispicture willchange ifthe gap m agnitudesin the

bandsareconsiderably di�erent(asm entioned in theIn-

troduction,there are indicationsthatthis m ightbe the

casein such m aterialsasCeCoIn5 and CePt3Si).Forex-

am ple,ifthe gap in one band is m uch sm aller than in

the other,then,taking the lim it� 2;k ! 0,one obtains

instead ofEq.(22)

R s

R n

= 2

1Z

0

d!

�

�
@f

@!

�

�
N 2
1(!)+ 2N 1(!)N n;2 + N 2

n;2

(N n;1 + N n;2)
2

: (23)

W hile the last term in the integralcontributes to the

residualrelaxation rate atT = 0,it is the second term

thatcontrolsthe power-law behavioratlow T: we now

haveR = const+ aT forlinenodes,and R = const+ aT 2

forpointnodes.

Asan illustration ofthe above results,letusconsider

a sim ple exam ple ofa quasi-two-dim ensionaltwo-band

superconductorwith circularFerm isurfacesand ad-wave

gap � 1;k = � 0 cos2�,which hasverticallinesofnodes.

Thefraction ofthedensity ofstatesfrom theelectronsin

theunpaired band isr= N n;2=(N n;1+ N n;2).TheFerm i-

surfaceaveragein Eq.(15)can be doneanalytically:

N 1(!)

N n;1

=
2

�

�
xK (x2) ; ifx � 1;

K (x� 2) ; ifx > 1;
(24)

0 0.5 1

T/T
c

0

0.5

1

R

r=0.0

r=0.2

r=0.5

r=0.9

FIG .1: The NM R relaxation rate in a two-band supercon-

ductor with lines ofnodes in one band and a negligible gap

in the other,fordi�erentvaluesofr= N n;2=(N n;1 + N n;2).

wherex = !=� 0,and K (x)isthe com pleteelliptic inte-

gralofthe �rstkind.25

In Fig. 1,we show the results ofthe num ericalcal-

culation of the tem perature dependence of the relax-

ation rate (23) for di�erent values ofr. Instead ofde-

term ining the exact tem perature dependence of� 0 at

allT,which would involve a fullnum ericalsolution of

the self-consistency gap equation, we use the approxi-

m ate expression � 0(T)=� 0(0) =
p
1� (T=Tc)

3,where

� 0(0)=kB Tc = 1:30 (this num ber is obtained from the

solution ofthe gap equation atT = 0). Forr = 0,one

recoversthelim itofasingle-band d-wavesuperconductor

with R / T 2 atlow T and a sm allHebel-Slichter peak

im m ediately below Tc.Asr grows,so do both the devi-

ation from the T 2 behavior and the residualrelaxation

rate atT = 0. O ne interesting observation isthateven

ifthe density ofstatesisdom inated by the contribution

from the unpaired sheet ofthe Ferm isurface,one still

can seean appreciablesuppression oftherelaxation rate

atlow tem peratures.

III. ST R O N G C O U P LIN G T H EO R Y

In this section we generalize the results ofthe weak

coupling theory, Sec. II, to the case of an electron-

phonon m ulti-band superconductor which could be de-

scribed by Eliashberg-typeequations.4,13 To include the

self-energy e�ects associated with both electron-phonon

and screened Coulom b interaction onereplacesEq.(13)
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with

K (�m )=
1

2
T
X

n

Z

k1;2

X

i;j

jui;k1
(0)j2juj;k2

(0)j2

� Tr[̂G i(k1;!n )̂�ij(k1;k2;!n;�m )

� Ĝ j(k2;!n + �m )]; (25)

where Ĝ i(k;!n)aregiven by

Ĝ i(k;!n)= �
i!nZi;k(!n)�0 + �i;k�3 + �i;k(!n)�1

!2nZ
2
i;k
(!n)+ �2

i;k
+ �2

i;k
(!n)

;

(26)

instead of Eq. (10). Here Zi;k(!n) and �i;k(!n) are

therenorm alization function and thepairing self-energy,

respectively,forthe ith band.

The vertex functions �̂ij(k1;k2;!n;�m ) =

�̂ij(k;!n;q;�m )need to be calculated in the conserving

approxim ation consistent with the approxim ations

used to calculate the electron self-energies.26,27,28 Since

after analytic continuation i�m ! !0 + i0+ one is

interested in the low-frequency lim it, see Eq. (1),

and the M igdal’s theorem 29,30 guarantees that the

electron-phonon contribution to the vertex functions

satis�eslim �m ! 0 �̂
(e� ph)

ij (k;!n;q;�m )’ �0 forany �nite

q,the electron-phonon interaction can be suppressed in

evaluating the vertex parts. The Coulom b interaction,

on the otherhand,leadsto Stoner-type enhancem ent,31

which is una�ected by the superconducting transition

(assum ing the usual electron-phonon pairing m echa-

nism )and thusshould canceloutfrom theratio R s=R n.

Hence,we replace �̂ij in Eq. (25)with the unitm atrix

�0 in com puting the ratio ofthe spin-lattice relaxation

rates in the superconducting and norm al states. W e

note,however,that the single particle energies �i;k are

assum ed to be renorm alized by the Coulom b interaction

and that the electron-phonon vertices entering various

self-energy parts in Ĝ i(k;!n) are Coulom b vertex

corrected and Coulom b renorm alized as discussed in

Ref.32.

Next, one introduces the spectralrepresentation for

Ĝ i(k;!n)

Ĝ i(k;!n)=

+ 1Z

� 1

d!
Â i(k;!)

i!n � !
; (27)

with

Â i(k;!)= �
1

�
Im Ĝ i(k;! + i0+ ); (28)

which allowsoneto calculatetheM atsubarasum sin Eq.

(25),followed by theanalyticalcontinuation i�m ! !0+

i0+ .In the lim it!0 ! 0 we obtain

lim
!0! 0

�
1

�

Im K (!0 + i0+ )

!0
=

1

�2

Z

k1;2

+ 1Z

� 1

d!

�

�
@f

@!

�
X

i;j

jui;k1
(0)j2juj;k2

(0)j2

�

�

Im
!Zi;k1

(!)

D i;k1
(!)

Im
!Zj;k2

(!)

D j;k2
(!)

+ Im
�i;k1

D i;k1
(!)

Im
�j;k2

D j;k2
(!)

+ Im
�i;k1

(!)

D i;k1
(!)

Im
�j;k2

(!)

D j;k2
(!)

�

(29)

where

D i;k(!)= [!Zi;k(!)]
2 � �

2
i;k � �

2
i;k(!); (30)

and Zi;k(!)� Zi;k(! + i0+ ),�i;k(!)� �i;k(! + i0+ ).

Next,weassum ethatZi;k(!)and �i;k(!)areisotropic,

which seem s to be a reasonable assum ption forM gB2,
4

and use a weak dependence of these functions on �i;k

which isoneoftheconsequencesoftheM igdal’stheorem .

Hence,thek-dependenceofZi and �i can besuppressed,

and afterde�ning thelocaldensitiesofstates(15),(16),

and (18),them om entum integrationsin Eq.(29)can be

easily perform ed.The �nalresulthasthe form

R s

R n

= 2

+ 1Z

0

d!

�

�
@f

@!

�
N 2(!)+ M 2(!)

N 2
n

; (31)

where

N (!) =
X

i

N n;iRe
!

p
!2 � �2i(!)

; (32)

M (!) =
X

i

N n;iRe
� i(!)

p
!2 � �2i(!)

; (33)

and � i(!) = �i(!)=Zi(!) is the gap function in band

i. In arriving at (31) we have used � i(� ! + i0+ ) =

� �
i(! + i0+ )which followsdirectly from thespectralrep-

resentation (27). It is easy to see that our result (31),

(32),(33) reduces to the one given by Fibich21 in the

case ofa single isotropic band,and to Eqs. (19),(20),

(21) in the weak coupling lim it,when the gap function

doesnot depend on !. Sim ilar to the single-band case,

the presence ofnon-zero im aginary partsin � i(!)leads

to thesm earing outoftheBCS square-rootsingularities
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in N (!)and M (!).

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N T O M gB 2

Fora quantitativeapplication oftheresultsofthepre-

vious section to a particular com pound, one needs to

know both theband-structurecharacteristicsand thein-

teraction param etersofthe Eliashberg theory.The only

two-band superconductor for which these are presently

availableisM gB2.

Di�erentcontributionsto the hyper�ne interaction in

M gB2 were calculated using the local-density approxi-

m ation in Refs. 33,34. Itwasfound that,while the re-

laxation atthe 25M g nucleusisdom inated by the Ferm i

contact interaction,for the 11B nucleus it is the inter-

action with the orbitalpart ofthe hyper�ne �eld that

m akesthe biggestcontribution. These predictionswere

subsequently found to bein excellentagreem entwith ex-

perim entsin the norm alstate.35,36,37 To the bestofour

knowledge,the experim entalresultson tem perature de-

pendence ofT
� 1
1 in the superconducting state ofM gB2

are available only for the 11B nucleus.38,39,40,41 There-

fore our theory,which should be applicable only to the

relaxation rate for the 25M g nucleus in a clean sam ple,

cannotbedirectly veri�ed by com parison with theexist-

ing experim entaldata. The lack ofdata on T
� 1
1 forthe

25M gnucleusispresum ablyrelated tothesm allm agnetic

m om entand a low naturalabundance ofthisnucleusas

discussed in Ref.35.Nevertheless,the experim entsper-

form ed in Refs.35,36indicatethatitispossiblein princi-

pleto m easure25R below thesuperconducting transition

tem perature.

To calculate R s=R n in the superconducting state of

M gB2 we have solved the coupled Eliashberg equations

with therealisticinteraction param etersfortheisotropic

two-band m odel,4 on therealfrequency axisand at�nite

tem perature:

� i(!)Zi(!)=
X

j

!cZ

0

d!
0Re

� j(!
0)

q

!0
2
� �2j(!

0)

h

f(� !
0)K + ;ij(!;!

0)� f(!0)K + ;ij(!;� !
0)

� �
�
ij(!c)tanh

!0

2T
+ K

T P
+ ;ij(!;!

0)� K
T P
+ ;ij(!;� !

0)

�

; (34)

Zi(!)= 1�
1

!

X

j

+ 1Z

0

d!
0Re

!0

q

!0
2
� �2j(!

0)

[f(� !
0)K � ;ij(!;!

0)� f(!0)K � ;ij(!;� !
0)

+ K T P
� ;ij(!;!

0)� K
T P
� ;ij(!;� !

0)
�
; (35)

where

K � ;ij(!;!
0) =

+ 1Z

0

d
 � 2
Fij(
)

�
1

!0+ ! + 
+ i0+
�

1

!0� ! + 
� i0+

�

; (36)

K
T P
� ;ij(!;!

0) =

+ 1Z

0

d

�2Fij(
)

e
 =T � 1

�
1

!0+ ! + 
+ i0+
�

1

!0� ! + 
� i0+

�

: (37)

W ith a set of four electron-phonon coupling functions

�2Fij(
),i;j= �;�,calculated in Ref.4,and with a set

oftheCoulom b repulsion param eters��ij(!c)determ ined

in Ref.42to�ttheexperim entalcriticaltem peratureTc,

Eqs.(34,35) were solved for the com plex gap functions

� �(!)and � �(!)ata seriesoftem peraturesbelow Tc.

A representativesolution nearTc isshown in Fig.2(T =

0:968Tc).

The band structure calculations43 indicate that the

contribution to thelocaldensity ofstatesatthe M g site
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FIG .2: The solutions for the realand im aginary parts of

� �(!) and � �(!) in the entire phonon energy range for

M gB 2,at T = 0.968Tc . The inset shows the solutions in

the low energy range where the realparts of the gaps are

quadratic functionsof! and the im aginary partsofthe gaps

are linearfunctionsof! atlow enough energy forT > 0.

from the � band is m uch sm aller than that from the �

band.Thereforewecan setN � = 0in theexpressionsfor

T
� 1
1 on the 25M g nucleus.In Fig.3 weshow thetem per-

ature dependence ofR s=R n obtained from the num eri-

calsolutionsofthe strong-coupling gap equations,using

Eqs.(31,32,33).Atthe lowesttem peratures,the relax-

ation rate is exponentially sm all,while at T ! Tc � 0,

R s=R n � 1 is proportionalto (1 � T=Tc)
0:5. The m ost

prom inent qualitative feature is a shift of the Hebel-

Slicher peak away from Tc to a lower tem perature, at

which the coherence factorfrom the lowergap in the �-

band m akesthe m axim um contribution.The signi�cant

increase in the peak’s height can be attributed to a re-

duction ofthe gap broadening due to thelifetim e e�ects

atlowertem peratures.Thisisin turn related to thefact

thatM gB2 isnotavery-strong-couplingsuperconductor.

Ifitwere then one could expectthe Hebel-Slichterpeak

to be suppressed,sim ilarto the single-band case.44,45

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e calculated the NM R relaxation rate T � 1
1 in a sin-

glet two-band superconductor without spin-orbit cou-

pling and im purities,assum ing thattherelaxation ofthe

nuclear spins is dom inated by the Ferm icontact inter-

action with the band electrons. O urm ain resultisthat

thereareim portantinter-band contributionsnotrelated

to any scattering processes,which change the tem pera-

ture dependence ofthe relaxation rate. In particular,if

there are unpaired sheets ofthe Ferm isurface in a su-

perconductor with gap nodes, then in addition to the

residualrelaxation rateatT = 0,oneshould seeunusual

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

T/T
c

0

1

2

3

4

R
s
/R

n

FIG .3: The ratio R s=R n as a function ofthe reduced tem -

perature T=Tc in the case when the relaxation is dom inated

by the lower-gap band.

exponentsin the power-law behavioratlow T. The ob-

servation ofthoseexponentscould bea strong argum ent

in favorofm ulti-band superconductivity.

To illustrate the generaltheory,we calculated the re-

laxation ratesin theclean lim itfor(i)a two-dim ensional

d-wave superconductor,using the BCS theory,and (ii)

an isotropic s-wave superconductor,forwhich a strong-

coupling treatm entisrequired.In thelattercase,weap-

plied ourm odelto the 25M g nucleusin M gB2,forwhich

the relaxation is due to the Ferm icontact interaction

and the param etersofthe Eliashberg theory areknown.

Thepredicted tem peraturedependenceoftherelaxation

rate is quite unusualand should be easily detectable in

experim ents.

In orderto expand theapplicability ofourtheory,one

should include disorder, especially the interband scat-

tering,which isa pair-breakerin the m ulti-band super-

conductors.Although the unconventionalcandidatesfor

m ulti-band superconductivity,such as CeCoIn5,are in

the clean lim it,in generalthe im purity e�ectsm ightbe

signi�cant. Also,our basic assum ption that the relax-

ation iscontrolled by thelocaluctuationsoftheFerm i-

contacthyper�ne�eld,can beviolated in som ecases,e.g.

forthe 11B nucleusin M gB2. Anotherpossible general-

ization would include the e�ects ofthe gap anisotropy

within the separatebands.46 Itiswellknown19 thatthe

spread in gapswithin a singleband leadsto thesuppres-

sion ofthecoherencepeak in R s=R n below Tc.Finally,if

theNM R m easurem entsaredoneatanon-zerom agnetic

�eld in the presence ofvortices,then the inhom ogeneity

in the order param eter in the m ixed state strongly af-

fectsthedensity ofquasiparticlestatesand thereforethe

relaxation rate.47
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(1)

W eassum ethatthedom inantm echanism ofthe spin-

lattice relaxation is the interaction between the nuclear

spin m agneticm om ent~nI (n isthenucleargyrom ag-

neticratio)and thehyper�ne�eld created atthenucleus

by the conduction electrons.Thesystem Ham iltonian is

H = H e + H n + H int,where H e describes the electron

subsystem ,H n = � ~nIH istheZeem an couplingofthe

nuclearspin with the external�eld H ,and

H int = � ~nIh (A1)

is the hyper�ne interaction. For I = 1=2,we have two

nuclear spin states Iz = � 1=2 with the energies EIz =

� ~!0Iz,where!0 = nH istheNM R frequency and the

spin quantization axisischosen along H .Thehyper�ne

�eld h can berepresented asa sum oftheFerm icontact,

the orbital,and the spin-dipolarcontributions15. Their

relative im portance depends on the electronic structure

and therefore variesfordi�erentsystem s. Forexam ple,

ifthe Ferm icontact interaction is dom inant,then h =

� (8�=3)~eS(0),where e isthe electron gyrom agnetic

ratio and S(r) = (1=2)���  
y
�(r) �(r) is the electron

spin density at r = 0. The derivation below does not

rely on any particularexpression forthe hyper�ne�eld.

AccordingtoRef.15,therelaxation rateforaspin-1=2

nucleusisgiven by

1

T1
= W + � + W � + ; (A2)

where W + � and W � + are the transition probabilities

per unit tim e,from Iz = + 1=2 to Iz = � 1=2 and from

Iz = � 1=2 to Iz = + 1=2,respectively.The hyper�nein-

teraction isusually sm all,which m akesitpossibleto use

the lowest-order perturbation theory to calculate W + �

and W � + .Thestatesofthewholesystem atzero hyper-

�ne coupling can be represented as jIi = ji;Izi,where

ilabelsthe exact(in general,m any-particle)eigenstates

ofH e,with energiesE i. W hen J 6= 0,then the transi-

tion probability perunittim efrom an initialstatejIiof

energy EI to a �nalstatejF iofenergy EF can be found

using the G olden Rule:

wjIi! jF i =
2�

~

jhIjH intjF ij
2
�(EI � EF ): (A3)

The transition rates for the nuclear spin are calculated

in the usualfashion by averaging over the initial and

sum m ing overthe �nalelectron states.

For W + � ,we have jIi = ji;+ 1=2i,EI = E i � ~!0=2

and jF i= jf;� 1=2i,EF = E f + ~!0=2.Then

W + � =
X

i

�e;i

X

f

wji;+ 1=2i! jf;� 1=2i; (A4)

where �e = e� �H e=Tre� �H e isthe density m atrix ofthe

electron subsystem . Inserting here the expressions(A3)

and (A1)and representingIh = Izhz+ (I+ h� + I� h+ )=2,

whereI� = Ix � iIy and h� = hx � ihy,we�nd thatonly

theI+ h� term m akesanon-zerocontribution.Therefore,

W + � =
�~2n

2

X

i;f

�e;ijhijh� jfij
2
�(Ei� Ef � ~!0):

Thisexpression can be sim pli�ed by using the identity

�(Ei� Ef � ~!0)=

Z 1

� 1

dt

2�~
e
i(E i� E f � ~!0)t=~

and the factthath
y
� = h+ ,which allow usto write

jhijh� jfij
2
e
i(E i� E f )t=~

= hijeiE it=~h� e
� iE f t=~jfihfjh+ jii

= hijh� (t)jfihfjh+ (0)jii;

whereh� (t)= eiH et=~h� e
� iH et=~.Now thesum overthe

�nalstatescan be calculated,and we�nally have

W + � =
2n

4

Z 1

� 1

dte
� i!0thh� (t)h+ (0)i: (A5)

Theangularbracketsherestand forthe therm alaverag-

ing with respectto theelectron density m atrix �e.Sim i-

larly,weobtain

W � + =
2n

4

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!0thh+ (t)h� (0)i: (A6)

Com bining Eqs.(A5)and (A6),we have

1

T1
=
2n

4

Z 1

� 1

dte
i!0thfh+ (t);h� (0)gi: (A7)

The integral on the right-hand side here can be ex-

pressed in term s of the Fourier transform of the re-

tarded correlator of the hyper�ne �elds K R
hh
(t) =

� ih[h+ (t);h� (0)]i�(t),giving

1

T1
= �

2n

4�
coth

�
~!0

2kB T

�

Im K
R
hh(!0)

’ �
2n

2�

kB T

~!0
Im K

R
hh(!0): (A8)

Here we used the fact that in a typicalexperim ent the

condition ~!0 � kB T is always satis�ed [we also note

thatsince W + � =W � + = e� �~! 0 ’ 1 due to the detailed

balancein thetherm alequilibrium ,onecould useT
� 1
1 ’

2W + � instead of(A2)].K eeping only the Ferm icontact

term in the hyper�ne interaction (A1),we �nally arrive

atEq.(1)with J = (8�=3)ne.
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