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W e study the spin-lattice relaxation rate of nuclear m agnetic resonance in a two-band supercon—
ductor. B oth conventionaland unconventionalpairing sym m etries for an arbitrary band structure in
the clean lim it are considered. T he In portance of the Interband interference e ects is em phasized.
The calculations In the conventional case w ith two isotropic gaps are perform ed using a twoJband

generalization of E liashberg theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A Yhough the Fem i surface In m ost superconductors
consists of m ore than one sheet, this does not neces-
sarily m ean that all those m aterials are m ultiband su-—
perconductors. The true m ultiband (in particular two-
band) superconductivity is in fact a rather uncomm on
phenom enon characterized by a signi cant di erence in
the order param eter m agniudes in di erent bands. For
this to be the case, the system has to satisfy som e quite
stringent requirem ents, nam ely the pairing interactions
and/or the densities of states should vary considerably
betw een the bands and the Interband processes, eg. due
to im purity scattering, should be weak. A hough som e
exam ples have been known shce early 1980s) the recent
swell of Interest in this sub fct has been largely stinu-—
lated by the discovery of two-and superconductivity n
M gB, 2 M ost of the experin ental evidence, see Ref. 3
and the references therein, support the conclision that
there are tw o distinct superconducting gaps and
in thismaterial, with = ' 2632 (There are actu-
ally our bands crossing the Ferm i level n M gB,, which
can be grouped Into 2 quasitw o-din ensional -bandsand
2 threedin ensional -bands and described by an e ec—
tive tw odoand m odel.) O ther candidates for m uliband
superconductivity which have em erged recently include
nickelborocarbjdes,é NbSe, ,E and also the heavy-ferm ion
com pounds CeColns Ref. :j) and CeP 381 Ref. :g) o
seam sm ore lkely to nd a twoband superconductivity in
unconventionalm aterials, since they are intrinsically in a
clean lin it, so at least the gap averaging due to In purity
scattering is not e ective.

Theoretically, a twoband generalization of the
Bardeed-CooperSchrie er (BCS) model was  intro-
duced indegendenly by Suhl, M atthias, W akerf and
M oskalknko®d subsequent developm ents, m any as—
pects of the multiband m odel have been studied, in—
cluding the them odynam ic and transport properties, fhe
e ects of inpurities and strong coupling, etc 13232114
Surprisingly, little attention has focussed on such an in —
portant characteristic as the soin-lattice relaxation rate
T, ! of nuclkear m agnetic resonance WM R). The mea—
surem ents of T, ! probe the properties of the electron
subsystem which are localin real space and therefore ex—

trem ely non-localin them om entum qaaoeﬂgn In the pres—
ence ofm ultiple Ferm isurface sheets thiswould give rise
to interband interference term s in T, 1, even w ithout
any interband scattering due to interactions or in puri-
ties. The interband tem s in T, ! are not negligble and
can be expected to strongly a ect the tem perature depen-
dencg-of the relaxation rate com pared to the singleband
case 8

T he purpose of this article is to calculate the nuclear
sodn relaxation rate in a twoband superconductor, for
both conventional and unconventional types of pairing.
W e focus on singlet pairing in the absence of im puri-
ties, assum ing that the relaxation is dom nated by the
Fem i contact interaction between the nucleus and the
conduction electrons. T he article is organized as follow s.
In Sec. II, we develop a general form alism based on an
anisotropic twoband BCS m odel and show that, whike
the resulting expressions in the unconventional case are
wellde ned and can be calculated w thout any additional
com plications, In the conventional isotropic case one en-
countersdivergent integrals. In Sec. :1];{, we single out the
isotropic case for a strong-coupling theory treatm ent, In
which the divergences are an eared out due to the quasi-
particle lifetin e e ects. In Sec. 'ﬂ_ZV_:, we apply the general
theory to the relaxation rate on the 2°M g site in M gB,
using the realistic strong-coupling param eters.

II. W EAK COUPLING THEORY

W ithout the loss of generality, we consider the case of
anuclkar spin I = 1=2 located at the origin ofthe crystal
lattice. Higher values of I change only the overmll pre—
factor in the expression Pr the relaxation ratel3 which
drops out of the ratio of the relaxation rates in the su—
perconducting and the nom al states. The spin-lattice
relaxation rate due to the hyper ne contact interaction
of the nucleus w ith the band electrons is given by

mKE (!
R —— = _ Im +7(0); @)
T.T 2 1ol 0 Yo

where J is the hyper ne coupling constant, !y is the
NMR frequency, and K® (1) is the Fourier transform
of the retarded correlator of the electron spin densities
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at the nuclear site:

K¥ ©= ihB 0;0;S 0;0H ©: @)

Here S (r;t) = eets (r)e ¥<% H,. is the electron

H am iltonian, and

Sy @)= V(@) 4@); S = j@© @ @
(~= kg = 1 In our unis, and the spin quantization
axis is along the extemalm agnetic eld H ). T he deriva—
tion of Eq. (.'!.') is outlined In Appendix :_A-: The re-
tarded correlator is obtained by analytical continuation
of the M atsubara tin eordered correlator: K& (1) =
K (m)j.m! !0+i0*erth m=2mT.

W e assum e that there are two spin-degenerate elec—
tron bands in the crystal (the generalization to an arbi-
trary num ber of bands is straightforward), and neglect
the spin-orbit coupling. The two-band generglization of
the BCS Ham iltonian readsHe = Hg + H ine 2 where

X
Ho= ik Cig Cik 4)
ik

is the non-interacting part (i = 1;2 is the band index,
=";# isthe soin pro ection, and the chem icalpotential
is included in the band dispersion), and H 1,c = H 5} +
H lfé + H Jgi) is the pairing interaction. For anisotropic
singlet pairing, we have

. 1X
(1) 0
H J'.l'::-t= E V:I_'L(k;k )C\j{;k"c\j{; k#Ci; k0# Cizk on
k;k©
X
az _ 1
Hj.nt = E Viz G{;ko)c{;kncg; k#Cz; k04 C2;k Om
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The H am itonians H lgé and H lfé describe the intra-band
pairing of electrons, whilk H l(ii) describes the pair scat—
tering between the bands. The Interband interactions
of the form c\l/;k..cg; «#C2; ko4C1xon are suppressed if the
band splitting is Jarge com pared to all energy scales rel-
evant to superconductivity. W e assum e, ©llow Ing H ebel
and Slichter?q that, whike the resonance is observed in
a strong eld In the nom al state, the relaxation takes
place In a uniform superconducting state after sw itching
o the ed.

T he pairing sym m etry isthe sam e in both bandsand is
determ ined by one of the irreduchble representations, ,
ofthe point group ofthe crystal. T he functionsV;; k ;k°)
are non-zero only In a thin energy shell near the Fem i
surfaces and can be represented In a factorized fomm :

»
Vi kik) = vy L k) L KY; ®6)

a=1

where’ , (k) are the basis functions, and d isthe dim en—
sionality of . In the absence of tim e-reversal sym m etry

breaking ’ ,’s can be chosen real. T he basis functions do
not have to be the sam e In both bands, but we neglect
this com plication here.

T he properties of our superconductor can be described
using a standard eld-theoretical form alisn ip-temm s of

the nom aland anom alous G or'kov finctions’

Gy k; )= Gik; );
Fi;, k; )= (d2) Fik; );
Fyo ki )= ( di2) Flk; );

which can be com bined into a 2
tion

2 m atrix G reen’s func—

Gik; ) Ek; )

Ciki )= mes ) el k)

(7)
In the m ean- eld approxin ation, the Interaction H am i~
tonian is reduced to the form
1X
Hine= E i;kcz;kncz; k#+ Hwcy (8)
ik

where ;3 isthe superconducting orderparam eter in the

ith band, which can be w ritten as
X
ik = i;a,a k); )

a

with ;, being the order param eter com ponents. Both
orderparam eters appear at the sam e critical tem perature
T., but have di erent tem perature dependences, which
can be found by solving a system of2d selfconsistency
equations for the functions ;;; (T'). In the frequency rep-
resentation, the G reen’s functions (’j) becom e

A
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Cik;ln)= : ; 10)
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where ; arePaulimatrices, !, = @n+ 1) T, and
A 0 ik
i = 5 : 11)

ik

, Now we retum to the calculation ofthe relaxation rc‘tte
@') . For zero spin-orbit coupling, the spin operators 63)
can be w ritten In the band representation, using

1 X
)= p=

v ik

e uix (C)cik 12)

where ujy (r) are the Bloch functions, which are pe-
riodic In the unit cell, and V is the system wvolme.
Inserting these into Egs. (-'_3), one obtains the M at-
subara spin correlator K ( ) = sy O; )S (0;0)4,
which can be decoupled In the mean- eld approxin a—
tion, usihg the G reen’s functions 6':/2) In the absence
of tim ereversal sym m etry breaking, one can show that



uj; x (0) = uy, 0). Then, taking the them odynam ic
lim i, we have
1 x 2 A 4
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with ¢ k;!,) given by Eq. {0).

Calculating them atrix traces and the M atsubara sum s
nhEqg. i_lé") follow ed by the analyticalcontinuation to real
frequencies, we nd that the im aginary part of K & (1)
isproportionalto ! at ! ! 0. Themomentum integrals
are calculated m aking the usualassum ption that ujx Q)
and ;) weakly depend on ;i In the vicihhity of the
Fem isurface (ie. wihin the energy range of the order

of T). W e Introduce the local density of quasiparticle
statesatr= 0:N (! )= N;(!)+ N, (!) (! > 0), where
Z
1
Ni(h) = o OF ¢ Eax)
ko, +
!
= Nep Jux OFp—0——=; 9
! J ik
where E;y = jz_;k + j ix 7 is the Bogolibov excita-

tion energy in the ith band, the angular brackets stand
for the gverage over the Fem i surface, and Ny, =

(1=8 3) dSr =7/ ,1jis the density of states at the Ferm 1
level in the ith band. The angular integration In Eqg.

C_l-ﬁ)jsrestljctedbytheoondjtjonj ik J . Wealso
Introduce the function M (! )= M, (!)+ M, (! ), where
1Z
ik
Mi(l) = = % s O ! .
() = 3 Ei;kyl,kuf( Eix)
ko, +
= Npy Jup OFp—2—  : 16)
12 .
. J ik i
T hen,
z
2 ef 2
R=0% d o N'O+u O an
. !
where f ()= (' =T + 1) ! isthe Fem ifiinction.
For ;(k)= 0,wehaveM (!) = 0, and the nom al-

state relaxation rate is given by R, = J?N ?=2, where
Np=Np;+ Npjpy

Npui=Ngs Jaix 0)F it 8)

Finally, we obtain for the ratio of the NM R relaxation
rates in the superconducting and the nom al states

A
R Qf N2()+ M ()T
— =2 d — :
R, @! N 2

0

19)

A s we pointed out at the beginning of this Section, our
result doesnot depend on the nuclkar spin I. T he expres—
sion i_l-_ﬁ) hastw o notabl properties. F irst, the relaxation
rate is controlled by the local densities of quasiparticle
states. Only in the lin i of a singledand isotropic pair-
Ing can one express R in tem s of the total,density of
states and recover the H ebelSlichter form ulatd see Sec.
TTA; below . Second, the contributions to the spin-lattice
relaxation rate from di erent bands are not sin ply addi-
tive, since there are iInterband nterference term s n Eq.
C_l-c:i) . These term s are present even in the absence ofany
Interband interactions or in purity scattering and can be
traced back to the local character of the hyper ne cou-
pling IS, which m ixes together the electron states near
the Fem isurface from di erent bands.

A . Conventionalpairing

The order param eter is \conventional" if it trans-
form s acpording to the unity representation of the point
group 24 The gap functions ix can be isotropic or
anisotropic, wih M 5 (! ) 0 in both cases.

A ssum ing the isotropic pairing w ith a uniform order
param eter,wehave ix = ;, whereboth gap functions
can be chosen realw ithout loss of generality. O ne can
view this asan extrem e case of anisotropic superconduc—
tivity on an extended single sheet ofthe Ferm isurface, in
which the gap fiinction is allow ed to take only two values,

1 and ,.The densities of states becom e
X 1
N ()= Nn;ip%; (20)
i : i
X i
M ()= Nn;ip%: (21)
i : i

Substituting these expressions in Eq. d_1'§) we arrive at
a logarithm ically divergent integral. T he origin of this
divergence is the sam e as in the HebelSlichter formula
n the singleband cased one has to square the BCS—
like density of quasiparticle states, which is shgular at
E = 1; 2.Alowing foranon—zeroNM R frequency !
yields the relaxation rate which is stillm uch higher than
that observed In experin ent

O ne can am ear out the singularity and cut o thedi-
vergence eifther by introducing som e gap anjsoquyEq or
by taking into account the strong-coupling e ects, which
lad to a nite lifetin e of quasiparticles gnd therefore to
energy-dependent com plex gap functions2% W hich m ech—
anisn ism ore im portant dependson them aterial. In Sec.
:_fgt below , we adopt the latter point of view and derive
the strong-coupling expression for the relaxation rate for
an isotropic gap.



B . Unconventionalpairing

If the order param eter transform s according to a non—
uniy representation of the point group, then i ol
Iow s from the obvious property of the Bloch functions
Figx 0)F = F1ix 0)F (@ is an arbitrary elem ent of the

point group) thatM (! ) = 0. T herefore,
R z @f N, (1)+N,(!) °
S =2 4! I S ; ©22)
Rn @! Nn;1+ Nn;Z

whereN; (! ) and N, ;; are de ned by Egs. (:_l-§') and C_l-gl)
regpectively. In m ost cases the integral converges, be—
cause the square-root shgularity in the densiy of states
is an eared out by the Intrinsic anisotropy of the gap.
The only exception is an unconventional order param e—
ter w ith isotropic gap (e4g. an analog of the B -phase of
SHe ; a charged isotropic super uid), in which case the
Integral is again logarithm ically divergent.

Since the interband pair scattering H Jgi) n Eqg. 6'_5)
Induces the order param eters of the sam e symm etry in
both bands, the low -energy behaviorofN, (! ) and N, (!)
is characterized by the sam e power law . If there are line
qaint) nodes in the gap, then N0 ) / ! (1%) at! !
0ffandR / T? @*) asT ! 02321 This behavior has
Indeed been observed in m ost heavy-ferm ion com pounds,
for a recent review see Ref. :_Z-Z_i

T his picture w ill change if the gap m agniudes in the
bands are considerably di erent (@asm entioned in the In—
troduction, there are indications that this m ight be the
case in such m aterdals as CeC oIns and CeP t3Si) . For ex—
am ple, if the gap in one band is much sm aller than in
the other, then,_takjng thelimi ,x ! O, one cbtains
nstead of Eq. 23)

o

le(')‘l' 2N ¢ (! )Nn;Z+ Nr%;Z
(Nn;l+ NH;Z)Z

@3)

W hile the last temm in the integral contrbutes to the
residual relaxation rate at T = 0, it is the second temm
that controls the power-law behavior at low T : we now
haveR = const+ aT for line nodes, and R = const+ aT?
for point nodes.

A s an illustration of the above resuls, let us consider
a sinpl exam pl of a quasitwo-dim ensional two-band
superconductorw ith circularFem isurfacesand a d-wave
gap 1x = ocos2 , which has vertical lines of nodes.
T he fraction ofthe density of states from the electrons In
theunpairedband isr= N, ;=N ;1 + N,;2). TheFem i-
surface average in Eq. {_1-5') can be done analytically:

xK &%) ; fx 1;

Nq(!) 2
K (x %) ; ifx> 1;

@4)

FIG.1l: The NMR relaxation rate In a two¥and supercon—
ductor w ith lines of nodes in one band and a negligble gap
in the other, for di erent valiesofr= N ,;20=Np;1 + Np;2).

wherex = != ;,andX x) isthe com plete elliptic inte—
gralofthe rst kind 23

In Fi. :}:, we show the results of the num erical cal-
culation of the tem perature dependence of the relax-
ation rate C_Z-g:) for di erent values of r. Instead of de—
term ining the exact tem perature dependence of ( at
all T, which would Involve a full num erical solution of
the selfconsistency gap equau'on,pwe use the approxi-
mate expression o (T)= o(©0) = 1 (T=T.)3, where

0(0)=kg T = 130 (this number is obtained from the
solution of the gap equation at T = 0). Forr = 0, one
recoversthe 1im it ofa single-band d-w ave superconductor
with R / T? at Jow T and a sm all H ebelkSlichter peak
Inmediately below T..Asr grows, so do both the devi-
ation from the T? behavior and the residual relaxation
rate at T = 0. O ne interesting observation is that even
if the density of states is dom inated by the contribution
from the unpaired sheet of the Fem i surface, one still
can see an appreciable suppression of the relaxation rate
at low tem peratures.

ITII. STRONG COUPLING THEORY

In this section we generalize the results of the weak
coupling theory, Sec. II, to the case of an electron—
phonon multiband superconductor which could be de-
scribed by E liashbergype equations?23 To include the
selfenergy e ects associated w ith both electron-phonon
and screened C oulom b interaction one replaces Eq. {_ii)



w ith

Z
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instead of Eq. (10). Here Ziy (!5) and 4 (1,) are
the renom alization function and the pairing selfenergy,
regpectively, for the ith band.

The vertex functions Aij Ki;koi!'ns o) =
"4 &;!'n;q; n) need to be calulated in the conserving
approxin ation consistent wih the apprexinations
used to caloulate the electron selfenergies 292728 Since
after analytic continuation i, ! !¢ + i0* one is
interested In the low-frequency limi, see Eq. (1),
and the M igdals theorem?38! guarantees that the

electron-phonon contrbution to the vertex fiinctions
satis eslim _ | ¢ Aﬁ P k;1,iq; n) ' o Drany nite
q, the electron-phonon interaction can be suppressed in

on the other hand, lads to Stonertype enhancem ent,ﬁjwI
which is una ected by the superconducting transition
(@ssum Ing the usual electron-phonon pairing m echa—
nisn ) and thus should cancel out from the ratio Rs=R,
Hence, we replace Aij n Eqg. C_Z-Ej') w ith the unit m atrix
o In com puting the ratio of the spin—lattice relaxation
rates In the superconducting and nom al states. W e
note, however, that the single particle energies ;3 are
assum ed to be renom alized by the C oulom b interaction
and that the electron-phonon vertices entering various
selfenergy parts In GAi(k;!n) are Coulomb vertex
corrected and Coulomb renom alized as discussed in
Ref. :_3-2_3 .

R Next, one introduces the spectral representation for
G i (k; ! n )

71 A
. o
Cik;ln)= d'.l(k"), @7)
ity !
1
w ih
A 1 VAN +
Kik;!)= “mEik;! + 10"); ©8)

w hich allow sone to calculate the M atsubara sum sn Eq.
{3), Hliowed by the analyticaloontinuation i, ! !o+

evaliating the vertex parts. The Coulomb interaction, 0 . Tn the Iim it 19! 0Owe obtain
|
Zz zt
, 1mK (lo+i0") 1 et X | .
Im - - d! — Hig, 0)F a3, OV F
1510 o 2 @! .
K12 1 1;]
Zix, (V) 'Z 55, (1) ik ks ik, (1) ks (1) 29)
Dix, () D jx, (1) Dix, (1) Dy, (1) D g, (1) Dy, (1)
[
w here w here
X !
Die ()= DNZy MHF L 5 ()i (0 N()= N AR P 32)
i : i
and Zigx (1) Zeg (D4 307), sa (1) g (04 407 X i(1)
() (0 ; : M (1) = anReiei; (33)
Next,weassumethatZx (! ) and ix (!) are isotropig, . 2 ()
which seem s to be a reasonable assum ption for M gB, £ * i
and use a weak dependence of these functions on j; and (1) = (! )—Z (1) is the gap function in band

which isone ofthe consequences ofthe M igdalstheorem .
Hence, the k-dependence 0fZ; and ; can be suppressed
and after de ning the localdensities ofstates C15 (cld
and ¢18) them om entum integrationsin Eq. CZ9) can be
easily perform ed. The nalresult hasthe form

R 5 Qf 2+ M2
S =02 4! - = = .

R, Q! N 2 61

i. In arrving at B]J) we have used ;( ! + i0) =
; (1 + 10" ) which ©llow s directly from the spect:talrep—
_sentatJon C27 It is easy to see that our resul {3]1),
82), 133) reduces to the one given by Fibich?} in the
case of a single isotropic band, and to Egs. C_lg), {_2@),
C_Z]_; in the weak coupling lim it, when the gap function
does not depend on ! . Sin ilar to the singleband case,
the presence of non—zero In aginary partsin ; (! ) leads
to the sm earing out of the BC S square—root singulariies
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Iv.. APPLICATION TO M gB:

For a quantitative application ofthe results ofthe pre—
vious section to a particular com pound, one needs to
know both the band-structure characteristics and the in-
teraction param eters of the E liashberg theory. The only
tw o-band superconductor for which these are presently
available isM gB,.

D i erent contributions to the hyper ne interaction in
M gB, were calculated using the localdensity approxi-
m ation in Refs. 3'34 It was found that, while the re-
laxation at the ?°M g Tuclkus is dom inated by the Ferm i
contact nteraction, or the ''B nuckus i is the inter—
action w ih the orbial part of the hyper ne eld that
m akes the biggest contrbution. These predictions were
subsequently found to be In excellent agreem ent w ith ex—

6

perin ents in the nom al state 8324421 To the best of our
know ledge, the experin ental results on tem perature de—
pendence of T, ! in the superconducting statg of M gB,
are availabk only Hr the B nuckus2489494% There-
fore our theory, which should be applicable only to the
relaxation rate for the ?°M g nuckus 1 a clean sam ple,
cannot be directly veri ed by com parison w ith the exist—
ing experin entaldata. The lack ofdata on T, ' for the
25M g nuckus ispresum ably related to the sam allm agnetic
mom ent and a low natural abundance of this nucleus as
discussed In Ref. :3:5 N evertheless, the experin ents per—
form ed in Refs. '§§','§>§' indicate that it ispossble In princi-
ple to m easure ?°R below the superconductig transition
tem perature.

To calculate R=R, In the superconducting state of
M gB, we have solved the coupled E liashberg equations
w ith the realistic,interaction param eters for the isotropic
twobandm odel,i’I on the real frequency axisand at nie
tem perature:

X e (|0) h
1(zZs() = dl'Regee"m £( 9K, 5500510 E(OK. 4505 19
. | 2 2. (10
0 . v
|0
<c>tanhE+K RO I S T (P L (34)
1X zt !O
zZi(1)y=1 = d''Regq=———"o- F( 9K ;!9 £0OK ,5¢; 19
b ¢ 200
0 J
+RIE G RTES( 19 (35)
where
71
K 450519 = d ?Fy() ! : (36)
e . 104 L4+ 440t 10 1y T
0
5 2Fi5 () 1 1
TP 0y _ ij
At = P L L i0 G7
0
W ith a set of four electron-phonon coupling functions (') and (!) at a serdes of tem peratures below T..

Fi5(),4j= ; ,calulated in Ref. 4, and w ith a set
ofthe C oulom b repulsion param eters ( ¢) determ ined
JnRe :42to t the experin entalcni:caltan perature T,

@3,’;’@‘ were solved for the com plex gap functions

A representative solution near T, isshown in Fig. :_2 (T =
0:968T.).

The band structure ca]cu]atjon 3 JndJcate that the
contrbution to the localdensity of states at the M g site
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FIG. 2: The solutions for the real and In agihary parts of

(') and (!) In the entire phonon energy range for
MgB,, at T = 0.968T. . The inset shows the solutions in
the low energy range where the real parts of the gaps are
quadratic functions of ! and the Im aginary parts of the gaps
are linear functions of ! at low enough energy for T > 0.

from the band ismuch smaller than that from the
band. Thereforewe can set N = 0 In the expressions for
T, * on the ?°M g nuclkeus. Tn Fig.3 we show the tem per-
ature dependence of Rg=R, obtalned from the num eri-
cal solutions of the strong-coupling gap equations, using
Egs. {_3-1:, 52::,:_5;%) . At the owest tem peratures, the relax—
ation rate is exponentially anall, while at T ! T 0,
Rs=R, 1 isproportionalto (I T=T)°®. Themost
prom nent qualitative feature is a shift of the Hebel-
Slicher peak away from T. to a lower tem perature, at
which the coherence factor from the lower gap in the -
band m akes the m axin um contribution. The signi cant
Increase In the peak’s height can be attributed to a re—
duction of the gap broadening due to the lifetim e e ects
at lower tem peratures. This is In tum related to the fact
thatM gB; isnot a very-strong-coupling superconductor.
If it were then one could expect the H ebelSlichter peak
to be suppressed, sin ilar to the single-band case 4444

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e calculated the NM R relaxation rate T, ' in a si-
gkt twoband superconductor without soin-orbit cou—
pling and im purities, assum ing that the relaxation ofthe
nuclear spins is dom inated by the Fem i contact inter—
action w ih the band electrons. O urm ain result is that
there are in portant interband contributions not related
to any scattering processes, which change the tem pera—
ture dependence of the relaxation rate. In particular, if
there are unpaired sheets of the Fem i surface in a su—
perconductor w ith gap nodes, then in addition to the
residual relaxation rate at T = 0, one should see unusual

0 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

TT,

FIG.3: The ratio Rs=R, as a function of the reduced tem —
perature T=T. in the case when the relaxation is dom inated
by the lowergap band.

exponents In the power-daw behavior at low T . The ob—
servation of those exponents could be a strong argum ent
In favor ofm ultiband superconductivity.

To illustrate the general theory, we calculated the re—
laxation rates in the clean lim it for (i) a two-din ensional
d-wave superconductor, using the BC S theory, and (i)
an isotropic s-wave superconductor, for which a strong—
coupling treatm ent is required. In the latter case, we ap—
plied ourm odelto the ?°M g nuckus n M gB,, or which
the relaxation is due to the Fem i contact interaction
and the param eters of the E liashberg theory are known.
T he predicted tem perature dependence of the relaxation
rate is quite unusual and should be easily detectable In
experin ents.

In order to expand the applicability of our theory, one
should include disorder, especially the interband scat—
tering, which is a pairbreaker in the m ultiband super-
conductors. A lthough the unconventional candidates for
multiband superconductivity, such as CeColns, are In
the clean lim i, In general the In purity e ects m ight be
signi cant. A Iso, our basic assum ption that the relax—
ation is controlled by the local uctuations of the Fem i~
contact hyper ne eld, can be violated In som e cases, eg.
for the 1'B nucleus in M gB,. Another possble general-
ization would include the,e ects of the gap .anisotropy
w ithin the separate bands“¢ It is well known that the
soread in gapsw ithin a single band leads to the suppres—
sion ofthe coherence peak in R =R, below T.. F inally, if
the NM R m easurem ents are done at a non-zero m agnetic

eld in the presence of vortices, then the inhom ogeneity
In the order param eter in the m ixed state strongly af-
fects the density-of quasiparticle states and therefore the
relaxation rate?’
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF EQ . ()

W e assum e that the dom inant m echanian ofthe spin—
lattice relaxation is the interaction between the nuclear
soin m agneticmoment ~ , I ( 5 isthe nuckar gyrom ag—
netic ratio) and the hyper ne eld created at the nucleus
by the conduction electrons. T he system Ham iltonian is
H = He+ Hy + Hine, where H, describes the electron
subsystem ,H, = ~ 1 IH isthe Zeam an coupling ofthe
nuclear spin w ith the extermal eld H , and

~nIh @al1)

is the hyper ne interaction. For I = 1=2, we have two
nuclear soin states I, = 1=2 w ith the energies E;, =
~0I,,where !y = ,H istheNMR frequency and the
spdn quantization axis is chosen along H . The hyper ne
eld h can be represented asa sum ofthe Fermm icontact,
the orbial, and the spin-dipolar contrbutiond?. Their
relative In portance depends on the electronic structure
and therefore varies for di erent system s. For exam ple,
if the Fem i contact interaction is dom inant, then h =
B8 =3)~<S (0), where . is the electron gyrom agnetic
ratio and S (r) = (1=2) Y (r) (r) is the electron
sodn density at r = 0. The derivation below does not
rely on any particular expression for the hyper ne eld.
A ccording to Ref. 115, the relaxation rate ora spin-1=2
nuclkus is given by

Hine=

1
— =Wy +W ;7 A2)
T1

where W, and W ; are the transition probabilities

perunit tine, from I, = +1=2to I, = 1=2 and from
I, = 1=2 to T = + 1=2, respectively. T he hyper ne in—
teraction isusually an all, which m akes it possble to use
the low est-order perturbation theory to calculate W .
andW ; . The statesofthe whole system at zero hyper—

ne coupling can be represented as i = 7J;I,i, where
i labels the exact (in general, m any-particle) eigenstates
ofH., wih energiesE;. W hen J € 0, then the transi-
tion probability per unit tin e from an initial state jIi of
energy E; to a nalstate ¥ i ofenergy Er can be found
using the G olden Rule:

2
Wi Fi= Tjﬂ:ﬁmtfﬁ E B): @ 3)

T he transition rates for the nuclkar spin are calculated
In the usual fashion by averaging over the iniial and
summ Ing over the nalelectron states.

ForW,; ,wehave J1i= j;+1=2i,E; = E; ~19=2
and ¥i= ¥; 1=2i,B = E; + ~!o=2. Then
X X
W, = esi Wi+ 1=241 3F; 1=2i7 @A 4)

where .= e "e=Tre "- isthe density m atrix ofthe
electron subsystem . Inserting here the expressions @_3)
and {& 1) and representing Th = Lh,+ (I h + I hy)=2,
whereI = I; i andh = hy ih,we ndthatonly
theI, h tem m akesanon-—zero contribution. T herefore,

~ 2 X
> eihih Fif E: Ee

i;f

~lo):

T his expression can be sin pli ed by using the identity

Z
dtei(El E¢
12~

€; Fr e

and the fact that h¥ = h, , which allow usto write

hih Fife'®r =
= hig®h e T finfh, i
hih ©Fihfh, O

whereh ()= <" h e #¥" Now the sum overthe
nal states can be calculated, and we nally have

dte ¥°'th (h, )i: @5)

T he angular brackets here stand for the them al averag—

Ing w ith respect to the electron density m atrix .. Sin
larly, we obtain
221 ‘
W o, o= 7“ dte™'th, ©h (0)i: @ 6)
1
Combining Egs. @B) and {_A_-Q),we have
1 2 %1 .
— == dtetotnfh, ©);h (0)gi: @7
T1 4 1

The integral on the right-hand side here can be ex—
pressed in tem s of the Fourier transform of the re—

tarded correlator of the hyper ne elds K7, () =
ihh ®);h ©O)E @), giving
1 Soom O mkR )
T, 4 2kg T hh 120
2k T
’ o2 -l-—anl'lj\h( 0) (A8)
2 ~!y

Here we used the fact that In a typical experin ent the
condition ~!g kg T is always satis ed e also note
that shceW , =W , = e ~'°’ 1 due to the detailed
balance In the them alequilibrium , one could use T, T

2W . Instead of {E\_-g)]. K eeping only the Femn i contact
term in the hyper ne interaction (@_L'), we nally arrive
atEq. ) with J= 8 =3) , ..
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