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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to study the upper critical field (H,) of two-band
superconductors by two-band Ginzburg - Landau approach. The analytical formula of H,

included anisotropy of order parameter and anisotropy of effective-mass are found . The

parameters of the upper critical field in ab-plane( H ) and c-axis(H ') can be found by fitting to

the experimental data . Finally, we can find the ratio of upper critical field that temperature
dependent in the range of experimental result .
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1.Introduction

The muti-band characteristic of the superconducting state in MgB, [1-3] and nonmagnetic
borocarbides(LuNi,B,C and Y Ni,B,C) [4] and NbSe,[5] are clearly evident in many measurement.
In contrast to conventional superconductors , the upper critical field for a bulk MgB, ,LuNi,B,C and

Y Ni,B,C has a positive curvature near T.[6-8]. Canfield and Crabtree[9] show the anisotropy of
2
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but it has an unusual temperature dependence. Askerzade [10] study Hc:(T) and Hcx(T) for MgB;
and nonmagnetic borocarbides by using the isotropy two-band Ginzberg-Landau model. He shows
the complicate formula of critical magnetic field. In the Hc, consideration, his formula is less fit to
experimental data than Drechsler ‘s[11]. In the recent work of Dao and Zhitomirsky[12] ,they study
the effect of angular and temperature on upper critical field of MgB, determined with the
anisotropy two-band Ginzberg-Landau theory. They found that the temperature variation of the
ratio of two gaps is responsible for the upward temperature dependence of in-plane Hc, as well as
for the deviation of its out-of-plane behavior from the standard angular dependence.

In this paper, we study the upper critical magnetic field(H_,) of anisotropy two-band s-

wave superconductors by Ginzburg-Landau theory . We can find the formula of H, included

anisotropy of order parameter and anisotropy of effective-mass . The upper critical field in ab-
Il ab Ilc

plane(H ") and c-axis(H_, ) can be found by fitting to the experimental data of MgB, .The
/l'ab
anisotropy parameter y = ch are shown finally.

upper critical field of MgB, .The anisotropy ,quantified as the ratio y = , IS not only large,

Ilc
c2

2.Model and calculation
In the presence of two order parameters,y, and v, ,in a superconductor, the Ginzburg-

Landau free energy can be written as[10,13-15]
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Fj is the free energy of separate bands. H is the external magnetic field(H = VxA). a;, B, mj

are the temperature-dependent coefficient , temperature-independent coefficient and mass of the
carriers in band j (j=1,2) respectively . «; = 4;(T —T_) where 4, is the temperature-independent

constant.The coefficient ¢, g, are the interband mixing of two order parameters and their gradients
that &, is equal to zero in Dao and Zhitomirsky[12] s’free energy.

Let there has only magnetic field in z direction, H = H IZ, and vector potential is iny
direction, A=Hx j that H = ‘I:l‘ and x is the displacement . Minimization of the free energy Eq.

(1) with respect to the order parameters, v, and y,, we get[10,13]
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We set new parameters to scale Eq.(5) , & = / , &, = / flz 1/ that are

the 1% band ,2" band and interband effective coherence length ,respectively. & _4— where « is
m

the gradients of interband mixing of two order parameters in energy unit and ¢, =@ that is
e

quantum flux . We find
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By making the approximation within the condition ,0.5< x <1 , and keeping some of the
lower order term , the analytical equation of upper critical field is
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The derivation of Eq.(7) from Eq.(6) is shown in an appendlx.
Eq.(7) can be reduced to H_, of single band superconductors,H_, = 2¢}2 :
TT

by taking o, =e=¢,=0 .

3. Anisotropic mass tensor model

Let us consider the two-band s-wave superconductor that shows the layered property. In the
layered superconductors, since the overlap of electron wave function is larger within the layers than
between layers, it can be assumed that the electrons have a high effective mass for motion normal to
the layers and a low effective mass for motion within a layer. Let the mass tensor {m} has the form

[16]

m 0
{mj=| 0 m (8)
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where M >m . Since the coherence length £ depends on the effective mass as & « ,the

1
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coherence length also becomes a tensor and given by
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where S=+4/m/M .

The effect of anisotropy mass tensor on the upper critical field is included by replace & in
Eq.(7) with coherence length tensor {cf} . The calculation procedure is as same as reference [16] ,
then we get
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Here @ is the angle between magnetic field and the layer of superconductor.

We consider the MgB, superconductor. MgB, has a hexagonal crystal structure and the
anisotropy is most likely to occur along the c-direction similar to other hexagonal crystal such as
U Ptz and U Pd,Al; . We can concluded that MgB; is a layered superconductor with anisotropy by
the nature of the crystal structure. It is seem that Hc, of MgB; can be described by Eq.(10). On the
recent paper of Koshelev and Golubov[17] , they propose that MgB, can not be described by the
anisotropy mass Ginzberg-Landau theory . The anisotropy mass Ginzberg-Landau theory has a
temperature-limited to describe Hc, of MgB, less than 2% away from T.. Since such a small
temperature region is difficult to accurately probe experimentally, one may say that there is a
complete breakdown of anisotropic mass Ginzberg-Landau theory in MgB,. Although this model
can not describe the Hc, of MgB; superconductor,we think that this model should be suitable for the
other two-band s-wave superconductors.

4. Anisotropic order parameters
Here we make the assumption that order parameters are proportioned to the energy gaps ,
v a A, [18]. We can write the order parameters in the form

=y, (T)f (k) (11)
where f (k) is the anisotropy function . k is the wave vector. In MgB, superconductor, there are

many kinds of anisotropy function proposed by researchers [19-21] .
Substitution Eqg.(11 ) into Eqg.(1) , we can get the formula of Hc; as
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where Q <ff(|2)><f22(l2)> and &, = meda QY

<....> Is the averaged over Fermi surface.
f,(k)and f,(k) are the anisotropy function of first and second band .

In case of the symmetry gap f,(k) = f,(k) =1 ,that gives Q=1 .Eq.(12) will be reduced to

' 2
be Eq.(7). Let us consider the anisotropy model of Haas and Maki[19], f (@) = Hi‘ﬂ. Here
+

!

6 is the polar angle and a’ is anisotropy parameter. We assume that both band have the same
’ 2

anisotropy function, but they have the difference in anisotropy parameter . f,(6) = —1+i 00’3 4
+a

and f,(0) = M;ﬂ In this model , the averaged over Fermi surface is
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a’'=b" ,we get Q=1 .This means that if each band has the same anisotropy function and anisotropy

parameter, the anisotropy will show no effect on H_,. For our consideration, Q is dependent on

anisotropy parameters. If we know the values of anisotropy parameters, we can get the value of Q.

For simplify, we will consider Q as a constant parameter.

We consider the experimental data of MgB, and make the assumption that the upper
critical field in ab-plane( H ) and c-axis(H’’) can be found by set of the suitable parameters

2 2

.We can write Eq.(12) informthat H_, = H,(a,,a,,Q,«) ,where a, _ , A, = h
2mA, 2mAa,
fitting Eq.(12) to the experimental data of upper critical field of single crystal MgB,[22-24], the

upper critical field in ab-plane(H/*)is H/* = H_,(6.5,6.5,0.7,0.5), and in c-axis(H~’) is
H”* =H_(1313,0.7,0.5), as shown in Fig.(1) . In Figure.(2),the ratio of upper critical field (
_HZ® H,(6.56.5,0.7,0.5)

T H T H,,(13130.7,05)

After

) versus temperature is shown. The maximum ratio y at T=0 K




is equal to 2.0 .Our result is in range of 1 to13 [20] and when temperature is increased, y is
decreased. (although, it is almost constant in low temperature region). This behavior agree with the
result of Miranovic’,Machida and Kogan[21] and Canfield and Crabtree[9] . .

5. Conclusion

The effect of an anisotropy in mass tensor and an anisotropy of order parameters on upper
critical field are considered in our model . We use model of an anisotropic order parameters on
upper critical field in our numerical calculation to compare to experimental data of MgB,. The

parameters of the upper critical field in ab-plane( H /) and c-axis(H ') can be found by fitting to

the experimental data .Finally, we can find the ratio of upper critical field that depend on
Il'ab

temperature in the range of experimental result . Our model can find the ratio of y = HC/Z/C at
c2

T=0K equalto2.0 .
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Appendix
In this appendix, we would like to show how to get H_, equation(Eq.(7)) from Eq.(6) .

And this procedure can be apply to get solution as Eq.(10) and (12) also . Consider Eq.(6) that

(1 K‘)H + 2 i+i+£ H +1 1 =0 (6)
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Since Eg.(6) is a quadratic equation, we can get solution as
1/2
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Eqg.(Al) has two terms in square root that we can make the approximation by considering
these two terms. It can be considered into two cases.
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and
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We have obtained four formula for the solution of Eq.(6). Next step,we will check the
conditions to get physical solution of Eq.(6). We have the critical magnetic field of one band model

4

27&
(A3) is not reduced to the one-band ‘s result. So Eq(A2),Eq.(A4),and Eq.(A5) can be the solution

of two band model . We assume the next condition that % <k <1 .0nly Eq.(A2) satisfies this

as H,, = . Two band model can be reduced to one band model if we set o, = =¢, =0. Eq.

2

condition. Finally, the analytical equation of upper critical field is Eq.(A2) and we can rewrite to be
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Figure(1). We fit Eq.(12) to the experimental data of upper critical field of single crystal MgB,[21-

23] and find the upper critical field in ab-plane(H
(H”) , H =H_,(1313,0.7,0.5) .

c2 ’

/l'ab
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,H/* =H_(6.5,6.5,0.7,0.5), and in c-axis
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Figure(2) . The ratio of upper critical field ( y =

temperature .
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) of the results of Hc, in Figure.(1) versus



