arXiv:1701.05835v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 20 Jan 2017

Particular type of gap in the spectrum of multiband superconductors

P.I. Arseev^{1,2} , S.O. Loiko^1 , N.K. Fedorov^1 1 P.N.Lebedev Physical Institute of RAS, Moscow, Russia and 2 National Research University, Higher School of Economics, Moscow, Russia

We show, that in contrast to the free electron model (standard BCS model), a particular gap in the spectrum of multiband superconductors opens at some distance from the Fermi energy, if conduction band is composed of hybridized atomic orbitals of different symmetries. This gap has composite superconducting-hybridization origin, because it exists only if both the superconductivity and the hybridization between different kinds of orbitals are present. So for many classes of superconductors with multiorbital structure such spectrum changes should take place. These particular changes in the spectrum at some distance from the Fermi level result in slow convergence of the spectral weight of the optical conductivity even in quite conventional superconductors with isotropic s-wave pairing mechanism.

PACS numbers: 74.20.-z Theories and models of superconducting state, 74.20.Pq Electronic structure calculations

The classical BCS model is based on the picture of free electron gas. This approach is adequate for metals with wide conduction band formed by identical atomic orbitals. In this case any changes of excitation spectra after transition to the superconducting state occur only within energy scale of a few Δ near the Fermi level. As a consequence, optical conductivity in a frequency range more than 4-6 Δ is practically the same in the normal and superconducting states. That was the case for the previously known superconductors, but for the new high-Tc families there are some evidences, that optical conductivity in superconducting state noticeably differs from normal conductivity to larger frequencies [1–9].

This fact can hardly be explained in the framework of ordinary ”metallic” BCS model, but looking at the new superconductors from ”semiconductor” point of view we can understand how changes of electron spectrum can occur rather far from the Fermi surface. ”Semiconductor point of view” means that we take into consideration several bands near the Fermi level, paying attention to the symmetry of atomic orbitals. So several energy scales connected with the position of these bands and its hybridization value appear in the theory. This is in contrast with the BCS theory, where the only parameter is the ratio Δ/E_F .

Multiband models are now widely discussed for the new classes of superconductors beginning from YBCO, and more recent MgB2 and FeAs, FeSe families [10–14]. Usually the effects of intra- and inter-band interactions attract main attention in multiband models ( e.g. [15–21]). Various signs and relative values of these interactions lead to order parameters of different signs at different pockets (sheets) of the Fermi surface. In the present paper we are interested in quite different effect which takes place even if there is a single Fermi surface and for which interplay of different interactions between bands is of no importance.

To understand, what unusual for the BCS model spectrum changes are encountered in multiband systems, we consider the two-band model of a superconductor described by the Hamiltonian

H = ∑ k,α ξ_a(k)a^+_{k,α}a_{k,α} + ∑ k,α ξ_c(k)c^+_{k,α}c_{k,α} + + ∑ k,α (t_{ac}(k)a^+_{k,α}c_{k,α} + h.c.) − − ∑ k ( Δ_aa^+_{−k↓}a^+_{k↑} + h.c. ) − − ∑ k ( Δ_cc^+_{−k↓}c^+_{k↑} + h.c. ) (1)

where a^+_{k,α} and c^+_{k,α} are creation operators for electrons with the quasimomentum k and spin α in bands a and c, respectively, which are generated by atomic orbitals with different kinds of symmetry; ξ_a(k) and ξ_c(k) are the electron energies in the respective bands, and t_{ac}(k) is the matrix element corresponding to the single-particle interband hybridization [22]. The last two terms in eq.(1) describe the electron-electron interaction in the bands. They are written directly in the form corresponding to the mean-field approximation. Of course in the multiband superconductors all types of pairing usually exist, but the interband pairing is not crucial for the effect we should like to discuss. So to make the idea more clear we omit in Hamiltonian (1) interband pairing terms.

The anomalous averages Δ_a and Δ_c introduced here are defined in the usual way:

Δ_a = −U_a 1 N ∑ k ⟨a_{k↑}a_{−k↓}⟩ Δ_c = −U_c 1 N ∑ k ⟨c_{k↑}c_{−k↓}⟩ (2) Since a specific mechanism responsible for the superconducting pairing between electrons is not crucial for our aims, we assume for simplicity that the interaction in the both bands is written as in Gor’kov’s equations. As a result, the initial order parameters given by eqs. (2) in the a and c bands are isotropic; i.e., they do not depend on the momentum. For superconductivity to appear it is sufficient to have attraction only in one band. The electron-electron interaction can even be repulsive in the other band as long as this band is much wider (with lesser density of sates). Different signs of the electron-electron interactions within the bands lead to the effective order parameters which are alternating-sign functions of the quasimomentum [22]. At present we need only, that interaction in one or two bands is sufficient for superconductivity to exist.

Because the main part of new superconductors are quasi 2D systems, in what follows we assume that Hamiltonian (1) describes 2D superconductor and present pictures of 2D excitation spectrum, though the gap of the new type exists in 3D system as well.

The excitation spectrum of the model in the superconducting state consists of two branches and has the form

E^2_±(k) = ε^2_a(k) + ε^2_c (k) 2 ± 1 2 √ (ε^2_a(k) − ε^2_c (k))^2 + 4t^2_{ac}(k)[(ξ_a(k) + ξ_c(k))^2 + (Δ_a − Δ_c)^2] (3)

where we denote

ε^2_a(k) = ξ^2_a(k) + Δ^2_a + t^2_{ac}(k),

ε^2_c (k) = ξ^2_c (k) + Δ^2_c + t^2_{ac}(k).

As opposed to the standard BCS model with the single gap this spectrum has two gaps appeared due to the superconductivity. One opens as usual at the Fermi surface and the second one separates two branches of the spectrum E_+(k) and E_−(k) near the line ξ_a + ξ_c = 0. The value of this gap can be estimated from eq.(3) using expansion in small parameter |Δ_c − Δ_a|/ √ t^2_{ac}(k) + ξ^2_c (k)

E_±(k) ≈ √ t^2_{ac}(k) + ξ^2_c (k) ± |t_{ac}(k)||Δ_c − Δ_a| ≈ √ t_{ac}(k)^2 + ξ^2_c (k) ± |t_{ac}(k)||Δ_c − Δ_a| 2 √ t^2_{ac}(k) + ξ^2_c (k) (4) We see, that this gap appears due to both superconductivity and hybridization and vanishes if either t_{ac} or Δ equals to zero. We can call it a ”composite” gap, because hybridization level repulsion and superconductivity make equal contribution to its formation. To avoid misunderstanding we should stress that this gap is not a total energy gap in the density of states, contrary to the gap at the Fermi surface. It separates two branches of the excitation spectrum and its value and position changes along the line ξ_a(k) + ξ_c(k) = 0 in the Brillouin zone.

Simple 1D section of the spectrum shown in fig.1 helps us to understand in what part of the spectrum and due to what reason this new gap opens. In the normal state there is only one crossing of the two bands (fig.1b). Degeneracy in this point is removed in a usual way by the hybridization t_{ac} (not shown in the figure 1b). But after superconducting transition the quasiparticle ”mirror” branch of the wide band crosses the quasiparticle branch of the narrow band once more as it is depicted in fig.1c. Now the hybridization t_{ac} splits the spectrum also at this second intersection point besides the ordinary avoided crossing band splitting (fig.1d). That is why this new gap has some composite character: without superconductivity there is no second intersection point and without hybridization no gap opens at the band crossing points.

This simple qualitative explanation is quite correct in the case if the order parameter is nonzero only in one of the bands. If the order parameters are nonzero in the both bands the situation is qualitatively the same but a little bit more complicated in details, because superconducting interaction connects branches under and above the Fermi level, so near the intersection we have a system of four but not of two equations (corresponding to four connected quasiparticle branches). This specific character of superconductivity equations leads to the result that in a completely symmetric situation for Δ_a = Δ_c (and ξ_a = −ξ_c) this new gap vanishes, as it can be seen in eq. 4.

FIG. 1: Schematic view of the initial two band picture with superconductivity switched off and without interband hybridization (a) and zoom of the area of the initial bands intersection (b). The area of the intersections of energy spectrum branches: (c) with superconductivity switched on and without hybridization (dashed lines); (d) with both superconductivity and hybridization switched on (solid lines). The ordinary hybridization gap (HG) and new composite gap (CG) are indicated by the arrows.

FIG. 2: E−(k) and E+(k) branches of the excitation spectrum lying under the Fermi level in superconducting case. A quarter of the Brillouin zone is shown.

Figure 1d shows the case of very small hybridization value (t ≈ Δ) in order to illustrate the effect clearly. If hybridization increases the quasiparticle spectrum near the line, where the bands intersect in the normal state , deforms significantly and only the new gap, which is much smaller, can be distinctly identified in the spectrum.

For some more real choice of the parameters the total spectrum is shown in fig. 2. The calculations were performed for the two bands with the dispersion laws typical for the simple cubic lattice, namely ξ_a(k) = t_a(cos k_x + cos k_y) and ξ_c(k) = ε_{c0} + t_c(cos k_x + cos k_y). Since it is assumed that these bands are formed by the atomic orbitals of different types of symmetry, the matrix element of hybridization between them is a strongly anisotropic function of quasimomentum t_{ac}(k) = t^0_{ac}(cos k_x − cos k_y) [22]. (It is not crucial for the discussed effect but it is closely related to our previous results [23]). The calculations were performed with the following values of the parameters of the two-band model: t_a = 30, t_c = −1, t^0_{ac} = 5, Δ_a = −0.18, Δ_c = 0.81 (in units of |t_c|). For such values of parameters Δ is much less than the bandwidth and hybridization matrix element is less than the bandwidth but large enough compared to the order parameter.

FIG. 3: E− branch and the difference between quasiparticle energies E− for the superconducting and normal states as functions of k in a quarter of the Brillouin zone (a), and the Brillouin zone with the lines along which the difference has its maximum value, i.e. the Fermi contour (dashed line) and the ξa + ξc = 0 contour (solid line) (b) for εc0 = −0.5; the same for εc0 = −5 (c) and (d) correspondingly.

In order to show the area in the Brillouin zone where the spectrum changes substantially after superconducting transition we plot in figs. 3 the difference ΔE = E^s_− − E^n_− between the quasiparticle energies E_−(k) in the superconducting and normal states. For the usual BCS model such plot gives the ridge of the Δ height at the Fermi surface which quickly tends to zero: ΔE(k) = √ ξ^2(k) + Δ^2 − ξ(k) ≃ (Δ^2/ξ^2(k)) as ξ(k) > Δ. The distinctive feature of the spectrum of the two-band model is significant change in the quasiparticle energy not only near the Fermi contour (displayed in figs.3b, 3d by dashed line), but also along the line ξ_a + ξ_c = 0 (displayed in figs.3b, 3d by solid line).

In the first case the narrow band is near the center of the wide band: ε_{c0} = −0.5 (in units of |t_c|) and in the second case the narrow band is moved further: ε_{c0} = −5. In the second case the intersection line of the two bands is moved further from the Fermi level, which is located in our calculations in the middle of the wide band. The Fermi surfaces in these two cases are quite different, nevertheless in any case we see two lines of substantial quasiparticle energy changes instead of one line for the BCS model.

The impact of this particular gap on physical observables depends on the shape of the spectrum and on the position of this gap. Especially important is how close the new gap lies to flat enough parts of the spectrum which produce Van Hove singularities.

In fig.4 the density of states is shown for the two band model in the normal and superconducting states for the case ε_{c0} = −0.5. For the given above choice of parameters this new gap opens near Van Hove singularities at the

FIG. 4: Densities of states in the normal and superconducting states for the positions of the center of the narrow band with respect to the chemical potential εc0 = −0.5. Dashed line corresponds to the normal state and solid line — to the superconducting state.

edge of the Brillouin zone. In this case the effect is very prominent. For the superconducting state we see the usual BCS like gap structure at the Fermi level and then the density of states quickly approaches the normal density of states. But suddenly at the energies of (12 ÷ 14)Δ from the Fermi level there are again strong deviations between the superconducting and normal densities of states. It is the effect of the new composite gap opening.

Conclusions

So we have demonstrated that in multiband superconductors there exists a simple mechanism which leads to opening a gap of a new ”composite” type in the spectrum. This spectrum changes can take place rather far from the Fermi surface. Qualitatively the mechanism is connected with mirror reflection of quasiparticle branches after the superconducting transition and repulsion the spectrum branches along new intersection lines due to the hybridization.

This point (line,surface) where quasipartical branch of one band, remaining in the normal state, crosses superconductor ”mirror” quasipartical branch of another band, vanishing in the normal state, determines the position of the new gap line. The value of the gap is given by equations like eq.4 and is proportional both to the hybridization energy t_{ac} and to the order parameter(s) Δ.

Of course if intersection point moves far from the Fermi level the value of this gap decreases. Nevertheless eq.4 shows that it diminishes as t_{ac}Δ/ξ_c where ξ_c approximately determines the distance of the gap position from the Fermi level. It can be easily estimated that relative changes of the density of states and conductivity are also of the order of this parameter t_{ac}Δ/ξ_c ≃ t_{ac}Δ/(E − E_F ). This linear dependence on the parameter Δ/(E − E_F ) is much slower than usual for the BCS model square-low dependence (Δ/(E − E_F ))^2.

Though this particular gap in the spectrum does not result in a total gap in the density of states it is very important for any processes of absorbtion or emission of light by the multiband superconductors. We see in Figs. 2, 4 that conditions of absorption or emission change after superconducting transition not only for photons with frequency of the order of Δ but also for photons with frequency (12 ÷ 14)Δ . This means, for example, that optical conductivity should change noticeably in a spectral range much greater than Δ in quite conventional superconductors with initial isotropic s-wave pairing mechanism which is in accord with mentioned above experimental studies [1–9]. It is just this general mechanism of the composite gap opening, that qualitatively explains our previous results for slow increase of the conductivity spectral weight with frequency cutoff growing in the two-band model [23].

[1] Basov D. N., Woods S. I., Katz A. S., Singley E. J., Dynes R. C., Xu M., Hinks D. G., Homes C. C. and Strongin M., Science 283 (1999) 49 [2] Molegraaf H., Presura C., D. van der Marel, Kes P. H. and Li M., Science 295, (2002) 2239 [3] Santander-Syro A. F., Lobo R. P. S. M., Bontemps N., Lopera W., Girata D., Konstantinovic Z., Li Z.Z. and Raffy H., Phys. Rev. B 70,(2004) 134504 [4] Boris A. V., Kovaleva N. N., Dolgov O. V., Holden T., Lin C.T., Keimer B. and C. Bernhard, Science 304, (2004) 708 [5] Homes C. C., Dordevic S. V., Bonn D. A., Liang R. and Hardy W. N., Phys. Rev. B 69,(2004) 024514 [6] Deutscher G., Santander-Syro A. F. and Bontemps N., Phys. Rev. B 72,(2005) 092504 [7] Carbone F., Kuzmenko A. B., Molegraaf H. J. A., E. van Heumen, Lukovac V., Marsiglio F., D. van der Marel, Haule K., Kotliar G., Berger H., Courjault S., Kes P.H. and Li M., Phys. Rev. B 74,(2006) 064510 [8] Charnukha A., Popovich P., Matiks Y., Sun D. L., Lin C. T., Yaresko A.N., Keimer B. and Boris A.V., Nat. Commun.2,(2011) 219 [9] Charnukha A., J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 26,(2014) 253203 [10] Mazin I.I. and Antropov V.P., Physica C 385,(2003) 49 [11] Manousakis E., Ren J., Sheng Meng S. and Kaxiras E., Phys. Rev. B 78,(2008) 205112 [12] Cao C., Hirschfeld P. J. and Cheng Hai-Ping, Phys. Rev. B 77,(2008) 220506(R) [13] Daghofer M., Nicholson A., Moreo A. and Dagotto E., Phys. Rev. B81,(2010)014511 [14] Fernandes R.M. and Chubukov A.V., Rep. Prog. Phys.80,(2017)014503 [15] Hinojosa A. and Chubukov A. V., Phys. Rev. B 91,(2015)224502 [16] Agatsuma T. and Hotta T., Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 400,(2016)73 [17] Nicholson A., Ge Weihao , Riera J., Daghofer M., Moreo A. and Dagotto E., Phys. Rev. B85,(2012)024532 [18] Sano K.and Ono Y., J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.78,(2009)124706 [19] Sadovskii M.V., Phys. Usp.51,(2008) 1201 [20] Hirschfeld P.J., Comptes Rendus Physique 17, (2016) 197 [21] Hirschfeld P.J., Korshunov M.M. and Mazin I.I., Rep. Prog. Phys. 74, (2011) 124508 [22] Arseev P.I., Loiko S.O. and Fedorov N.K., JETP Lett.87,(2008) 299 [23] Arseev P.I., Loiko S.O. and Fedorov N.K., JETP Lett.100,(2014) 512