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Modification of the effective action approach for the Leggett mode

Keita Arimitsu]
Theoretics Physik, Fidgenossische Technische Hochschule, 8093 Ziirich, Switzerlancm

In multiband superconductors there exists collective excitations which correspond to relative phase
fluctuation of each band called the Leggett mode. This is a consequence of the presence of multiple
order parameters, which makes multiband systems qualitatively different from singleband systems.
Theoretically, this mode can be obtained from the effective action for the phase[l]. However, the
procedure to get the effective action is not clear when one considers relationship between phase of
fermion field and that of gap.

In this paper, the modified procedure to get the effective action is discussed. Careful observation
of phase of electrons leads to the conclusion that Hubbard-Stratonovich field should be pair wave-
function, instead of gap. The modified theory is valid for arbitrary strong interband coupling while
the earlier approach only deals with weak interband coupling. This paper also discusses experimen-
tal observation of the Leggett mode: Raman spectroscopy. Spectral peak which corresponds to the
Leggett mode is calculated in the earlier and the modified theory, which shows that they are much
different.

I. INTRODUCTION

Research for collective excitations of superconductors has so long a history as theory of superconductivity itself.
One of the most distinctive feature of collective excitations of superconductors comes from the complexity of order
parameters: there exist “phase fluctuation” and “amplitude fluctuation”. The former is called Goldstone mode and
the latter is called Higgs mode. This feature is shared by the Higgs mechanism[2] in electroweak interaction, which
makes vector bosons massive.

The original BCS theory[3] assumes that the system is a singleband. Extension to multiband systems was done
shortly after the original BCS theory[4l [5]. Multiband superconductors are qualitatively different from singleband
counterparts aside from that in multiband systems more than one gap are defined[6]. In 1966 Leggett suggested that
relative phase fluctuation gives another collective excitation, the Leggett mode[7]. The Leggett mode exists only if
more than one gap are defined in the system. Thus, there is no counterpart in singleband systems. While Goldstone
mode itself is massless, the Leggett mode is generally massive, i.e., dispersion of the Leggett mode takes the form of
wiq = mig + vigp? where wig is energy dispersion of the Leggett mode and p is momentum. This is because in
multiband systems generally relative phase is fixed and even homogeneous phase twist which only depends on each
band changes energy, though in singleband systems homogeneous phase twist does not change energy.

Multiband superconductors have attracted not only theorists, but also experimentalists particularly after an advent
of MgB,. It is shown that MgB, has three dimensional band originated from ¢ bonding and quasi-two dimensional
band from 7 bonding and it shows superconductivity in both bands[8]. Moreover FeSe and Sr,RuQ, are also suggested
to be multiband superconductors[d, [10].

The existence of the Leggett mode can be confirmed by the Raman spectroscopy or the tunneling spectroscopy.
It has been believed that signatures of the Leggett mode were found in MgB, by both experimental methods[8], [11].
Main difficulty of detection of the Leggett mode lies in the fact that estimated mrq is greater than 2A. This means
that the peak corresponding to the Leggett mode should be placed in quasiparticle continuum. Therefore the Landau
damping makes the peak broadened and difficult to discern.

The Leggett mode can be obtained by path integral formalism which was suggested by Sharapov et al.[T]. They
claimed that this formalism can deal with an arbitrary interband coupling, although Leggett originally obtained this
mode by treating interband coupling as a perturbation. The procedure by Sharapov et.al., mimics the procedure to
get Goldstone mode. A number of theoretical approaches described above are based on this method[I2HI6G]. On the
other hand, careful inspection into the relation between gap and fermionic field can show that this procedure is not
valid particularly when interband coupling is large. This paper provides a consistent effective action approach for the
Leggett mode. This paper is organized in the following way: first two band model is analyzed for both a neutral and

*Electronic address: lariman55Qg.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp
TOn leave from Department of integrated science, Faculty of Arts and Sciences, the University of Tokyo


mailto:ariman55@g.ecc.u-tokyo.ac.jp

a charged superconductor. Next the focus is on the Raman spectroscopy, emphasizing on the difference between the
present approach and the earlier approach.

II. TWO BAND MODEL

As Leggett and Sharapov et al. did, a system with two bands is considered. Extension to systems with arbitrary
number of bands is straightforward.
First, a neutral superconductor with two bands is described by the following Hamiltonian (i = 1):

o= 3 3 [ arol, (——uz) ) = e [arly s o)

where i, j denote band indexes, o =7, ] denotes spin and m; is an effective mass of electrons in ith band. For simplicity
let us assume Vip = Vo1 = J € R.
To describe a charged superconductor, one should add Coulomb interaction to Hyeutral

1
Hcharged = Hyeutral + 5 /dTldTQp(T1>VC (Irl - ’I”Q)p(’l"g),

where
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with n being background charge.
The partition function is

= / DyiDye™5,

S = /dT/erw )0 tio () + H(T).

Here ¢(z) = ¢(7,r) is a Grassman number depending on imaginary time 7 and coordinate r.

A. Mean-field theory

For a neutral superconductor, let us introduce Hubbard-Stratonovich field ®;(z), ®¥(x) in order to get the action
which is quadratic in 1T, 1.
With those fields, the action Spheutral becomes

Sneutral = SO + Spaih

8 2
So :/0 dr/erwL(@ (& - va_ —m) Vio(2),

B
Spair = /0 dT/d’P — Z (Vi @ (2)5, ()1 () + h.c.) + Z‘/ijq)f(x)@j(x).

Notice that this Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation is different from that in a conventional manner. Conventionally
Spair is

Spair = / dT/d’l" — Z )iy (x)ir(z) + hoc) . + Z (x)A (), (2)



where (V‘l)ij is an inverse matrix of V;; such that
S Vi (V) = G
J
Relation between Hubbard-Stratonovich fields in and is

v) = 3 Vi®y(@) 3

From it is clear that ®;(z) represents the pair wavefunction.
For a charged superconductor one should introduce another Hubbard-Stratonovich field ¢(x) as follows:

Scharged = neutral + SC

= —z/ dT/drp 87r162/0B dT/d’!‘(,D(.’l?)VQQD(LU).

Note that the second term depends on the spatial dimension of the system and here we have assumed three dimensional
system.

T
For the moment, a neutral superconductor will be considered. With Nambu spinor ¥,;(z) = (¢z‘¢(ff) 1/15(95)) , the
action is made quadratic

B
Suewen = [ a7 [[dar 3 Wl(@) (<G5) Wilo) + 3 Vi@ (2)9 )
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The first term can be integrated out. After integration, one gets

B
S ontral = / dr / dr ) Vi;®;(x)®;(x) — Y LnDetGp,'. (4)
0 ij :

The value ®;(z) is obtained by minimizing the action with respect to ®7(z), i.e.,

6Sneutral

i =0 (5)

In mean-field approximation, it is assumed that ®;(z) is independent of x, i.e., ®;(z) = ®;. Combination of and
this approximation gives the gap equation

dk Vijd; BE; (k
;Vijcb Z‘/:LJ/ 27 2 () tanh< 2( )>7 (6)

where E;(k) = \/51 ‘Z Vi ®; ‘ with & (k) = 227:?2 — p; and d is the dimension of the system. In fact, by using
the relation , @ can be written as

- BE; (K
Ai = Zﬂ/ 27rd2E] tanh( JQ( ))’

where d is spatial dimension of the given system. Note that this integral appears to be divergent. Therefore prescription
should be set to remove this divergence. One way is to assume that interaction is BCS type. In this case, k integral
is limited by modifying interaction,

Vij = Vij X © (wp — [&;(K)1)



where © is a step function and wp is the Debye frequency. Another way is to assume a lattice system. In this case,
cutoff is as follows:
dk dk
/ @n? /keB.ZA (2m)@’
where B.Z. denotes Brillouin zone.

In this paper, we assume that divergence is removed by some prescription, but do not assume any specific prescrip-
tion. The following argument holds for any prescription as long as it is introduced.
In what follows ®; € R is assumed for simplicity. This assumption is always possible for two band systems.

B. Phase fluctuation

The Hubbard-Stratonovich field ®;(z) is a complex scalar field. Thus the phase of ®;(z) can fluctuate around the
mean-field value and this leads to the Leggett mode and BAG (Bogoliubov-Anderson-Goldstone) mode.
To get an effective action for the phase, let us consider the following set of transformation:

ig () = P20 () (7)
(I)i (LU) — @ieiei (1),

where ®; is a mean-field value of ®;(z).

Generally speaking, one can arbitrarily introduce phase fluctuations. Therefore one must look for consistent rela-
tionship among fluctuations.

In canonical quantization formalism pair wavefunction is introduced as follows:

Q; = (Yiy (r)Yir(r))
o7 = (Pl (r)y] (r)) .

Therefore in path integral formalism it is natural to require the following relation between fermionic fields
Yie(z),¥]_(2) and Hubbard-Stratonovich fields ®;(x), ®7 (z):

®i(x) = iy ()i (@), -
o} (z) = Y (2)], (x).
This relation implies that phase fluctuations should satisfy
D) = B(x) = iy (2) i (2)ei @) = Bet?i(@), (9)

(9) is nothing but (7). Therefore, the set of phase fluctuation in (7)) is consistent.
In the earlier approach, the following phase fluctuation was considered:

Ai(z) — P @A,

_ 10
Aj(2) = e AT, 1o

where A;, A} are the mean field value of ith band. In the canonical quantization formalism, the gap is defined such
as

A= Z Vi (051 ()i (1))
= Z Vg (Wl (mwl (r) .

From this relation it is also natural to require the following:

x)ZZViﬂM( )it (x ZVu‘I’
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where relation is used. If the phase of fermionic field is twisted ¢, (x) — €%%(*)/24); (), this leads to

Ai(z) = Az ZV,J@ 103 (@)
A’L( A/* Z ‘/;Jq)* —19 (J))

Generally is not equivalent to . Therefore to achieve fields should be transformed such as

Ai(z) = Al(z ZV,J i+ 0D (x)) i@

Af(z) = A (x ZVU (D7 +0®3 (x)) e 05,

ij

with constraints

Ai(@)e ™D = | 3 Vi@ | %D = Vi (D) +0®; () €

ij
Af(x)e—iei(m) = ZVZJCD;‘ e~ W0ilz) — ZVM ((I)j + 5‘1’;(%)) e—iej($)7

where 6®(z), d®*(x) are so called “amplitude fluctuation”, Higgs mode. Since Higgs mode is generally massive, there
is no reason to believe this way of fluctuation gives low energy excitation. Indeed, it will be shown that collective
excitation defined in @ gives lower energy than that defined in .

From this observation it can be concluded that in order to obtain the effective action of the phase in two-band
system, one should take pair wavefunction as a Hubbard-Stratonovich field.

C. The effective action of the phase
1. Collective excitations in a neutral superconductor

By the set of phase fluctuations defined in , the action becomes the following form:

Sneutral - SO + Spalr — S, SO + S,

pair

s(g:SOJr/ dT/drz\If;r(x)EB\I/i(x)
1 T 1 b 2
S = pw+/ dT/er\p S (x)—§/0 dr/drzcmj (0:(x) — 0, (x))
i

- (T(0)?) 7

neutral —

¥ = <va (z) -V + 2V20i(x)> 70 4 (;afei(x) +

Com

1
pair 5

S = T [(exz)—ei(z))r?— <ai<x>—0i<x>>271]

where i denotes the other band than ith band, i.e., 1 =2,2 =1, 7¢(i = 1,2,3) is ith component of Pauli matrix, and

70 is an unit matrix. For deriving Spalr, exponential is expanded up to second order in 6, i.e.,
—i(0: () —0 ~ , 1
O 0D 21— (0:(2) — 03(2) — 5(0:(x) — 05(x))*

U, Ul can be integrated out by the following identity:

LnDet (Gy;' — BY) = LnDetGp,' — > %Tr (Go:ix")"

n=1



where ¥t = Z’ + 3% . and

palr

. -1 iwn +&i(k) =4
Goi(iwn,, k) = W2 1+ Ei(k)? < —A; Wy, — Ei(k)> ’

with w,, = (2n + 1)m3~! being Matsubara frequency for fermionic fields and A; being defined by .
The second part of this identity gives the effective action for the phase.

> v (Gus)” Z/ ot (1(9) 29 M (%D

n=1

+0(6%),

where 6,;(p) = 0;(iv;, p) with v; = 2I73~! being Matsubara frequency for bosonic field. M, is a 2 x 2 matrix with
each component being

My =355 [ G () — 2k ) (2 ) + 700 ) + s (25 9) ) 700 )
Ziq’* (2k + p) - p (77°(k, p) — 72 (k,p)) + J@;% (732 (k, p) — 73 (K, p)) +J2<I>§7r32(k,p)] + 8:;192
(M) = ;1 [”q’ (2k +p) - pr)?(k, p) + J@—lw32(k,p) + J2<I>?7Ti22(k,p)}
(Mi);; = Qﬁ Z/ [Z‘]@ (2k + p) - pr°(k, p)+ 5 P23k, p) — chp?wf?(k,p)]
(My)5: = dk 22k, p),
where

7 (k, p) = tr [Goi(k, iw,)TH Goi(k + p,iwn + i) T"],

and n; is density of electron of ith band. Note that to obtain the result above, as for terms which are quadratic in
0;(x) it suffices to substitute the mean-field value with Nambu spinors (or Fermion field), i.e

¥](0) (o (V)" 7°) Wila (Zw 2o (2 )8; (V6i(x))

- (Z <¢;,<z)¢,-g<x)>> L (vo,(2))? = L (V8i())?,

(o2

and
to (L 2 1 1 t et 2
U (z) (2J(I)i(9i(x) —03(x))" T ) Vi(z) = 5J®; (wu( Jir(z) + wm(x)ww)) (0i(z) — 0:(x))
= 370 (i (@) (@) + (0 ()], () Gala) — 0:())? = i (0a(ar) — o))

Finally the action is

d
neutral Z / p 91 p 92( )) GG Illeutral (325 g) + BQ Z V;J(b (1)37

ij

where Ga eutral 18 @ 2 X 2 matrix with components being
G9 rlleutral (Ml + MQ) —+ J(I)1(D2 (7-0 _ 7_1)



Energy dispersions are obtained by detGe neutral = = 0 followed by analytic continuation iv; — w + 0.
Let us assume the spatial dimension of the glven system is three, i.e., d = 3. At zero temperature and at hydrody-
namic limit, i.e., v, — 0, p — 0 by substituting 7" (k,p) = 7t (k, O) each component of Ggneutral s as follows:

_ 1
(GG neutral) 1 = 1 (pl’/l2 + PlC§p2 + 4ML(;)
( 0; neutral) = —HLG
( neutral) = —HLG (12)

1
neutral) = 1 (021/52 + 0263132 + 4,ULG)

HLGZA( )‘DA“

where

J - V2,
i = A; = g (13)
with p; being the density of state of electrons in ith band and vg; being Fermi velocity of electrons in ith band. Note
that the following relations are used for the derivation of :

A; =V;;®;, + JP; (the gap equation)

O, = /(2dﬂ"€)d2EAl(lk:) tanh ('BE;(k>> . (14)

From dispersions of BAG mode and the Leggett mode are the following:

2 2.2
Wpag = C€P

. (15)
(chGlrltral)z _ (wsnodlﬁcd)2 + ’U2p2,
where
2= pici + pac3
p1+ p2
2 2
(W(I)modlﬁed)2 _ 4p1 + p2/~LLG7v2 _ P1C5 + pacy )
P12 p1+t p2
Within this approximation BAG mode does not change while the Leggett mode is modified.
Compare this result with the following derived by Leggett in his original paper or Sharapov et al.:
c e 102 C e 12
(winétlal> _ (wanltlal) + v2p2, (16)
where
—_— JALA
(w(l)nltlal)Q — 4p1 + p2 1 72 5.
pip2 Vi1Var —J
winitial can he expressed by \; as follows:
initial\ 2 1 )\Zq)’b(bz 2 A2
== AZAZ, 17
(™) =3 Z (1= M) (1= \)BAA; — N2D,AZ 00 (17)
where is derived by using the definition and .
One can expand wipedified and @initial with respect to A; to find that both are of form
1
= §ZM¢2‘A1‘+O()\?)- (18)

From it can be concluded that up to linear order in \; implying small interband coupling, results from both
theories are the same.



2. Collective excitations in a charged superconductor

In what follows we assume d = 3.
In order to consider collective excitations in a charged superconductor, one should add S, to Speutral. Since S, does
not change under the transformation , the action becomes the following form:

! !
Scharged = Sneutral + S — Scharged = Sneutral + S

2 _ T 3
S.=— SWGQ/dT/d’r‘gD )V2p z/ m/m«Zw YUl ()73, ().

With the same procedure as we saw to get the effective action for the phase in the previous section, the effective
action for phase in a charged superconductor is the following:

% 01(p)
éharged = Z / (;Tp)g (91 (_p) 02(_]9) ( )) G0 iharged 92 <p) + ﬁQ Z V;-j (I)Z(PJ’
I=—co ¢(p) ij

where ¢(p) = ¢(iv;, p) is Fourier transform of the Hubbard-Stratonovich field ¢(x) and G;iharged is a 3 x 3 matrix
with each component being

_ 1 dk: ' . ,
(Ge;iharged)ls = ? )3 %ng(k,p) - rml(% +p) - pmy>(k,p) + i @omt? (K, p) — iJ P17 (k, p)
dk .

(Cotuacsea),, = G (kp) = (24 p) o (kp) + 7173 (k) — 0B k)
— — * —1 _ —1 *
( 0; Charged)31 - ((GG charged) ) ’ (C;te;charged)32 - ((Gﬂ;charged)Qg)
1 dk 2
( halrged)33 = 3 - (W%S(/{,p) + Trgg(kVP)) + 8262

-1 1
(GG;Charged>mn = (GO;neutral)mn (m7 n= 17 2)

detGy, ihargc q = 0 followed by analytic continuation iv; — w + ¢0 gives dispersions.

At zero temperature and in the hydrodynamic limit, i.e., 7" (k, p) = 7/ (k, 0), each component becomes
_ 1 1 1
(GB charged) = _§p1ll/z, (Gagcharged)QS = _5,02“/1;

p2
(GO charged) =0 + P2 +t3 3 87 62

In the limit p?/8me? — 0 where the bosonic field p(x) can be regarded as potential term, the Leggett mode becomes
(wilgurged)z — ((’danodiﬁcd)2 + ( chargcd)2p2’ (19)

where

charged 2 (pl +p2)C%C%
O = @ md

Due to the presence of Coulomb interaction, BAG mode acquires mass, which can be obtained by neglecting the
interband interaction J = 0:

2 2
(w85085) " = (pma)® + (c50)” 2, (20)
where

(wplasma)® = 8me?(p16] + pac3)

4 4
(Ccharged)2 _ p1CT + pacy
pici + p2c3
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Note that to derive results (19) and (20)), it is assumed that wi}grged is sufficiently smaller than wplasma, i-€., wi}grged <

Wplasma.-

As is the case with a neutral superconductor, ignoring more than linear term with respect to A; gives the same
result with Sharapov et al. such that
charged 2 _ initial\ 2 charged\2 2 (21)
e = (wg™™)" + (v ) P,

up to linear order in J.

III. VANISHING OF THE LEGGETT MODE

In this section, Vi1, Vas, J are all real and positive for simplicity.

(wlr)nodified)Z
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=
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FIG. 1: Mass term of the Leggett mode when one changes the interband coupling with each coupling constant being Vi; =

1.0[eV][cell], Vaz = 0.7[eV][cell], p1 = p2 = 0.3[eV]*[cel]] ™!. Red line and blue line correspond to (c/.)a“odiﬁed)2 and (wé)“i“al)Q,
respectively. Black and gray shaded areas mean particle-hole continuum for A;, Ag

(wgnodified)z
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FIG. 2: Mass term of the Leggett mode when one changes the interband coupling with each coupling constant being Vi1 =

1.0[eV][cell], Vo2 = 0.7[eV][cell], p1 = p2 = 0.3[eV] *[cell] ~'. When J? > Vi1 Vao, (Luém"]“ﬁed)2 becomes negative.

A. Vanishing of the Leggett mode

As we saw in [[IC 1] if the dimensionless parameter )\; (i = 1,2) is small enough, the result and match
the earlier results (L6]) or (21)) up to linear order in J. We can also see from ([15)) that when higher terms in \; cannot
be neglected, and (|19) become substantially different from and (21]) as one can also see from Fig. 1.
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Since experimentally the mass term of the Leggett mode, wq is usually probed by Raman spectroscopy, here mass
term will be considered. One thing we can see from Sec. or Fig. 1 is that whether the given system is neutral
or charged, the modified theory which is presented in this paper always has a smaller mass term than the earlier
theory which was presented by Sharapov et al.. This means phase twist defined by is more favorable.

One should realize by looking at that the Leggett mode exists when \; satisfies

1
0< X< 3 (22)
Otherwise, the Leggett mode has negative mass. Note that in the earlier theory, our assumption ensures that the
criteria for the existence of the Leggett mode is

0 < Vi1 Vag — J2. (23)

We will see that is equivalent to (23)). First, let us assume that A; is real and positive. Our choice of coupling
constants makes Ao real and positive as well[I7]. Therefore the condition is equivalent to 0 < 2J®; < A,.
Together with the gap equation A; = V;;®; + J&;, one finds J®; < V;;®,. Therefore the following relation holds:

2 A1z 2
0< (V11V22 —J ) D10, &0 < 7 (‘/11‘/22 —J )AlAg.
Since \; > 0, this is equivalent to 0 < V;1 Vo — J2, which is (23).
This can be understood as follows. If one defines a matrix as a set of coupling constants such as

o (Vi J
(%) o

then is equivalent to detV > 0. If detV < 0, then one of Hubbard-Stratonovich fields cannot be defined since

V has a zero or negative eigenvalue. Therefore only a Hubbard-Stratonovich field corresponding to the positive
eigenvalue is defined. In other words the system has only one order parameter. One order parameter immediately
manifests vanishing of the relative phase fluctuation.

Note that if one includes the Higgs mode h;(z) such as ®;(z) = (®; + hi(x)) €% (@) this conclusion is not changed
at zero temperature since h;(x) does not couple to ;(x). Therefore the Leggett mode vanish at the point where
detV = 0.

B. Comparison with the earlier theory

Both the earlier theory and the modified theory predict vanishing of the Leggett mode, however the way it does is
much different. In the earlier theory, the mass term becomes divergent, which means the Leggett mode is arbitrarily
rigid while the modified theory predicts that the Leggett mode is arbitrarily soft. Let us see why. We require the

following relation,
() =v(20). )

Therefore fluctuations of the fields should also satisfy
(SAl(ZZJ) Y 5(1)1(1‘) . | 6A1(I) o 5(1)1(1‘)
<5A2(x) =Vsa,()) @V san(x)) = \60s(z) ) (26)
where 0A;(z), §®;(x) are fluctuations around the mean-field values and V=1 is an inverse matrix of V. 1) shows that
if detV is small, then d®;(x) must be large even if §A;(z) is small. The earlier theory assumes small fluctuation of
gap 0A;(x). Therefore fluctuation of pair wavefunction is large and large fluctuation costs high energy, which results
in the divergent mass term.
On the other hand, in the modified theory we assume that §®;(z) is small, which results in small 6A;(z) as well.
One can verify wp = 0 when detV = 0 by the following argument although it does not have any physical meaning to
consider the case of detV = 0 in the above-mentioned reason in Sec. 3.1. tells that ®;(z) is not determined even

if A;(z) is given. This “virtual symmetry” (in reality the system does not have this symmetry) makes the Leggett
mode look massless (the Leggett mode is not present at this point).
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IV. SPECTRUM IN RAMAN SCATTERING

We have so far seen that dispersion of the Leggett mode can become substantially different when higher correction
in interband coupling is taken into account. Experimentally, one can observe the signal of the Leggett mode in Raman
spectroscopy. Peak corresponding to the Leggett mode captures the mass of the Leggett mode.

In Raman scattering, incident photons couple to density fluctuation such that

Z/ d"’d% k)l (k- —T)q/zw(lﬁ— 7).

where the Raman vertex

with band dispersion of ith band ¢;(k) and ei//“z being a/ component of the polarization of incident/scattering

photon.
The response function ygpg is

XRR(paT - T/) = - <TTPR(paT)PR(*P7 T/)> )

where T, is time-ordered product in imaginary time 7 and (- --) is a statistical average.
Xrr(P, T — 7') can be expressed in frequency representation such that

1 ; ,
XrR(P, V) = 7/ drxrr(p, T — 7)™ 7).
VB Jo
By the linear response theory, spectral intensity is calculated as follows:
1
Sgr(w) = —;(1 + np(w))Imxrr(p = 0,w),
where np(w) is the Bose distribution function, i.e., np(w) = (6'8“’ - 1)_1 and xgrr(p,w) is obtained by analytic

continuation iv; — w + 40 from xrr(p, ;).
In order to calculate the response function, one can add the source term S; to the effective action:

/ dT/ dPR p,7)J(—p,T),

Z[J] = / DY DYDB* DPD e (SeharseatSi)

The response function is obtained by the functional differentiation

L 6*Z[J]
Xer(PT =) = = S o 0l |,y

In a charged superconductor, the response function in momentum representation is as follows:

J‘L}R(P)
XRR(pviVl) = X(})%R(pv iyl) - (JelR(_p) J92R<_p) J@R(_p)) Ge;charged ng((p)) ) (27)
pR\P

where

Xk (P, ivi) = 2;2/(;5)0127 (k+ g)zﬂfg(k,p)
Tin(v) = 55 Z/ { (k+%) (V;vr?s(k,p)

+%<k:+ )Jcb (kp)}

Z/ Z% ) " (k, p)-

h2
zm, (2k + p) - pr®(k,p) + J@ﬂ??’(kvp)>
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FIG. 3: Spectral peak wPedified and wiitial a9 functions of interband coupling J = Vi with coupling constants Vi; =
1.0[eV][cell], Vaz = 0.7[eV][cell], p1 = p2 = 0.3[eV] *[cell]"'. Black and gray shaded area correspond to quasiparticle con-
tinuum for A; and As, respectively.

T
—— quasiparticle continuum
—— Modified theory
_ 4r — Initial theory
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FIG. 4: Schematic view of spectral intensity. Black line corresponds to quasiparticle continuum 2A;(i = 1, 2) and colored lines
to the Leggett mode for the modified theory and derived from the initial theory, respectively. Due to Landau damping, peak
become broadened if position of the peak is larger than 2A;(i = 1, 2).

The first term in the right hand side of corresponds to the peaks which probe the gap A; and the second term
shows collective excitations. Since in Raman scattering it suffices to know the response function with zero momentum
p = 0, poles are located at the mass of the Leggett mode and plasma frequency. Therefore one can observe the peak
corresponding to the Leggett mode wpeax at the mass of the Leggett mode, i.e., wpeax = wiB°dified in this setting.

It is obvious to see that in a neutral superconductor the position of peak for the Leggett mode is located at

dified
Wpeak = wéno .
To compare how difference of theories affects experimental observation it suffice to see the difference of the mass
term of the Leggett mode, i.e., wita! and wgrodified,
Figure 5 shows that if J = Vjg, i.e., interband coupling is small so that \; < 1 holds, w3l and wiodified are

almost the same, but as the interband coupling is large they become much different. In this model each coupling
constant is set as Vi1 = 1.0[eV][cell], Vag = 0.7[eV][cell], p1 = pa = 0.3[eV]![cell] L. Note that as is usual with real
experiments, generally wiMa!l is above quasiparticle continuum, i.e., wittal > 2A;(i = 1,2) (Fig. 5). This makes
experimental observation of the Leggett mode difficult because peak is broadened. On the other hand, Fig. 5 shows
that for strong coupling wpeax is below quasiparticle continuum and therefore clearly detectable, i.e., w(‘)“(’diﬁed < 2A;.
Note that this result comes from the oversimplified two band model and we cannot conclude that in real materials

such as MgB, this is also true at this stage.
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V. CONCLUSION

We first looked at the validity of the effective action approach to describe collective excitations with two band
model, and saw that the set of phase transformation defined in @, that is,

d)ia (I) — ewi (z)/Q’l/)ia' (:l?)
Ai(z) = %@ A (2),

is not consistent with the definition of the gap. Instead, one can introduce the consistent set of phase fluctuation,
which is

d)ia (I) — ewi (z)/Q’l/)ia' (:l?)
®;(x) — @ P, (x),

where ®;(z) is pair wavefunction. From this set of transformations dispersions for phase has been derived. Disper-
sions show the existence of the massless mode, BAG mode, and the massive mode, the Leggett mode in a neutral
superconductor. If one compare dispersions derived in this paper with those in the earlier theory, they are the same
if higher order in interband coupling can be ignored, on the other hand, those are much different with large interband
coupling.

The mass term of the Leggett mode is sensitively dependent on interband coupling , and it has been shown that
for both a neutral system and a charged system the mass term derived in this paper is always smaller than the
mass derived in the earlier theory, which justifies the phase twist . For a large interband coupling, only one
Hubbard-Stratonovich field is defined so that the Leggett mode is no longer present.
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