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In connection with the anomalous temperature dependence of the nuclear relaxation rate 1/7
of Cu in YBa;Cu3O7-,, the nuclear relaxation in the system is theoretically investigated, and the
anomalous temperature dependence is found to be explained on the basis of the Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) pairing, if the strong correlation effect of electrons is properly taken into ac-
count. The spin fluctuations make the superconducting state gapless near T, and erase the hump
of 1/T which is usually observed in BCS superconductors. The spin-fluctuation vertex is highly
renormalized in the superconducting state and thus 1/7';, enhanced by the spin fluctuations in the
normal state, is drastically suppressed in the superconducting state. The above two effects com-
bined give a sharp decrease of 1/T below T, which has been observed in the superconducting

state of YBaCu3O7—,.

I. INTRODUCTION

Extensive experimental and theoretical studies to eluci-
date the mechanism of the high-T. superconductivity of
the superconducting oxides have been made.! The experi-
mental results show that the electrons in the oxides are
highly correlated due to the Coulomb correlation. Actual-
ly, La;CuO4 and YBa;Cu3O¢ are insulators due to the
correlation, although band calculations show that these
crystals are metallic. The insulating crystals exhibit anti-
ferromagnetic orders of copper spins. If holes are doped
into the crystals, the antiferromagnetic orders rapidly des-
truct and, simultaneously, the electrical conductivity in-
creases. In this case we expect the appearance of a
Fermi-liquid state near the Fermi level. The characteris-
tic feature of the Fermi liquid is the .following. The
copper d-electron levels are close to the oxygen p-electron
levels in these oxides, unlike in other transition-metal ox-
ides. Therefore, electrons can move around the crystals
on the hybridized orbits constituted from the copper d-
electron and oxygen p-electron orbits. The electrons in
the Fermi liquid are heavily dressed by charge and spin
fluctuations, since the large fluctuations are expected in
such correlated systems.

The measurement of the flux quantization? and the ac
Josephson effect * show that the unit of the superconduct-
ing current in the oxides is twice the electronic charge.
This fact indicates that electron pairs or hole pairs are re-
-sponsible for superconductivity even in the oxide super-
conductors. The coherence lengths estimated from the
upper critical fields are 30 to 40 A in the basal planes of
YBa,Cu3O0;-, (Refs. 5 and 6) and Bi-Sr-Ca-Cu-O.’
These values are shorter than those in usual superconduc-
tors, but much longer than the distance between Cu and O
ions in the crystals which is approximately 2 A. There-
fore, there is nothing wrong in considering the Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS)-type pairing in the oxides. The
specific heat of YBa3Cu3O7—, shows a sharp jump at the
superconducting transition temperature T,.® This specific
heat can be explained on the basis of the BCS theory, if
the large contribution from the superconducting fluctua-
tions as a result of the short coherence length is included.’
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The experimental results of the tunneling using
La;—,Sr,CuO4 and YBa,Cu30O7-, show the clear energy
gaps which are expected from the BCS theory.!® The
temperature dependence of the penetration depth in
YBa,;Cu3O7-, measured by muon-spin rotation is con-
sistent with the prediction by the BCS theory.!! ™13

Only the experimental results which look inconsistent
with the BCS-type pairing are the result of nuclear relax-
ation. Warren et al.,'* Mali et al.,'> Kitaoka, Hiramatsu,
Kondo, and Asayama,16 and Imai et al.!” made the nu-
clear quadrupole resonance (NQR) measurements of
YBa,;Cu3O7-,. They obtained almost the same results on
the nuclear relaxation of Cu in the two-dimensional CuQO,
layers of the crystals which is called Cull. The supercon-
ducting current is considered to flow mainly in these lay-
ers. For these reasons we focus on the nuclear relaxation
of Cull hereafter. The behavior of the nuclear relaxation
rate 1/T differs from that in usual BCS superconductors
in the following points. (1) The hump of 1/T; which is
usually seen just below T, in the BCS superconductors is
not observed.!*”!7 (2) The relaxation rate 1/T; sharply
decreases below T,..!*”!7 Its temperature dependence is
expressed by a power of temperature 7" rather than an
exponential, and the value of n is 4.5 and 3 depending on
the temperature range.!” (3) The relaxation rate 1/7T in
the normal state is approximately proportional to 7'/ be-
tween 92 and 200 K.!”

To explain the anomalous temperature dependence of
the nuclear relaxation rate mentioned above, Kitaoka et
al.'® used an anisotropic energy-gap function with d-wave
symmetry, and Suzumura, Hasegawa, and Fukuyama'®
considered the resonating-valence bond (RVB) supercon-
ducting state with d-wave symmetry. They all use the
mean-field approximation for the calculation of the nu-
clear relaxation rate. However, we cannot use the simple
mean-field approximation in the calculation of quantities
in highly correlated systems such as the oxide supercon-
ductors. The objective of the present paper is to show that
the anomalous temperature dependence of the nuclear re-
laxation mentioned above can be explained on the basis of
the BCS theory, if the correlation effect is properly taken
into account.

2279 ©1989 The American Physical Society
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The following is a brief explanation for our mechanism
of the nuclear relaxation. It has been confirmed from the
experiments that the relaxation of the Cull nuclei is
caused by a magnetic origin in entire temperature
range.17 In this case, 1/T, is expressed in terms of the
imaginary part of the dynamical spin susceptibility of
electrons with the resonance frequency. The imaginary
part of the susceptibility in the copper oxide system is cal-
culated using the following model. Due to the strong
repulsive interaction between the electrons on copper ion
sites, the states situated deeply below the Fermi level are
almost localized at the lattice sites, consistent with the ex-
perimental results of photoemission. In the metallic sam-
ple, along with this localized state, the Fermi-liquid state
appears near the Fermi level. Some attractive interaction
between the quasielectrons yields the superconducting
state in the Fermi liquid. In the system, the spins of
copper ions are almost localized at the lattice sites and
only a small portion of the spin are itinerant. These spins
produce the large spin fluctuations. The spin fluctuations
create a self-energy of the quasielectron. Especially, its
imaginary part works to shorten the lifetime of the
quasielectron. This lifetime effect makes the supercon-
ducting state gapless near T, and erases the hump in the
1/T, vs T curve. The susceptibilities at low frequencies
are enhanced by scattering of the spin fluctuations and the
quasielectrons in the normal state. However, when the su-
perconducting order parameter develops, the low-fre-
quency part of the spin-fluctuation vertex for the scatter-
ing is very much reduced and thus the enhancement of the
susceptibility is drastically suppressed. The above two
effects combined cause the drastic decrease of 1/T,
without accompanying a hump, just as observed in the
NQR experiments of Cull in YBa;Cu3zO7-,. Since the
gapless state appears only near T,, the present result is
consistent with the observations of the energy gap by the
tunneling and optical measurements at low tempera-
tures. '°

II. EFFECTS OF SPIN FLUCTUATIONS ON THE
ONE-ELECTRON STATES IN THE
SUPERCONDUCTING STATE

Assuming that the superconductivity in the oxides is
brought about by a certain interaction other than one via
spin fluctuations, we consider the following model de-
scribed by the Hamiltonian

H=Hsuper+fd3ny/}L(x)v/f(x)v/1(x)l//T(x) , (2.1)

where U and y,(x) are, respectively, the correlation in-
teraction energy constant and the field operator for the
conduction electrons with spin o. In (2.1) H super denotes
the part which is responsible for the superconductivity and
the second term represents the on-site Coulomb repulsive
interaction, i.e., U > 0. For the calculations of physical
quantities at finite temperatures we utilize the formula-
]

tion of thermofield dynamics (TFD).'>?® Following the
TFD formalism, we introduce the Heisenberg field y,(x)
which anticommutes with w,(x) to incorporate the tem-
perature effect. Then our system is described by the total
Hamiltonian

H=H-H, (2.2)
where
A =Agpet [ d*xU5 03] )9, 01 () . (2.3)
We define the thermal doublet:
“(x) vo(x) for a=1,
c\X) = .
4 Wi(x) for a=2, 2.4)
and, in the Nambu representation,
wi(x) wi(x)
vi(x)= - 2.5)
wi(x) vt

Hamiltonian (2.2) leads to the equation for ¥%(x) as
(i, —e(— V) 131w *(x)

=J(¥°v ") —iUc? (x) ' ve(x)T, (2.6)

where £(—V?) is the bare one-electron energy, 7.’s
(i=1,2,3) are the Pauli matrices, J[¥? ¥*'] represents
the interaction arising from the interaction term in
Hguper — Hsyper, and ‘¥°(x) denotes the doublet tran-
sposed in the Nambu space,

o (x) =lyf(x),pi(x)], Q.7
e agnt piG)T
v (x) - l//f(x)f > (28)
and o2 is given by
0% (x) =y (o) Ty f(x) = —%s“ pe(x) v elx),
2.9)
with
1 for a=1,
8a={—l for a=2. (2.10)

To investigate the one-electron state in our system, we
first calculate the one-electron Green’s function. In the
TFD formalism the causal Green’s function at tempera-
ture 7T is defined by

P(x—y) =(0B) | Ty T 0(B))

i 4 a, ip(x—y)

= d*pSP(p)eiP>=y)
(27r)4f PSP

| 0(B)) being the temperature-dependent vacuum state

(B=1/T). Using Eq. (2.6), we obtain the equation for

S*(x—y),

.11)

(8, —e(— V) 1318 (x — ) =i 6D (x — p) +(0(B) | TI[¥(x),¥*(x)'1wE() | 0(B))

—iU(0(B) | To2 (x) [r, " w(x) ' 1wP () T 0(B)) .

(2.12)
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If the self-energy functions Z%(p) and I1*?(p) are respectively introduced by the relations

(0B | TI¥*(x), ¥* () 1¥*() Tl 0(B)) = (27’;)4fd“pzy‘,a‘"(p)sﬂ(p)efpu—y>, (2.13)
and

—iU(O(B) | To (e ¥ () 1w P 0(p)) = (2”;)4 S d“pzy:l'la’(p)S’B(p)ei”(""y) : (2.14)
Eq. (2.12) becomes

Zy‘, [(po—g,73)8°7 —E%(p) =117 (p) 1S (p) =5°F ' | (2.15)
with

g=pi2m—pu.
Now let us consider the self-energy function (2.14). Since the correlation creates the large spin fluctuations in the
low-energy region, we express I1°’(p) in terms of the spin-fluctuation Green’s function y*#(g). To do so, by

introducing the  spin-fluctuation vertex function T%"(—p—g;p), we write three-point function
(0B) | To (z) '"w(x)"wP(y) | O(B)) in terms of y*#(g) as follows:

2
(21 X fd“pa’“q[—e“'S“"(p)’rzS“”(p —-q)
T

(0B) | To2 (2) W) ' wP(y) | 0(B)) = [

+i X 254(@) 'S"(—p) T (= pip —)SP(p —@)leP* i =i0=Dr - (2.16)
&n

where ‘S®(p) and ‘T&%(— p;p —q) are, respectively, the transposed Green’s function and spin-fluctuation vertex func-
tion in the Nambu representation

'S (p)=SgE(p), 2.17
T (—pp —) =T (—pip—q), (2.18)
and y°P(q) is defined by
a — = a . i a iqg(x —
1%(x —p)=(0(B) | To: (x)c2 (») | 0(B)) (2”)4fd4qx Pg)ed—») (2.19)

The first and second terms in the integrand on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.16) represent, respectively, the improper and
proper parts of the three-point function [see Fig. 1(a)l. Noting the definition of I1*?(p) given in Eq. (2.14), we obtain
from Eq. (2.16)

L ]fd“qu 'S (—p—q) TSP(—p—q;p)x*(q) .
iy 4

@r)* @r)*

e (p) = —U[ L ]fd“qs“rz 1§e¢(—p—gq) ‘1,6 +U
(2.20)

In Fig. 1(b) we show the graphical representation of Eq. (2.20). In the following calculations we employ the one-loop
approximation for Eq. (2.20). As discussed in Refs. 21 and 22 the one-loop approximation gives a good description for
strongly correlated systems such as the heavy-fermion systems in the low-energy region. The vertex function is then ap-
proximated in the following form by introducing the renormalized coupling constant U,:

Urs( -p—q;p)=U, 25765, (2.21)

(a) (b)

q

B — a8
T I vee + U;&D B

FIG. 1. Feymann diagrams for (a) the three-point function and (b) the self-energy function I1*?(p).
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Thus, in the one-loop approximation we have

naﬂ(p)=nf{z.me—u,2[ o ] [ d*qe'sP(—p— (@), 2.22)
where .
e = —0 | | [ d*gstratsee(—q) 11255 @29
artree (2")4 qe 12 q 2 . :

The relation between U and U, is given in Sec. III. Using the spectral representation for S*(p) and y**(g) (Refs. 20
and 23), we can obtain the following spectral representation of the self-energy function I1*4(p):

1 “
- 0
po—w+ié
N%(p) =Mffurec+ J d00(0,p) |Ur (@) L vk 2.24)
0 Po—w—id
where
2 o) =U2 [ dao f L2, 'p( = p = ) 2D @15 q) + e (po+go)] (2.25)
> r (2”)3 s .
CF(a)) dp((l))
UF((D)= "dp((o) CF(CO) 5 (2.26)
with
-1 -1
fB(pO)_e”"/T——l » fr(po) i’ (2.27)
C[-Z(po)=l""fp(p0), d;.z(po)=fp(po). (2.28)

In Eq. (2.25) p(p) and D(gq) are the spectral functions, respectively, for S®*(p) and x“#(q). Note that p(p) is a 2X2 ma-
trix in the Nambu representation.
The spectral function (2.25) can be rewritten in the form

Q(po,p) =Qo(po,p)ro+ 21 (po,p) 71 + 23(po,p) 73, (2.29)
where
0(pop) =+ U s [ d4aT ea (= p = ) 2D @13 (q0) + fr portao)] (2.30)
21(po,p) =~ T (21)3fd“qT,[13 'o(=p =) D@50+ fr(po+q0)], @.31)
V4
03(pop) =~ LUI s [ aaT e 'p(—p =) 0D @1/ (g0) + 5 (po+ g0)] (2.32)

and 7o is the unit matrix. The self-energy function (2.24) can be separated into its real and imaginary parts as follows:

N%(p) =M reet [ dw%(—‘j’l’wlaw—mn(po,p)[UF(po)éUF(po)*laﬂ, (2.33)
0
with
o
e=ly _1|- , (2.34)

The real part of I1®(p) leads to the wave-function renormalization and the mass renormalization, so that the supercon-
ducting transition temperature T is decreased from that for U=0. On the other hand, the imaginary part of I1%?(p)
gives a finite lifetime to the quasiparticle in the superconducting state due to the process of emission and absorption of the
spin fluctuations. As seen in the following this effect brings about a gapless superconducting state near 7. and plays a
crucial role in the superconducting state of the superconducting oxides. We assume that the interaction term which leads
to the self-energy function £%(p) does not break the time-reversal symmetry. In this case Z**(p) have no imaginary
part in the low-energy region below the superconducting energy gap in the absence of U. Hence, we approximate =% (p)
to be real and write it in the form

2%(p) +Rell(p) =(1 —Z, Dpotot+cpr3t+A,ti, (2.35)
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where Z,, ¢, and A, are real. Then Eq. (2.15) is rewritten as

27‘,[(20‘ 'po—&r—A71)8% —iImII* (p)1S™(p) =5, (2.36)
with &, =g, —c,. Expressing the imaginary part of I1°7(p) in the form

ImIT?(p) = — z[Qo(po,p) t0+ 21 (o, p) 711 [UF (p0) EUF (o) 717, 2.37)

where we dropped the contribution from the 3 component for simplicity as is usually done, 24 we obtain the spectral func-
tion p(po,p) from Eq. (2.36),

AQP)rg+ AP P) s+ AV ()1

(po,p) = (2.38)
PP Tz, 8 — 22— a2 — 00+ o)+ 4(Z, pea O+ a0
where
AQP)=(Z, ¢+ +a}+ 00— V)V +2Z, e, 00, (2.39)
AP (P)=25,(Z; ' po X +4,0), (2.40)
A(1)(1))=22p_‘P0AOQ‘£0)+(Zp_2P0_8p+A2_9(0)2+Q(1)2)Q“) (2.41)
with Q(°)=7cno(po,p) and Q(‘)=7r01(p0,p). Since the density of states N, (po) is given by
Ny(po) =1+ —LT,[p(po,p)], (2.42)
@n)?
we have
N, (o) = f (z, p¢+a+a3+ =P+ 00 +2Z, pos,
Po (2,,)3 A(Z, e -8 — = 0O+ 002 +4(Z, 'poa, O+ A, 0507
12 1/2 +82) 124 172
=N(0) (0) (a ﬁz) > +po _S_L_l___ﬁz_)_z_i , (2.43)
2(a,,+ﬁp) ( p+ﬁp)
where
ap =2, pb— A} — 0%+ a2, (2.44)
Bpr=2(Z, 'po X +4,0"), (2.45)

and N(0) is the density of states at the Fermi level in the normal state. In deriving (2.43) we neglected the momentum
dependence of 0 and @S". Consider the spectral functions of the self-energy functions (2.30) and (2.31). For the
spectral function p(po,p) in the integrands we use the BCS spectral function

p(po,p) =—€L§Z§M5(m—ep) + Bz g’;;p_ 5 (ot E,), (2.46)
with

E,=J&+A2. (2.47)
Substitution of Eq. (2.46) into Eq. (2.30) and (2.31) gives

0(po,p) =Mo(po,p) + Mo(—po,p) , (2.48)

Q1 (po,p) = —M (po,p) + M (—po,p), ‘ (2.49)
where

Mo(po,p) = 7 U? ‘E%D(Epw +po.p) 5 (Ep+q+Po)+fr(Ep+g)], (2.50)

Mipop) =+ U2S -(—2;% ’; LD (Epq+p02)a Ep g +p0) +fr Epr)]. Q.51

Since the spectral function of the spin-fluctuation Green’s function is well approximated by a Lorentzian form in the
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low-energy region, we use the following approximate expression for D(qo,q) in Egs. (2.50) and (2.51):

—K2(q)q0
[1-UK,(qQ)1*+ U, zK,(q)]1%’

—(dp 21
K,(q) f(2”)3 E,Epq

D(qo,q) =

(EpEp+qt 88 +q+A))S(E, —Ep+q

Ki(g)= d’p 1 [ EpEp+q—&pép+q

(27!')3 2EpEp+q EP +EP+‘I

-+

Ep—Ep+q

For the functions K;(g) and K,(q) we assumed the same
functional form as that in the random-phase approxima-
tion (RPA). In Fig. 2 we show the numerical results for
the density of states, when we neglect the energy depen-
dence of A, and assume that its temperature dependence
follows the BCS gap equation and Z, =1. As seen in Fig.
2(a), the density of states is completely gapless near 7.
However, it rapidly approaches a BCS-like density of

(a)
AZ'O—T/TC=O.98 U,N(0)=0.7
=
Z 0.96
N
o
Z1.0
7/ |-|—o0.94
|—0.90
—|]—0.80
«— 070
1 I I
1.0 2.0
P/A,
3~°T (b)
U,N(0)=0.3
_20F}
=]
=
N b
90
Z(I)
1.0
1 1 ' 1
o) 1.0 2.0

' p, /A,

FIG. 2. Energy dependence of the density of states for vari-
ous temperatures. (a) U,N(0) =0.7, (b) U,N(0) =0.3.

EpEptg+8,8,4q+A7 U

(2.52)
afr(E,)
)——BE,, , (2.53)
"'A2
L fr(Ep)+fr(Epsq) —1]
(E,) — fr(Epr )l |, (2.54)

f :
states as temperature decreases. When the correlation is
weak, the density of states is almost BCS-like in the entire
temperature range as seen in Fig. 2(b). The gapless su-
perconducting state in the highly correlated system is
analogous to the state in the superconducting system with
a sufficient amount of magnetic impurity doping.

In the present model calculation we assumed the fer-
romagnetic spin fluctuations as a result of using the RPA
for K,(q) and K,(q). However, even in the case of anti-
ferromagnetic spin fluctuations the density of states curve
is qualitatively the same as that in the present case be-
cause the antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations also bring
about a finite imaginary part to the self-energy of the
quasiparticles in the superconducting state.

The strong correlation between conduction electrons
reduces the superconducting transition temperature T, in
our formulation. However, T, is not so much reduced in
the high-T, superconducting oxides in the following
reason. In the oxides the conduction electrons are formed
by p electrons in O ions and d electrons in Cu ions. The
strong correlation exists between the d electrons. If the
superconductivity is mainly maintained by the attractive
interaction between the p electrons (holes), the transition
temperature may not be so much reduced by the strong
repulsive interaction on the Cu sites. A more realistic cal-
culation explicitly including the effect of p electrons is
now in progress.

III. CALCULATION OF THE LONGITUDINAL
NUCLEAR RELAXATION TIME T,

A. Formulation

In this section, based on the results given in Sec. I, we
calculate the nuclear relaxation time 7;. When the nu-
clear relaxation occurs by a magnetic origin, the relaxa-
tion time 7' is expressed in terms of the electron-spin
correlation function as

1 — (7nA)2 o —iwgt

T 5 f_mdt(a+(t,x)0'—(0,x)>e , 3.1)
where y, is the nuclear gyromagnetic ratio and A the
hyperfine coupling constant, and ¢ the resonance fre-

quency. In the TFD Eq. (3.1) can be expressed in terms
of the spectral function of the spin-fluctuation Green’s
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function D (wo,q) as follows:

1 ) ea)olT . (
- _€e 3.2)
T ﬂ(}'nA) %D((Do,q) ewo/T_l ’
=n(y,,A)2TZD—(w—933—)— . (3.3)
q o

We now calculate the spin-fluctuation Green’s function y*#(g) to obtain D(wo,q). Let us consider a three-point function

. 2 '
(0B | Tot (¥ 'wr(z) | 0(B)) = { (2;)4] fd4pd4q[—-g'lSaﬁ(p)TZISW(—p—q)‘rz

+i 2 2% (g@)SP (P)T§" (p;—p —q) 'ST(—p —q)]e"”””q""'(’”")z , (3.4)
&n

where the vertex function I'§$"(p; — p —g) was introduced to express the proper part of the three-point function.?® The
graphical representation of Eq. (3.4) is given in Fig. 3(a). The equation for y*(gq) can be obtained from Eq. (3.4) by
taking the limit of z— y as

2%(x —y)=(0(B) | To% (x)cré— »MloBH=—% Zb(O(ﬁ) | Tog () wEG)wE() | 0(B))750eP
, .
fd4qd4p [ — LT, [S%(p) 1, 'SP (—p —q)1eP

_ i
[ Qnr)?t
+ 5 X 22T, ISP (P)r§"™(p;—p —q) 'S*(—p —q)rzls"]ei"(" . (3.5)
&ng

Thus, we have the equation

2% (q) = [ (2;)4 ]fd“p[ 1 e T, [SP*(p) 1, 'SP (—p — q) 2] &P

-3 gzcx"g(q)T,[S"”(p)l“ﬁi”g(p; —p—q)'SF(—p —q)rzls"] . (3.6)
51

Here we use the relation ‘t, = — 7. If the Hartree Green’s function is used for S (p) and the vertex function is approxi-
mated as T'§%(p; — p —q) =U38"5%1,, Eq. (3.6) is reduced to that in the random-phase approximation (RPA). To solve
Eq. (3.6) in an approximation beyond the RPA we approximate the vertex function in the following form:

r$%(p;—p—q)=0"(P)O%(—p—gq)1,. 3.7

Here, the function ©#(p) is assumed to have the same spectral representation as that of a fermion Green’s function. By
this assumption y?#(g) obtained from Eq. (3.6) is insured to have the bosonlike spectral representation as seen in the fol-
lowing. Substituting Eq. (3.7) into Eq. (3.6) and introducing S“*(p) by

S (p) =3 S%(p)O"(p), (3.8)
Y
we obtain ‘
1%(q) =K*(q) —Zglx"ﬁ(q)e%éﬂ(q) , _ , (3.9)

) -p-q
(a) ©BToe, (x Py 2)0E)> = 5—<—z1‘z:—>——:

a s a 8
(b) Frnnns y—x@ +

FIG. 3. Graphical representation for (a) the three-point function {c% (x)¥2(y)¥(z)) and (b) the equation for the spin-fluctuation
Green’s function y*?(x —y).
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where
KM@ =5t [d'p LT 5" () n 'S (—p =l e? (3.10)
L(g) = (27’;)4 S ap s e T, 187(0) 1§94~ p — ) sl P G.11)
The functions K*(gq) and L“¥(q) can be separated into their real and imaginary parts as follows:
K®(q) =K 1(q)e°6% —iK»(g) [Up(g0)Up(g0) 1%, (3.12)
L(g) =L(9)e*6°P —iL,(q) [Us(g0)Us(g0) 1%, (3.13)
where
Kl(q)=%fdvqol_VKz(v,q), (3.14)
4
K1(q) =7Efé% 7 Trlp(po,p) 12p(— po— g0, —p — @) 02l [fr (po) — fr(po+q0)], (3.15)
Ll(q)=%fdvqol_sz(v,q), (3.16)
4
Loty =x [ B L 1150 p) 20~ po= a0, =p =l (p0) = fi(poq0)] (3.17)
cg(qo) dp(qo)
UB(qo)= dB(qo) CB(qo) . (3.18)

with

= dhg=——t . Gaw

¢B\go) = » aglqo) = 3.19
e’ —1 el —1

In Eq. (3.17) p(po,p) is the spectral function of S*(p).

Thus substitution of Eqgs. (3.12) and (3.13) into Eq. (3.9)

gives the following spectral function of the spin-fluctua-

tion Green’s function:
1 Ka2(g)+K>(g)Li(g) —Ki(g)La(g)
n [1+L, (1L (]

Let us now investigate the vertex function (3.7) to ob-
tain the functions L(g) and L,(g) in Eq. (3.20). As seen
later renormalization of the vertex function leads to a
strong temperature dependence in the superconducting
state. In the following we present a renormalization
scheme for T'$#7(p;—p—gq) by using the Ward-Taka-
hashi (WT) relation which stems from the spin-rotational
invariance of the system.

Consider the WT relation?¢

BIEP (= p) +11%(— )1+ [E¥(p) +T1%(p) 1 1,
=hY, e 0)rE(p;—p) (3.21)
¥,0

(3.20)

D(g)=

=hy(0) 2 T5%(p;—p), (3.22)
Y
where h is an external magnetic field acting on the elec-
tron spin. The derivation of the WT relation (3.21) is
given in Appendix A. In deriving (3.22) from (3.21) we
used the fact that ¥?%(0) is real and ¥”°(0) =x(0)e?57.
Since the WT relation gives a relation between the self-
energy functions and the vertex function I'$*(p; —p) we
can make use of this relation to obtain the vertex function

I
from the self-energy function obtained in Sec. II. Let us
first consider the Hartree term (2.23). In the presence of
a weak magnetic field 4, Iiariree is rewritten in the form

N rtree (p) =Unod% 13+ 5 Uhy(0) 6%+ Ag5%7;, (3.23)

where ng is the electron density per spin in the absence of
h. If MNHartree is substituted into the self-energy function in
Eq. (3.21) and 2% (p) is neglected, the vertex function

I3 (p; —p) =Us%5%1, (3.24)

is obtained from the WT relation (3.22). This is nothing
but the vertex function in the RPA. This result indicates
that the RPA for the susceptibility is consistent with the
Hartree approximation for the one-electron Green’s func-
tion. The one-loop correction to the self-energy function
[the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.22)]
leads to a correction to the RPA vertex function (3.24).
When the self-energy function (2.22) is substituted into
the WT relation and the vertex function is renormalized

at p=pr=(0,pr) and T=T, as
Rel'$(pp; — pr) | T =1, =U, 86?61, (3.25)

where U, is the renormalized coupling constant intro-
duced in Sec. II, we obtain the function ©%*(p) defined by
Eq. (3.7) as follows:

0% (p) =0,(p)5* —ir0(P)Ur(po)&Ur(po) T1%°, (3.26)

where
6,(p)=A,(p), (3.27)
6(p) =~ [ do—— /A @p), (3.28)

Po—w
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with

_ 1
A,(p)--U,+[ © apofd — 00(0,pr)

1 9
-3 [,
po=0,7=1, x(0) apof Do

1 Qolw,p) . (3.29)
—w

Here, Qo(w,p) is given by Eq. (2.30). The details of the above renormalization procedure is presented in Appendix B.
Let us now calculate the longitudinal nuclear relaxation time 7';. From Eqgs. (3.3) and (3.20) we have

K>(w0,q) + K2(w0,9) L1 (w0,9) — K1 (w0,9) L2(w0,q)

1
— =(y,4)°T (3.30)
T, % {1+ L, (00,g)1%+ [L2(w0,g)1 B w0
Since wy is quite small, we take the limit wo— 0. Noting
~ﬂ’_0_ _d'p 1 _ T
K> (wo,q) = Gn)? T, [p(po,p) 120(— po, —p—q) 73] G PO/T+1)2 (3.3
=12 K@), (3.32)
nwo - _ e”“/T
Ly (wo,q) = T [6(po,p)126(—po, —p— Q)12 ————— (3.33)
2{wo,q f(z )3 1 T [5(po,p) 125(— po, —p—q) 2 @ T+1)?
—-”—;’"Lz( ), (3.34)
[
from Egs. (3.15) and (3.17), we have Furthermore, we approximate Eq. (3.38) as
= ) Grr)
—_—== nA e d
> K>(@) +K2(Q)Li(q) — K, (q)Ly(q) T P Lo J apo
T [1+L,(g)]? ’ oPVT
1 . '
(.35) xLT, [Zplp(po,p)rzg;p( po,p)]*epo/r—_'_l :
where (3.39)
where
Ll(q) =L1(0,Q), K]((]) =K1(0,q). (336)
(3.40)

To simplify the numerical calculation we make a further
approximation to Eq. (3.35). Since in the numerator of
Eq. (3.35)

|K2(q)L1(q)—K1(q)L2(q)| <K,(q), (3.37)
we approximate Eq. (3.35) by
T_”(”"A)zz K(@) (3.38)

a +L,(@]1*

< 1 >=L d3q 1
[1+L,(g)]? VeV Qn)d +L(1*

Here, the integration by q is performed within the sphere
with the radius of a cutoff momentum ¢, i.e.,

1 __3 gc _q°
< [1+L1(q)]2> 87°q3 f a 1+L,(1*° (3.4
The value of g, is chosen as g.& =5 in the following nu-
merical calculations, where &p is the superconducting
coherence length at 7=0 K. Substituting the spectral
function (2.38) into Eq. (3.39) and assuming particle-hole
symmetry, we finally obtain the following result for 7.

1 2 | 1 ) ) 2 e’"
— =y D) ————— _— :
T, ") <[1+L1(q)]2>fdp°[N (o) N2 p0) ]( P2’ 42
where
NO(po) =N (0) 0(0) (ap+ﬁ2)1/2_ap 1/z+ (a,,+[33)1/2+a 1/2 43
£ P 2(a2+62) V7 22+8D ’ '
(a2+p2)]/2_a 1/2 (a2+ﬁ2)1/2+a 1/2
N = Q0| —2 P 2GpTPp? A
(po) =N(0) 22+ 5D) ] +po 2+ 5D , (3.44)

Here a,, and B, are given in Egs. (2.44) and (2.45).
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B. Numerical results

In Fig. 4 the numerical results for the temperature
dependence of 1/T; are plotted for various values of the
normalized coupling constant U,N(0), N(0) being the
density of states at the Fermi level in the normal state.
When the value of U,N(0) is small, a hump is observed
just below T, as in the usual BCS theory [Fig. 4(a)]. This
hump originates from a sharp peak of the density of states
above the energy gap (Fig. 2). As the value of U,N(0) in-
creases, the hump gradually shrinks and finally disap-
pears. As seen in Fig. 4(b), when U,N(0) further in-
creases, 1/T| has an extremely sharp drop just below 7.

05 06 07
T/T,

4.0L(b)

3.0}

U N©0)=0.7

07 08 09 10
/T,

FIG. 4. Temperature dependence of 1/T; in the supercon-
ducting state for the parameter values, (a) U,N(0)=0.3, 0.5,
and 0.6, and (b) U,N(0) =0.7, 0.8, and 0.9.

[¢]
05 06

To see the origin of the temperature dependence of 1/T;
mentioned above, we first examine the contribution from
the “bubble diagram,” i.e., the integral on the right-hand
side of Eq. (3.42),

J dpolV O (po) 2+ N (p)1e™ /(7T +1)2.
(3.45)

As can easily be seen, this function is reduced to the BCS
expression for 1/T; in the limit of U—0, i.e.,
a2, a0 —0:

2
2 J dpo—L 11+ (4, B 171+ 12,
Po—Ap

(3.46)

Therefore, the function (3.45) has a hump structure as
seen in the curve for U,N(0) =0.3 in Fig. 5, as 1/T; of the
BCS theory has. On the other hand, the function for
U,N(0)=0.9 has a monotonic decrease with decreasing
temperature, as seen in Fig. 5. This monotonic decrease
comes from the fact that the density of states has no peak
structure in the gapless region near T.. Thus, the disap-
pearance of the hump in the 1/7T; is understood to come
from the gapless nature of the superconductivity due to
the strong correlation. The sharp drop of 1/T; just below
T, for large U,N(0) is caused by the enhancement factor
in front of the integral in Eq. (3.42),

1
< [1+L1(q)]2> (3.47)
as seen in the following. This factor has a large value in
the normal state, yielding the large value of 1/T"| as ob-
served in the experiments. In the superconducting state
this factor rapidly decreases with decreasing temperature
when U, is large. This temperature dependence comes
from that L,(q) is negative and its magnitude rapidly de-
creases in the superconducting state. This fact is easily
seen in the weak-coupling case because L,(q) is propor-
tional to the irreducible spin susceptibility of the super-
conducting electrons. The temperature dependence of the
renormalized vertex function A,(p) is also important for
the temperature dependence of L;(gq). In Fig. 6 we
present the numerical results for A,(0,pr). As seen in this

F(T)/N(0)?
o)
()]

05 06 07 08 09 1.0
T/ Tc

FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the “bubble diagram.”

o
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FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of the renormalized vertex
function A,(0,pr).

figure, A,(0,pr) has a strong temperature dependence and
its value is much reduced in the superconducting state for
large U,. This dependence comes from the temperature
dependence of the last term on the right-hand side of
(3.29). This term increases with decreasing temperature
because the absolute value of the spin susceptibility y(0)
decreases as superconductivity develops. As seen from
Eq. (2.30), the term is on the order of U?. Therefore, in
the case of large U, the strong renormalization of the ver-
tex function occurs. Physically, this renormalization
effect for the vertex function in the superconducting state
can be understood in the following way. The number of
the low-energy excited states in the one-electron channel
decreases as the energy gap develops with decreasing tem-
perature in the superconducting state. This causes a de-
crease in the probability that the low-energy spin fluctua-
tions scatter the electrons. In the case of large U, the
spectral density of the spin fluctuations is large at low en-
ergies. Therefore, the renormalization effect at low ener-
gies is stronger in the strong correlation case.

The above numerical results were obtained using the
ferromagnetic spin fluctuations for the spin-fluctuation
Green’s function. The similar temperature dependence of
the enhancement factor (3.47) is also expected in the sys-
tem with antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations in the
strong-coupling case as discussed below. Roughly speak-
ing, the temperature dependence of L;(q) is given by the
product of the “bubble diagram” corresponding to a
single-particle, hole pair excitation and the vertex func-
tion T'%?"(p;—p — Q). Although the “bubble diagram”
with a wave number much larger than the inverse super-
conducting coherence length is not affected by the onset of
superconductivity, the sharp decrease of the enhancement
factor just below T is expected to arise from the tempera-
ture dependence of the vertex function in the system with
large antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations in the following
way. The equation for the vertex function I'$#7(p;—p
—¢q) can be expressed as shown graphically in Fig. 7 in
terms of a new vertex function [§""(p,p+Q —g¢;q,0).”’
This vertex function describes the process that the spin
fluctuations decay into an electron, hole pair and other

2289

FIG. 7. Graphical representation of the equation for the ver-
tex function I'§"(—p—gq;p).

spin fluctuations. Let us consider the case that the wave
number Q in the second term in Fig. 7 is close to the zone
boundary (the wave number of the antiferromagnetic spin
fluctuations). When the wave number q of the internal
spin fluctuations is close to the zone boundary and q=Q,
[§7™ is expected to be small because the scattering be-
tween the particle and hole pair is almost a forward
scattering and, thus, this process is suppressed in the su-
perconducting state. Hence, a large contribution to the
vertex function comes mainly from the scattering process
with small q. As given in Ref. 27, a study of the WT rela-
tion originating from the spin-rotational invariance shows
that the vertex function I'{""*(p,p+Q;0,Q) carries a fac-
tor 1/x(0) in the paramagnetic state. Since | 1/%(0) | in-
creases the superconducting order parameter develops,
this process is expected to give a strong renormalization of
the vertex function I'$#7(p; —p —gq) even for the antifer-
romagnetic spin fluctuations in the superconducting state.
Therefore, we may expect the sharp decrease of the
enhancement factor even in the system in which antiferro-
magnetic spin fluctuations dominate. The calculation of
1/T in this system is now in progress.

10%

T

o

LU RALS |

FU,N(0)=0.8

(17 T)/ (A NOFA )
(@)

U, N(0)=0.9

| o'l N 2 2 PR |
05 06 07 0809 I.

T/T,

FIG. 8. Temperature dependence of 1/7' in a log scale.
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IV. COMPARISON WITH THE EXPERIMENTS

In this paper we investigated the effects of the spin fluc-
tuations on the superconducting state and calculated the
nuclear relaxation time 7';. In the case of large U, the
large lifetime effect arises from the self-energy correction
due to the spin fluctuations, bringing a gapless supercon-
ducting state near T,. As a result the hump of 1/7T"; which
is usually observed in BCS superconductors disappears
and the inverse relaxation time 1/7; monotonically de-
creases with decreasing temperature below 7,. The de-
crease just below T, is extremely sharp. This sharp de-
crease comes from the fact that the enhancement factor of
the electron-spin susceptibility rapidly decreases as the su-
perconductivity develops. Especially, the renormalization
effect for the spin-fluctuation vertex function plays an im-
portant role for the drastic decrease of the enhancement
factor. The importance of spin fluctuations to the nuclear
relaxation of Cu has also been pointed out by Imai et al. !’

Let us now discuss the experimental results for 1/7T of
Cull in YBa;Cu3O7-, in the light of the calculated re-
sults. As mentioned in the Introduction, the 1/7; vs T
curve for Cull shows no hump and a sharp decrease just
below T,. The value of 1/T is much larger than the value
estimated from the Korringa relation. To compare with
experimental results which are usually plotted on a log
scale, we plot the logarithm of the values of 1/7'y and T in
the case of U,N(0) =0.8 and 0.9 in Fig. 8. As seen in Fig.
8, the curve shows no hump below 7.. When temperature
decreases from T, the curve sharply descends near T, and
tends to the BCS value at low temperatures. This temper-
ature dependence is in good agreement with the experi-
ments of NQR of Cull in YBa,Cu307—,."* 717 It is noted
that the observed uniform susceptibility in YBa;Cu307— y
is not much enhanced compared with the value of the
Pauli paramagnetic susceptibility.®?® This fact indicates
that the enhancement of 1/7; in the normal state is
caused by the antiferromagnetic spin fluctuations. Their
wave number are about (4 A) ~!. The superconducting
coherence length & is about 20 A in the ab plane and 2-4
A along the ¢ axis. Hence, the simple RPA calculation
cannot account for a sharp decrease in the temperature
dependence of 1/T; just below T,. It is essential to take
account of the strong temperature dependence of the

spin-fluctuation vertex function.
J

W(n,nT)=—Il\7f(dwadwl)exp [ifd4x[L(x)+ '7hog(x)+n);(x)v/a(x)+V/I(x)n(,(x)]] ,

In the present theory the Knight shift is proportional to
K1(0)/[1+L,(0)] K,(0) and L,(0) being given by
(3.36). Since the enhancement factor 1/[1+L,(0)] is
drastically reduced in the superconducting state, we pre-
dict a much steeper decrease of the Knight shift below T
than that expected from the BCS theory. Actually, the
very steep decrease of the Knight shift of Cull has been
observed in the superconducting state of YBa,Cu3O7-,
by Kitaoka, Hiramatsu, Kondo, and Asayama.!®

The gapless superconducting state appears only near T
and the superconducting state with the energy gap
remains at low temperatures. Therefore, the present
theoretical result is consistent with the experimental re-
sults of tunneling and optical measurements in which the
clear energy gaps have been observed at low tempera-
tures. '°

As seen in the present paper, the anomalous behavior of
the nuclear relaxation observed in YBa,Cu3;O07-, is ex-
plained on the basis of the BCS pairing if the strong corre-
lation effect is taken into account. Consequently, we con-
clude that together with other experimental results of the
oxide superconductors the BCS type pairing is still re-
sponsible for the high-7, superconductivity even in the ox-
ides. However, for the origin of the large binding energy
accountable for the high transition temperature we may
need some other mechanism than the phonon mechanism.
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APPENDIX A

The WT relation at finite temperatures (3.21) can be
easily obtained by extending the derivation at T=0 K, so
that we derive the WT relation at 7=0 K in this appen-
dix.

Consider the generating functional of the Green’s func-
tion.

(A1)

where 7,(x) and nl(x) are the source fields, L(x) is the Lagrangian density of our system and is assumed invariant un-
der the spin rotation, y— exp(ifo;)y, and o3(x) and N are defined by

o3(x) =y ] (v —yi Dy (x), ,

N =f(dllladll/;)exp [ifd“x [L(x)+ %+ hoi(x)] ] .
For an infinitesimal spin rotation

v(x)— y(x)+ibo;w(x) ,

the variation of the generating functional (A1) is given by

sWin,n'l =ifd4x9( Ly (x) (63,0 y(xX) + [T (xX)oip(x) — WT(x)c,-n(x)]),,,,,v ,

(A2)

(A3)

(A4)

(A5)
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where

(oo >,,,,,*=‘lef(d%dll/;)( -+ )exp [ifd4x[L(x)+ i—hag(x)+nl(x)u/¢,(x)+wi(x)na(x)]] .

(A6)

Since the transformation (A4) is only a change of integration variables in the functional integral (A1), the variation
(A5) should vanish. Thus, in the case of 6; =oc+, Eq. (A5) leads to the relation

S atxtnt v ) =yl Gy () +hos ()Y, ,1=0.

In the Nambu representation Eq. (A7) is expressed as

S atxtn vl — vl I ) +hos (), 1 =0.

Operating §2/8](x1)6n5 (x2) on Eq. (A8) and taking the limit of ,7T— 0, we can derive the relation

58 G —x2) 1 — 7' SGa—x )= —i f d*%e30| Tor GI¥(x1) ¥ (x2) | 0(B)rs.

We define the Fourier transformation of the three-point function as

0] To+ X)w(x) ' ¥w(xy) | 0)= [i/(27t)4]fd4pd4q[ —iS(p)t'S(—p—q)

Substituting Eq. (A10) into Eq. (A9), we obtain
'S T (=p)+S ' (P)ra=hrs—hy ()T (p; —p).
(A11)
Since S ~!(p) is written in the form
ST p)=(po+ 1) —g1r;—E(p)—I(p),
Eq. (A11) gives the WT relation at T=0K,

(A12)

(A7)
(A8)
(A9)
+iy(@)SPIT+(p;—p—¢q)'S( —p—q)]ei’”“ﬁ‘”_'.(”'Fq)x2 , (A10)
r
Eq. (B3) is rewritten as
1 . 1
A ==U— [P [ —
() hy(0) fda) poth/2—w
1
— m Qo(a),p) .
(BS)
Here, we also used the relation
ﬂo(—w,p)-——ﬂo(w,p). (B6)

»[E(=p)+11(=p)1+[EQ@)+11(p) ], =hx (0T (p; — p) .

(A13)

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we derive the renormalized vertex
function (3.29). We assume that the real part of the ver-
tex function I'$"(p; — p) takes the form

Rel'$™(p; —p) =A(p)c"6%1,, (B1)

and the magnetic field dependence of Z*#(p) is negligible.
In this case the WT relation (3.22) becomes

RelnI1%(—p) +11%(p) 1,1 =hy (0)A(p) 6%z, . (B2)

This equation gives the following relation between the 7o
component of [T1*?(p) and A(p):
1 1

Py + m— Qo(w,p;h),

_ 1
A =U+ o do

(B3)

where Qo(w,p;h) is the spectral function of the self-
energy function along 7o direction in the presence of A.
Since we have the relation

Qolw,p;h) =90(w— 7 h,p), (B4)

In the case of no external field, Eq. (B5) is reduced, by
taking the limit of #— 0, to

1 ']
x(0) dpo
Let us now renormalize the function A(p). When the re-
normalization condition (3.25) is imposed on the vertex

function, A(p) have to satisfy the relation from Egs.
(3.25), (B1), and (B7):

U, =AQ,pr)

(1 8
v [1(0) a0 ““po

o 1
A)=U Jao—T—aswp). @7

’

1
QO((D,PF)
o Po=0,T=T,

(B8)

Thus, eliminating the bare coupling constant U in (B7) by
the use of Eq. (B8), we obtain the following renormalized
function A, (p):

1 9

Ar(P) =U,+ {;(—O'i‘a—p—;
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The function ©“*(p) in Eq. (3.7) can be obtained as
follows. Using Eq. (3.26), we have

Rel'§"(p; —p)§*ns% = [el @)oe,(—p)+r*e(p)o(p)

1) engec
WJ 5°"6%,. (B10)
Considering Eqs. (B1) and (B10), we request the relation,
PPYT 2
6:(p)6,(—p)+7*6(p)o(—p) T =A,(p).
(B11)

In the low-energy region where we are concerned with the
second term is very small, because e” /T — 120 for po=0.
Thus, neglecting the second term on the left-hand side of
Eq. (B11), we have

el(P) ='\/Ar(P) .

Here we assumed ©,(p) =6;(—p) for simplicity. The
spectral function 8(p) can be obtained from the dispersion
relation,

0(p) = — fdo

(B12)

! VA (p).

bo—w

(B13)
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