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A Kkey question in high temperature iron-based superconductivity is the mechanism by which
the paired electrons minimize their strong mutual Coulomb repulsion. While electronically
paired superconductors generally avoid the Coulomb interaction through the formation of
nodal, higher angular momentum pairs, iron based superconductors appear to form singlet
s-wave (s¥) pairs. By taking the orbital degrees of freedom of the iron atoms into account,
here we argue that the s™ state in these materials possesses internal d-wave structure, in
which a relative d-wave (L. = 2) motion of the pairs entangles with the (/ = 2) internal
angular momenta of the d-orbitals to form a low spin J = L 4+ [ = 0 singlet. We discuss
how the recent observation of a nodal gap with octahedral structure in KFe,As,»2 can be
understood as a high spin (J/ = L + [ = 4) configuration of the orbital and isospin angular
momenta; the observed pressure-induced phase transition into a fully gapped state? can then

interpreted as a high-to-low spin phase transition of the Cooper pairs.
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The family of iron-based high temperature superconduaglsbits a marked absence of
nodes in the pair wavefunctiénl®. This stands in stark contrast with almost all other strpegk-
related superconductors and superfluids, including theateg, heavy fermions, ruthenates and
3Hel16%30 where the repulsive interaction between fermions drikedarmation of higher angular
momentum pairs with nodes in the pair wavefunction. In digton, the Fe-based superconductors
are generally believed to have an isotropicstructure. The underlying concern, voiced by Lev D.

Landau[see: V. L. Ginzburddbout ScienceMyself andOthers CRC Press (2004)], that one can-

not repeal Coulomb’s law must therefore find a new resolutidhe Fe-based systems and other
unconventional superconductors with multiple orbitafstHis context it is interesting that recent
experiment§?3=36show that upon doping, the gap structure can undergo a stidgesfiormation
into an anisotropic paired state, suggesting the formaifdmgher angular momentum pairs. Is
this a consequence of a competition between s-wave andrhagigelar momentum channels, or
can a single unifying pairing mechanism account for thespatate experimental results? Here
we show the existence of such a mechanism. By taking intoustdbe unique helical orbital
structure of the electronic bands, we show that an underlyiwave orbital triplet can give rise
to a new type of™ state. Furthermore, we show that transformations in ttaivel orientation of
the orbital and atomic isospin angular momenta of the painsaccount for the observed transition
from an isotropics™-wave to an octet gap structure. An implication of our meésraris that the

origin or the pairing state is in the formation of hiddémvave pairing.

The key to our theory lies in the helical orbital structurettod electronic bands, in which

the orbital character of the quasiparticles behaves as tarnviecorbital space, rotating twice as



one passes around tiiepoint in the Brillouin zon®?, as shown in Fig. [J1. This topologically
non-trivial band structure is well established from firsinpiples calculation$2 and has been in-
dependently confirmed by ARPES measurements in both theatstat82“?and the spin-density
wave phas#? The dominant atomic orbital character of Bloch waves nearRermi surface
involves the three,, orbitals, i.e. therz, yz andzy orbital§2. To illustrate the key elements of
our theory, we adopt a simplified two orbitat/yz) model which captures the orbital helicity
of the band§?" |ater inclusion of thery orbitals does not change the key conclusions. Fhe
andyz orbitals form a degenerate doublet or “iso-spin” which weelawith ther, index, treating
thexzz orbital as an “up” state witli, = +1 and theyz orbital as a “down” state witli, = —1.
The electrons in these orbitals carry interha:= 2 angular momentum, containing a mixture of
M, = +1 states. There are thus two potential sources of angular mmmecarried by the Cooper
pairs: external {) “orbital” angular momentum associated with the relatilec&on motion and

internal “isospin” angular momentuni)(associated with the atomic electron states.

As electrons that form Cooper pairs hop between sites onattied, they exchange 27
units of angular momentum between the orbital and isopiungnomentum. These “isospin-
flip” hopping processes are the analogue of the spin-orbipliog terms in metals which give rise
to Rashba coupling terms. We write down the tight-binding-twbital Hamiltonian, (k) for the

electron motioff in a fashion that highlights the isospin-orbital Rashbaptiog,

~

Hy(k) = e(k)1— By 1. 1)
Here we have introduced a triplet of isospin Pauli matrites (11, I, I3) which span the orbital
space, defined a = |zz2) (yz| + |yz) (zz], I, = —i|xz) (yz| + i |yz) (xz| and I3 = |zx)(zX| —
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zy)(zy|. The orbital Rashba field, = (€xy(k),0,€,2_2(k)) = By ny has magnitudeéBy, =

Verz—y2(k)? + €,y (k)2 and directiomy, = (sin ¢, 0, cos ¢x ) wheregy = tan™"(e,y(k)/e,2_2(k))

is the clockwise angle of rotation about thaxis. The transformation behavior of the first and third
components ofy, is dictated by the point group transformation, while theishimg second com-
ponent ofny is a consequence of time reversal symmetry. Electron hgppaétween iron atoms
proceeds predominantly via the arsenic atoms, resultiregpneferential hopping ajz-orbitals
along thex axis andzz-orbitals along the; axis. The corresponding tight-binding descripfibn

then gives: (k) = 4ts(cucy) + 2t1(cz + ¢y), €ay(k) = 4tas,5, ande,z_ 2 (k) = 2t3(c, — ¢y).

It is straightforward to diagonalize the Hamiltonian to @bttwo quasi-particle bands of
opposite helicities]/ = +1, where! is the eigenvalue of the “helicity” operatcfr- ng. The

energies are given b, (k) = e,(k) — sgn(I) By, giving rise to a normal state Hamiltonian

Hy =Y (B (K)aj, s + E- (k)b bs) (2)
k,o
where
aI{,o‘ = ukcI{,mz,o‘ _'_ UkcI{,yz,o’
b;r(,a = ukcir(,yz,a - Ukc;r(,:cz,a (3)

are the hole and electron quasi-particle creation operagmpectively. The helicity has an™'s
symmetry, with/ = +1 on the hole pockets anfl = —1 on the electron pockets. The quasi-
particle coherence factofsy, vi) = (cos ¢x /2, sin ¢ /2) are determined by the orientation of the
ny vector, which winds twice in isospin space as one passesaibel’ point (see Fig.[11). The
vectori, reverses its direction of rotation around tfre 7) point, and when this hole pocket is
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translated into the central zone, it forms a secbmibcket with an opposite orbital character to the

first.

The multi-orbital nature of the band structure suggeststkigagap function is entangled with
the orbital isospin. To this end we make the ansatz that'tgas alternates between the electron

and hole pocket, but is constant on each of these Fermi sfgven by a pairing Hamiltonian

SC_AZ ksl — b+ Hee] (4)

where for simplicity, we have chosen the two gaps to be of leuagnitude. In a conventional
picture of & pairing, the gap functiod\* (k) ~ Ag cos(k,) cos(k,) on all bands. As we now
show, in this alternative interpretation of pairing, a condensate of orbitally entangled d-wave

pairs hides behind the topologically non-trivial band stase.

The orbital Rashba field, shown in Fig[l, defines a quasiparticle reference framewhic
rotates in orbital space as it moves through momentum sp#@beugh the $ gap is constant
in the quasiparticle reference frame, when transforme# bdo the stationary orbital reference
frame, a non-trivial orbital and isospin structure is régdaUsing equations (3), carrying out the

transformation back into the fixed atomic orbital basis, lWw&im

H,, = —-A Z ckT 13 + QUkUkIJ cly
= - Z CL Aoy (K) I3+ Ay (K) 1] ioae! (5)
where we have used the fact that and v, are odd functions of momentum. Here,, (k) =

~hy€ey(k) @ndAyz_ 2 (k) = —f6,2,2(k) define d-wave form-factors. In this way, the gap
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function is revealed to be a triplet pair wavefunction, meisgent of superfluid He-3B, except that
it involves isospin rather than spin operators, and the gagtions have d-wave rather than p-wave

form-factors. This leads us to identify thé gap as a “d-wave orbital triplét® condensate.

To further elucidate the orbital triplet condensate, we b H, + H,. to obtain
1 L R
H =23 dll(e(k) = Bic 1)y + dic I, (6)
k

where we have used a four-component Balian Werthaffmetation | = <c;fdo, Cklo’ (2’02)0/0) ,
using/ ando denote the orbital and spin quantum numbers®aerd(y;, 72, v3) for the2x2 Nambu

matrices acting in particle-hole space. The Bogoliuboespen is then given by,

1/2
E“(k) = |(€& + |By|* + |di|?) — a\/4e;{|Bk|2 + 4| By x dk|2} (7)
where, in analogy téHe-B, we have defined @vector for the orbital triplet pairing,
Jic = (Amya 0, Am2—y2)7 (8)

Like the orbital Rashba vectdsy, the d-vector precesses in the x-z plane of isospin space, its
d-wave form factor guaranteeing that it rotates twic& @®es around th€ point. The vanishing
second component afis a consequence of time reversal symmetry of the pairirtg.stss long

as there is no relative motion betweéh and dy, the gap function preserves its phase and the
underlying nodes of th@-wave form factor are “hidden”. This superconductor, in evhthe

two d-wave condensates are locked in phase, is normallyddvoy its large isotropic gap, and
corresponds to a low spin/(= L — I = 2 — 2 = 0) s* condensate. We note as an aside that
were3He-B to contain an analogous spin Rashba term, its Fermasaisould also split into two

components with anfsstructure®®.,



Our picture allows us to consider generalizations in whinghrelative sign of the two d-wave
components is reversed. We will show that in the case whereldttron or hole Fermi pockets are
uncompensated, the Coulomb interaction changes the sitpe dbsephson coupling between the
two condensates, driving this reversal. When the two cosatess have opposite phad_ig,rotates
oppositely toriy, and since each vector counter rotates twice passing artherid point, in the
guasiparticle reference frame the relative phase betweetwio vectors rotates four times as one
passes around tHepoint, giving rise to a “high spin” gap function with g-wave= L + [ = 4
total angular momentum and an octet gap structure. To réleaictet gap structure, we reverse

the sign ofA,-_,» in Eq.[B and transforming back to the quasiparticle basisbtain

Hy = > d[Agyh — Ago_pI5)(ios)cty + H.C. (9)
k
1 oot Tt
= g Bty — Aapeay) [akTa_M - kab_ki]
1

_B_k (Axy€x2—y2 + Ax2_y2€xy) [aLTbT—k¢ — bI{TaT—kJ + H.C

_y2, for which

The octet gap symmetry is revealed by setting (k) ~ €, andA,2_2(k) ~ €,2
the band-diagonal component of the pairing is givenik) o (eiy - ei2_y2) ~ cos(46),
corresponding to a gap with eight nodes whose exact posiaoa determined by the ratio of
gap magnitudes\,/A;. There is also an inter-band,Apairing term, given byBi x de

(Agyer2_y2 — Ay2_2€,,) Which produces a small second-order correction to the gaphwdoes

not alter its basic symmetry.

The internald-wave structure of the orbital triplet will always act to rmmze the total

Coulomb repulsion; however, the orbital Rashba terms wiieneral mix the-wave orbital triplet



pairing with conventionak™" pairing. In electron-hole pocket materials, the phase eltaton

of the electron and hole pockets (and opposite helicities)mizes the on-site-wave component
induced by the orbital Rashba terms in the kinetic energyglby minimizing the on-site Coulomb
repulsion at iron sites. However, in systems with just etacor hole pockets, this cancellation
fails. In this situation we expect the orbital triplets tacammodate the Coulomb interaction by

reversing the helicity of the vector, building explicit octet nodes into the gap function

Fig.[2 shows the octet superconducting gap around the haleepoaround” for the high
angular momentum case. Recent ARPES experiments opAskshow evidence for the high
angular momentum octet superconducting state on the halked) which is confirmed to have
nodes via thermal conductivity measurem@n®ur orbital triplet scenario is consistent with these
observations. Fid.l2 shows the gap in the vicinity of thetetecpockets around/. Orbital triplet
pairing also reproduces the large isotropic gap seen expatally in strongly electron doped
materials, where generically, the octet line nodes do rietsect the electron pockets, leading to a

full gap.

We now discuss the nature of the phase transition betwednwhspin s and the high spin
octet state. The basic structure of the phase transitiobeanmodeled using a Landau Free energy,

which we write asl” = Fpor + Fg, where

Fpor = a(T —=T.)(| AL + |Ax?) — x12A1 A0 + Bi(| AL + [A]h) + Ba] Ay | As)?

FS - (j|As|2 - XlsAIAs - X28A2AS + 53‘As‘4- (10)

Fpor describes the energetics of the d-wave orbital tripletipgirwhereA; and A, denote the
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order parameters of the two d-wave condensates: for example = A;s,s, and A2 » =
Ay (e, — ¢y). The termy;, describes the attractive Josephson coupling between thgaw func-

tions generated by the orbital Rashba effect, which wilbtém phase-lock the two condensates

to produce a fully gapped-state. A microscopic calculation givgs, = (N(0)/4) In( =) (see

UJS
21

SOM) whereN (0) is the density of states and is the characteristic cut-off energy scale of the

d-wave pairing.

F5 describes the effect of the Coulomb interaction, which isg®oan energy cost asso-
ciated with any uniform s-wave order parameter. The odB@thba coupling generates a linear
coupling between the d- and s-wave condensates described byidy,,. For small values of\,,

the s-wave term can be integrated out, yielding a renore@linsephson coupling

XlsXQs) (11)

X12 —>X§§f:X12—( U

A microscopic calculation shows thgt, = x2s ~ > ,_, sgn(I)in (;’ﬂ{}) with equal and opposite
contributions from the two helical bands. When both bands<Er, x1, = x2s = 0, thereby
demonstrating the phase cancelation mechanism; in thesthaslosephson coupling twgf >

0, driving the system into the energetically favored state. However, this compensation fails

when the electron band is doped away fréin, andxi; = x2s ~ —(N(0)/2)in (£2£). At this

Lifshitz point, the Coulomb repulsion renormalizes theepdson forcing it to change sign, and

a first-order phase transition from thé to the octet state will occur. A microscopic calculation



gives (see online material)

. W, (electron and hole pockets
X2 = N(0)In (% % ) x (12)
‘ —1 (hole pockets only

AN,

We thus expect a quantum phase transition from the low angutanentum $superconducting
state to the high angular momentum state when the Coulomldsiep overcomes the internal
Josephson coupling. This is most likely to occur in systentBomt electron pockets. KgAs,
exhibits exactly such a Fermi surface structure, and exysaris on this material show that it under-
goes a first order transition under pressure from a gaples$uity gapped superconduc®orfThis
transition has been interpreted as a competition betweefite-tuned d-wave and s-wave pairing
mechanisn® However, the high to low spin transition of the condensateides an alternative

way to account for this transition within a single pairingehanism.

One of the ways in which the orbital entanglement of the cosdte can be measured, is
using polarized Angle Resolved Photoelectron Spectrgs@dRPES), which has been recently
used to measure the orbital character of the surface strifes iopological insulator, B8e,“7. As
the orbitally entangled condensate develops, we preditbtivital anisotropy of the ARPES signal
will change in a very specific fashion. Polarization dependeRPES techniques determine the
momentum-resolved orbital anisotropy of the quasipasictiefined bys; (k) = n,.(k) — ny. (k).

In the superconducting state, Andreev scattering off th@talty entangled pairs modifies the
orbital Rashba field. This is because Andreev scatteringhefforbitally entangled condensate
contains an interband term of strength proportionafkto< B, so that two successive successive

Andreev scattering events give rise to an additional corapbio the orbital Rashba field. A
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detailed calculation of the resulting orbital anisotropgd Supplementary Information for details)

gives
Ay (k) (€222 (k) Agy (k) — €2y (k) Ago_y2(K))

SIy(k) = I3 — I! ~ A
k sc

(13)

where A, (k) is the full superconducting gap. The qualitative angulamf@f this function is
015(0) ~ sin(20)sin(40) ~ cog66). The overall magnitude is proportional tgA,.(k), so that
the changes in the orbital character are expected to bdygesdtanced in the octet state. Fig 3
contrasts the predicted orbital anisotropy for tharsd octet superconductors. The vanishing of
the gap in the octet state leads to a characteristic cusgtiiieture in the orbital anisotropy near

the gap nodes, observation of which would provide a defmiist of our theory.

One of the interesting aspects of the orbital triplet cosdéss involves their internal topol-

ogy. The unitdy, = Jk/|dk| vector defines a winding number,

A

ﬁ :. (dT(k) x 6ac2(k)) dk, = 21w (14)

The low-spins* state and high-spin octet state have opposite winding ntsnbe= +2 and
v = —2 respectively. At an interface between these two phaseshtimgge in topology is expected
to produce gapless Andreev bound-states, loosely analgtiis Majorana surface states’iie-B
4850 However, here spin singlet character of the condensatépnaduce a Kramers doublet of
counter-propagating Andreev bound states. This prediciauld be tested using an epitaxially

grown interface between optimally doped and electron oe-olmlped samples.

We end by mentioning the effect of including the additiomalorbitals, neglected in our
initial model of orbital triplet pairing. To describe theditional entanglement of these orbitals
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with the condensate we must introduce two new orbital isogpieratorsly, = i(|xz) (xy| —

lzy) (xz|) and Is = i(|yz) (xy| — |zy) (yz|). Since these operators involve a change in angular
momentum of one unit, they carry internal angular momentuml and to form the* condensate
with net angular momentunt = L + I = 0 their corresponding form factors must have= 1

p-wave symmetry, so that now

H%¢ = Z 7@;[0 (A:vyll + Azz_y213 + ALl + Ayl5) MYkio (15)
k

whereA, = Asink, andA, = Asink,. These extra terms may promote additional low-to-high

spin transitions into gapless= [ + L = 2 d-wave states.

In conclusion, we have proposed that tHegpairing in the iron based superconductors derives
from an underlying orbital triplet condensate. Our modtvas for the possibility of both “low”
and “high” spin configurations of the orbital triplet pairscbpredicts the development of a distinct
orbital anisotropy signature in the ARPES spectroscopyhéduperconducting phase. We note
that this pairing mechanism may also be relevant for othdti+orbital superconductors such as

SrRy,0O;.

12



. Okazaki, Ketal. Octet-Line Node Structure of Superconducting OrdeaPater in KFgAs,.

Science337, 1314-1317 (2012).

. Tafti, F. F.etal. Sudden reversal in the pressure dependencgioftiie iron-based supercon-

ductor KFe2As2NATURE PHYSICS9, 349-352 (2013).

. Terasaki, N.et al. Spin Fluctuations and Unconventional Supercondugtin the Fe-

Based Oxypnictide Superconductor LaFeps@®robed by Fe-57-NMR.J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

78, 013701 (2009).

. Yashima, Metal. Strong-Coupling Spin-Singlet Superconductivity wihltiple Full Gaps in

Hole-Doped Ba0.6K0.4Fe2As2 Probed by Fe-57-NMRPhys. Soc. Jpfi8, 103702 (2009).

. Hashimoto, Ketal. Microwave Surface-Impedance Measurements of the MagRene-
tration Depth in Single CrystdBa;_, K, Fe,As; Superconductors: Evidence for a Disorder-

Dependent Superfluid DensitiPhys. Rev. Lett102, 207001 (2009).

. Hicks, C. W.etal. Limits on the Superconducting Order Parameter in NdEgAsF, from

Scanning SQUID Microscopyl. Phys. Soc. Jpfi8, 013708 (2009).

. Mazin, I. 1. & Schmalian, J. Pairing symmetry and pairingts in ferropnictides: theoretical

overview. Physica G469, 614 (2009).

. Zhang, X.etal. Observation of the Josephson Effectin/Ba;_,K,Fe;As, Single Crystal

Junctions Phys. Rev. Lett102, 147002 (2009).

13



9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Chen, C.-T., Tsuei, C. C., Ketchen, M. B., Ren, Z.-A. & ZhAoX. Integer and half-integer

flux-quantum transitions in a niobium-iron pnictide lodyat. Phys6, 260 (2010).

Hanaguri, T., Niitaka, S., Kuroki, K. & Takagi, H. Supenductivity in Fe(Se,Te)Science

328, 474 (2010).

Hirschfeld, P. J., Korshunov, M. M. & Mazin, I. I. Gap syratry and structure of fe-based

superconductorkep. Prog. Phyg4, 124508 (2011).

Luan, L.etal. Local Measurement of the Superfluid Density in the Pdesuperconductor

Ba(Fe;_,Co,),As, across the Superconducting Donihys. Rev. Lett106, 067001 (2011).

Hoffman, J. E. Spectroscopic scanning tunneling meopyg insights into Fe-based supercon-

ductors.Rep. Prog. Phyg4, 124513 (2011).

Allan, M. P.etal. Anisotropic Energy Gaps of Iron-Based Supercondugtivom Intraband

Quasiparticle Interference in LiFeAScience336, 563 (2012).

Wang, X.-Petal. Observation of an isotropic superconducting gap at tileoBin zone centre

of T|0_63K0.37Fel_788Q. Europhys. Lett99, 67001 (2012)

Bourbonnais, C. & Jerome, D. "Interacting  electrons inuagj
one dimensional organic superconductors”. In  Lebed, A. Ged.)(

"The Physics of Organic Superconductors and Conductorsl, £10, 357-412 (Springer,

Heidelberg, 2008).

14



1

\‘

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

. Lefebvre, Setal. Mott Transition, Antiferromagnetism, and UnconvenabSuperconduc-

tivity in Layered Organic SuperconductoiBhys. Rev. Lett85, 5420 (2000).

Pfleiderer, C. Superconducting phaseg-electron compoundsRkev. Mod. Phys81, 1551

(2009).

Tsuei, C. C. & Kirtley, J. R. Phase-Sensitive Evidenae ddNave Pairing Symmetry in

Electron-Doped Cuprate Superconductdthys. Rev. Lett85, 182 (2000).

Mackenzie, A. P. & Maeno, Y. The superconductivitySofRuO, and the physics of spin-

triplet pairing. Rev. Mod. Phys75, 657 (2003).

Rice, T. M. & Sigrist, M. SfRuG, : an electronic analogue of He-3B. Phys: Cond Matter

7, L643 (1995).

Ishida, K.etal. Spin-triplet superconductivity in JRuQ, identified by 170 Knight shift.

Nature396, 658—-660 (1998).

Luke, G. M.etal. Time-reversal symmetry-breaking superconductivitysi, RuO,. Nature

394, 558-561 (1998).

Mackenzie, A. P. & Maeno, Y. The superconductivity o8O, and the physics of spin-

triplet pairing. Rev. Mod. Phys75, 657—712 (2003).

Balian, R. & Werthamer, N. R. Superconductivity withiBan a Relative p-WaveRPhys. Rev.

131, 1553-1564 (1963).

15



26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Anderson, P. W. & Morel, P. Generalized Bardeen-Co&utwreffer States and the Proposed

Low-Temperature Phase of Liquid HeBhys. Rev123, 1911-1934 (1961).

Osheroff, D. D. Superfluidity iAHe: Discovery and understandingRev. Mod. Phys69,

667-682 (1997).

Leggett, A. J. A theoretical description of the new pBasfdiquid He3.Rev. Mod. Phys47,

331-414 (1975).

Wheatley, J. C. Experimental properties of superflui®@ HRev. Mod. Physd47, 415-470

(1975).

\Vollhardt, D. & Wolfle, P. The Superfluid Phases of Helium 3 (Dover Publications, UK,

2013).

Abdel-Hafiez, Met al. Evidence of d-wave superconductivity in KNa,Fe,As, (x=0,0.1)
single crystals from low-temperature specific-heat mesamants. Phys. Rev. B87, 180507

(2013).

Watanabe, Det al. Doping evolution of the quasiparticle excitations iratiéy hole-doped
Ba,_.K.FeAs,: A possible superconducting gap with sign-reversal betwesde pockets.

Phys. Rev. B89, 115112 (2014).

Okazaki, Ketal. Evidence for a cos(4) Modulation of the Superconducting Energy Gap of
Optimally Doped FeTe0.6Se0.4 Single Crystals Using Laseglé&Resolved Photoemission

SpectroscopyPhys. Rev. Lett109, 237011 (2012).

16



34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

Xu, N.etal. Possible nodal superconducting gap and Lifshitz ttemmsin heavily hole-doped

Ba0.1K0.9Fe2As2Phys. Rev. B8, 220508 (2013).

Ota, Y.etal. Evidence for excluding the possibility dfwave superconducting-gap symmetry

in Ba-doped KFgAs,. Phys. Rev. B89, 081103 (2014).

Kittaka, Setal. Thermodynamic Study of Nodal Structure and Multibande&aonductivity

of KFe2As2.Journal of the Physical Society of Ja#) 013704 (2014).

Ran, Y., Wang, F., Zhai, H., Vishwanath, A. & Lee, D.-H. débspin density wave and band

topology of the FeAs-based materialthys. Rev. B79, 014505 (2009).

Yin, Z. P., Haule, K. & Kotliar, G. Kinetic frustration dnthe nature of the magnetic and

paramagnetic states in iron pnictides and iron chalcogsnidNATURE MATERIALS 10,

932-935 (2011).

Zhang, Y. et al. Orbital characters of bands in the iron-based superctiod

BaFe 35C0oy 15AS,. Phys. Rev. B83, 054510 (2011).

Xia, Y. etal. Fermi Surface Topology and Low-Lying Quasiparticle Bgmcs of Parent

Fe . Te/Se SuperconductoPhys. Rev. Lett103, 037002 (2009).

Richard, P.et al. Observation of Dirac Cone Electronic Dispersion BaFe;Ass.

Phys. Rev. Lett104, 137001 (2010).

Hsieh, Detal. Experimental determination of the microscopic origimagnetism in parent

iron pnictides (2009)0812.2289.

17


0812.2289

43

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

. Lee, P. & Wen, X.-G. Spin-triplet p-wave pairing in a twerbital model for iron pnictide

superconductor?hysical Review B8, 144517 (2008).

Raghu, S., Qi, X. L., Liu, C. X., Scalapino, D. J. & Zhang, & Phys. Rev. B 77,
220503(R) (2008) - Minimal two-band model of the supercantithg iron oxypnictides.

Physical Review B (2008).

Ong, T. T. & Coleman, P. Tetrahedral and Orbital Pairiadzully Gapped Pairing Scenario

for the Iron-Based SuperconductoPhys. Rev. Lettl11, 217003 (2013).

Ong, T. T. & Coleman, P. 3He-R: A Topologicals* Superfluid with Triplet Pairing.

arXiv 1402.7372 (2014).

Cao, Y.etal. Mapping the orbital wavefunction of the surface statethree-dimensional

topological insulatorsNATURE PHYSICS9, 499-504 (2013).

Volovik, G. E.The Universe in a Helium Droplet (Clarendon Press, UK, 2003)

Volovik, G. Fermion zero modes at the boundary of supdrfiiHe-B. JETP Letter90,

398-401 (2009).

Volovik, G. Topological invariant for superfluid 3He-Biédh quantum phase transitions.

JETP Letter90, 587-591 (2009).

Supplementary information is linked to the online version of the paper at www.naturetture.

18



Acknowledgements: We should particularly like to thank Leni Boscones, AndréwyiGukov,
Gabriel Kotliar, Andrew Millis, Peter Orth and Qimiao Si fdiscussions related to this
work. We are particularly grateful to Daniel Dessau for glgliscussions on changes
to the orbital character in the superconducting state. Weaawledge funding from DOE
grant DE-FG02-99ER45790 (Coleman, Ong), Deutsche Forgdgemeinschaft through
DFG-SPP 1458 ‘Hochtemperatursupraleitung in EisenpaektiSchmalian) and grant NSF

1066293 (Coleman) while at the Aspen Center for Physics.

Contributions The authors, T. Tzen Ong, Piers Coleman and Joerg Schmalmnbuted
equally in the discussions and development of the ideasisnpidper. T. Tzen Ong car-
ried out the numerical calculations of the gap and the drhitésotropy signal in ARPES
spectroscopy. All authors contributed towards the writighe paper and supplementary

materials.

Competing Interests The authors declare that they have no competing financedasts.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to Pierm@oléemail:

coleman@physics.rutgers.edu).

19



Figure Captions

Fig. 1. Orbital helicity and orbital triplet™ superconducting state. Fig. (a) shows the orbital Rashba
vector,7;, and the orbital character in a simplified two band model ferithn-based super-
conductors, in the extended zone scheme. The orbital tyelici= I -7 is positive on
central hole pockets (refl= +1) and negative on electron pockets (blde= —1), thus the
orbital polarization of the hole Fermi surface is paraltefii, (Red and blue hollow arrow
denotesrz andyz respectively). Fig. (b) shows the conventiosélsuperconducting state,
and Fig. (c) shows the the orbital triplet. In conventionak®, the 4 sign change is de-
termined by theos(k,) cos(k,) form factor ink-space; in the orbital triplet state, the sign

change depends on the orbital helicity«(/)) of the bands.

Fig. 2. Superconducting gap in “high”-spin orbital triplet dcs¢ate. (a) octahedral structure of the
superconducting gap on the hole pocket arolindthenr, anddy have opposite helicities,

(b) fully gapped electron pocket around.

Fig. 3. Polar plot of orbital anisotropy in* phase and octet phase. (a) & (b) show the angular
dependence (from to 7) of the orbital anisotropy(/3;) around the hole pocket centered
atT for the s* state and octet state respectively. Theiih sin(40) ~ cos(66) structure
(dodecagonal) is clearly revealed in both cases, and tgk™spin octet state shows a unique

cusp-like feature at the gapless nodal points.

Fig. 4. Helical edge states of orbital triplet pairing. Helicapdess Andreev edge states at a domain

wall between a low-spin* (left) and high-spin octet (right) state.
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I. LANDAU FREE ENERGY & DERIVATION OF RENORMALIZED JOSEPH-
SON COUPLING

This section presents the derivation of the Landau Free energy that describes the transi-
tion between the “low”-spin s* state and the “high”-spin octet state. We assume an isotropic
system in Eq. (9) of the main paper to illustrate the key physics of renormalization of the
Josephson coupling 12 by the Coulomb repulsion; hence the coefficients for A; and Ay are
equal. In the physical systems with tetragonal symmetry, the coefficients for A; and A, are
generally not equal as they are not related by symmetry operations of the Cy, group. Thus,

the free energy would have the general form,

F = Fpor + F5,
Fpor = ay(T = T.)|A1]* + ao(T — T.)| Ag]? = x12A1 A2
+B1| AL + Bo Aol + Bra| Ar?|Ag)?,
Fs = U|A? = x1:810, — X258, + 3] A" (1)

where Ay and A, are the gap parameters for the d,, and d,2_,2 orbital triplet condensates.
In the isotropic case described in the main paper, a; = as and 1 = [5. The “low”-spin
to “high”-spin transition is driven by a change in the relative orientation of die with respect
to 7y, i.e. by reversing sign(A;As). The relative phase of A; and As, is determined by
the internal Josephson coupling yi2. When both helical bands cross Er, we shall see that
12 > 0 while x5 and Yo, are almost zero, so the ground-state energy is minimized when A,
and A, have the same phase, forming an isotropic gap with no nodes. By contrast, when
one band is removed from the Fermi surface by doping, then x5 and yss become large, and

the effective Josephson coupling becomes

e X1sX2s
X =x1 - <0 (2)

s

causing a reversal of the relative sign of the two condensates and the formation of nodes in
the gap.

We can derive the free energy using a BCS Hamiltonian that includes the orbital triplet
pairing and a repulsive Hubbard U term, which we factorize into a product of s-wave pairing
terms using the Hubbard-Stratonovich method,

HU = UZ’N@[ﬂl@Li — ZASCI,I,TCI,I,i + H.C. — ‘ASP/U, (3)

il il



to obtain

H = Z%T( [Gs(k)73+§k'f+ - I +A571] Yy + N
K

2 2 2
(Z+2-2)
g g U

where N is the number of lattice sites and the Rashba and orbital d-vectors are defined by

ék = (Exy, O, €x2_y2),

Jk = (Axya O> Aﬂ—zﬂ) = (Ald:cya O> A2d:c2—y2)> (5)

where d,, and d,2_,> are d-wave form factors, for instance d,, = s,5, and d,2_,2 = (¢, —¢,)
in a tight binding basis.
The Bogoliubov spectrum is,

1

(k) = [A(k) = ay/22(k) —72(k)| (6)

where o = +1 for the two superconducting bands and

A(K) = e,(K)? + | Bil? + |dil? + A2,
N o 2
YK)? = [es(k)? = | Bil? + |dif* - A2
T4 [Ay (K)ery (k) + Age 2 (K)eye_ 2 (k) — Aeg (k)] (7)

The free energy is then given by,

A2 AZ A2 E*(k)
F =N, —1+—2——8]—2T ln{Qcosh(i)}. 8
[91 92 U kzo; 2T ®)

A Taylor expansion of Eq. [§ will then give us the coefficients of the Landau Free energy
in Eq. Il We will now carry out the calculation around the saddle point, which gives the

following coupled gap equations,

gil — X111 —X12 —X1s AN
—X12 g% —X22  —X2s Ay | =0. 9)
_Xls _>~<2s _% - )Zs As

Denoting fk = f (527';2, the Josephson couplings between the different pairing channels

3



are then given as follows:

e 3[R |yl o)
Xas _azﬂ / e 5EZE113/ 2 :1—2047(%2 A2y, (11)
> kth(ggz((llgﬂ) :1_2 <Amz_j2>2_ : =15 12
) I it Sty (13)
w=-3 [ e 20| (14)
- _azzﬂ /kth(ggzgm) _2(1 Ei;yie;_ dpo o, (15)

where for clarity, we have suppressed the momentum labels. Evaluating yi2, X1s and Yas
at T =T, for Ay = Ay = A, = 0 gives the Landau free energy coefficients yi2, x1s and
X2s in Eq. (9) of the main paper (here we drop the tilde’s to denote the evaluation of these
quantities at 7;.). The coefficients 1, f, and (3 are given by Taylor expansions of X12, X1s

and Yos.
_ 1oxu
51 - _1 8A%’
10X
52 - _1 8A%’
1 (Oxu OX12
bz = =3 (8A§ * aAlAQ) (16)

To demonstrate the renormalization of the Josephson coupling xi2 by the Coulomb re-

pulsion, we solve for A, in the third row of Eq. 0]

SA S SA S

A8:—<X1 1s + X2 2>. (17)
1/U + xs

Substituting this back into the first two rows, we obtain
Lol ) (), "

i AP A VAY

where
e X1sX2s

X3 = xi2 — ) (U = o0), (19)

s



is an effective, renormalized ng , while

e Xlles
leff = X1 — )
X2X>S<2
X5y, = xoo — 5, (20)

are the corresponding diagonal susceptibilities. Since yi, and xss have the same sign, the
Coulomb interaction thus reduces the Josephson coupling x12 between the d-wave conden-
sates to a smaller value ng . The phase transition to the octet state occurs when ng
changes sign. This will occur when the system is strongly hole or electron doped, such that
only hole or electron pockets survive at the Fermi surface.

To illustrate the sign change of Xf’;f at the phase transition, we use using a simplified
momentum-independent orbital Rashba coupling with €, (k) = # sin(26x) and €,2_,2(k) =
t cos(26y). In this case, the helical bands are split apart by # and have a constant density of

state N(0). Note that at T,

B (k) =

les(K)| —a t ‘ = |es(k) — o sgn(es(k))t| = |es — It] = |e/] (21)
where we have introduced the normal-state band index
I = «a sgn(ey). (22)

The appearance of the sgn(e,) separating the normal and superconducting state band in-
dices is important in keeping track of which susceptibilities have cancelling logarithimic

components. We can then make the substitutions

e =€, — It (23)
B (k
2B>(k) 2
2a _ o asgn~(es) _ i _ % (25)
VAZ =42 et €st et tler + 1It)
20e, aes _ asgrj(es) :£ (26)
VA2 — 2 et t t

The s-wave susceptibility is simply

Xs = XI:N(O) /wsf de; (%) ~ > N(0)n <2°‘7’ij:) : (27)

—ws




When the electron and hole bands are present, ), = 2, but when we hole dope the system
the I = —1 term can be dropped, and we write >, — 1. The Josephson coupling between
the two d-wave condensates is

wsf anh (2 t2 2
Xi2 = Z N(O)/_ deg <t 26(1 2 )> f(eIIj— If)/o %(sinz(%’) cos?(26))

I==+1 Wsf

s tanh (%) 72 N N(0) s
= Z [wsf €1 ( 2¢r ) E(IEI—I—f) ~ ; 3 In (QWTC) (28)

Note that the contrlbutlons from the electron and hole bands add together. Similarly, for

the Josephson coupling between the s- and d-wave order parameters we obtain

() ().
:_ZIN /_f €1 (%)/%mﬁ(%)

W

M [ () < [P ()] e

and similarly, omlttmg the intermediate steps,

—ZI:J {Ng)) In (;ﬂ{ﬂ (30)

so the d-s couplings have equal and opposite contributions from the two helical bands.

When both bands cross Er, x1s = X2s = 0 and thus X?;f = x12 > 0, driving the system
into the energetically favored s* state. However, this compensation fails when the electron
band is doped away from Ep, leaving behind the sole contribution from I = +1, so that

Xis = X2s = —(N(0)/2)In (22£). Substituting 27), 8), 29) and [B0) into ([[J), we then

obtain

! (31)

-1 (hole pockets only).

) 1 (electron and hole pockets),
X
8

eff _ — N 1 wsf
X12 (0) In <—27TTC

Thus, at the Lifshitz point where the electron pockets disappear, the Coulomb repulsion
causes a a sign change in Xffgf and a first-order phase transition from the s* to the octet

state will then occur.

II. ORBITAL ANISOTROPY IN SUPERCONDUCTING PHASE

The orbital Rashba field mixes the orbital quantum numbers of the quasi-particles in the

normal state, and the E—space dependence of the rotating By vector drives a modulation in

6



the orbital character of the normal state quasi-particles. This shows up as a d,,-dependence
of the orbital anisotropy I3(k) = n,.(k) — n,.(k), which has been measured experimentally
in polarization-dependent ARPES|1].

However, the orbital Rashba field is modified by Andreev scattering upon condensation
into the superconducting phase as the underlying d-wave orbital triplets will have a differ-
ent orbital entanglement from the normal-state quasi-particles, i.e. d; =+ Ek, Hence, the
effective Rashba field in the superconducting phase picks up an additional e % (Ek X CZ_;() -a
component, giving rise to a sin(26) sin(460) ~ cos(66) component in the orbital anisotropy
I3(k) that can also be measured in polarization-dependent ARPES.

The Hamiltonian of the system is given by,
H=> 9, (M + 1) (i0"Pxar)
Kk
”Hﬁ = (ekl — ékf) 73
Myt =di- T+ (32)
and the orbital anisotropy can be calculated from the full Green’s function of the system,

1
w— HY + Hg¢
1

w — <€k73 —gk'f73+di<'f71)
= <W+(€k—§k'fj)73+di<'f71)
<w2 (4 |Bl? + |di]?) — 26 Brc - T+ 2B x Jk-f%)

Gk,w) =

X

» T - — (33)
2 = (@ + Bl + d?) | = 42| Bul? — 4] Bic x di?

where we first multiply both numerator and denominator by the factor (w + (ex + BT )7 + die - I fyl)

to trace out the v3 component. To trace out the orbital matrix I components, we next mul-

tiply by <w2 — (& + |By|? + |0Z;<|2) 26 By - T + 2By % dy - [_:}/2). We finally obtain the

expression for G(k,w), with a denominator that is proportional to identity 1,
G(k,w) = (w+ (e — B s + i T )
<w2 — (Ei + |§k‘2 + |J;<|2) - 2€k§k f-'- 2§k X Cik : f’)/g)

) (@ — (Bp ) (0 — (B )2)

where,

1/2
E%(k) = {(e;ﬁ + | By|* + |di|?) — a\/4e;{|Bk|2 + 4| By x dk|2} (35)

7



Multiplying out the terms in the numerator of G(k, w), we see that there is an additional
contribution to the orbital Rashba field in the superconducting state, 5By x (JL e fyl)(gk X
J;{ . [_:}/2) and using the Fierz identity 0%® = ie®“c¢, we obtain 6§k = J;{ X (Ek X cfk) 'f’}@,.
The effective orbital Rashba field component in G(k,w) is then given by,
_ék'f%’,‘l'd_;( X (ék X 0T1<)'f73

(w? = (B )?) (w2 = (By)?)

We project into the particle (hole) basis by P,u) = %(1 + 73), and the difference in

gkw)="--+ (36)

the orbital occupancy between the xz and yz orbitals is given by I3. Hence, the orbital
anisotropy is given by,

L(k) =+ / " In {Tr (g(k,w - i&)@lg)] (37)

™ J-D

where the integral is done only over the hole pocket around I', hence we choose a lower
cut-off of D = w Note that the electron and hole pockets have opposite helicities,
and integrating over both pockets will have canceling contributions.

Substituting Eq. B4linto Eq. BT, the shift in orbital anisotropy due to Andreev scattering
is given by,

0
§T5(k) — / o

_p T

afk X (ék X 0?1{)-[3
(w? = (B )?) (w* = (B)?)
:/0 dw dic % (B % dig) - Iy [ 1 - 1

o 7 ((B)? = (B )?) (W2 = (B2 (w? = (B)?)

Since we pick up only the poles in the lower helical band E| due to a lower cut-off of D,

(38)

this gives,
O dwdi x (B x die) - I 1 1 1
0lz3(k) = — I _
o /—D T (B2 = (B )?) " lQEE <w—i5—E£ w—i5+E1§)]
- 1 JkX(ékXJk)'Ig
4|ex|| By| 2A.(k)

Thus, the Andreev shift of the Rashba field gives a signal d/3(k) of O(‘eA—k‘), and we have

(39)

approximated the superconducting gap in the quasi-particle basis by,

A2 (K) ~ |dy|? — Bzl (40)

lexcl| Buc|

o 1/2
and, we have approximated E*(k) ~ [(ek + |Bk\> + Agc(k)] ~ Ase(k), and (E)? —

(Ey)? = 2\/4ei\§k\2 + 4|By x di|> ~ 4|ex||Bx| near the hole and electron pocket Fermi

surfaces.



102 (b) siyicos(an+2)a]
I 0.01}
5.x107
=< OF 0.005}
0
-5.x1073 0 20 ‘ ‘ 60 -6
-1.x1072
. -0.005}
2z T
2 2
ky

FIG. 1: Density plot of shift in orbital anisotropy 0/3(k) = I5°(k) — I} (k). This is the case
when |A,,| > [A,2_,2|, and the s* state shows a negative shift in I3(k), with a negative

cos(66) component and a positive cos(26) Fourier component, as shown in Fig. (b).

We numerically evaluate Eq. B7 on a 200 x 200 grid in the upper right BZ quadrant
ki, ky € [0,7/2,0,7/2], and the energy integral over w is carried out in Mathemtica using
an adaptive algorithim. The orbital anisotropies in the normal and s* superconducting
phase are plotted in Figs. 1 & [ for the two cases of |A,| > [Ay2_ 2| and [Agy| < [Ag2_ 2]

respectively.

We also carry out a Fourier Transform of the orbital anisotropy signal §/3(k), and since
I3 = (xz) — (yz), this means that I3 € Bj, and it will have nodes along the diagonals,
and also has to change sign upon R?°. Thus, the only Fourier components it will have are
cos2(2n+1)0 components, and we show the first two components cos(260) and cos(60) which
have the largest signals. The cos(260) component will have the largest contribution from the
Rashba field By, and the most interesting signal comes from the cos(66) component that

depends on the shift due to the double Andreev scattering process.

III. GAPLESS ANDREEV EDGE STATES

Cy, symmetry guarantees the degeneracy of the xz and yz orbitals, which allows the

system to condense into an orbitally-entangled triplet state. This non-trivial entanglement
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FIG. 2: Density plot of shift in orbital anisotropy 0/3(k) = I3°(k) — I} (k). This is the case
when |A,,| < [Au2_,2|, and the s* state shows a positive shift in I3(k), with a positive

cos(66) component and a positive cos(260) Fourier component, as shown in Fig. (b).

is reflected by the winding number of the cfk vector, which we re-state here for convenience.
]{ 5. (J’f(k) % 0, Yk)) dk, = 2mv (41)
r

This orbitally entangled nature is reflected in the existence of gapless Andreev edge
states at domain walls between two regions with different topological numbers v. Here,
we calculate the edge states at the domain wall between two bulk orbital triplet states
of opposite chirality, with a boundary at x = 0 and satisfying the boundary conditions
Ay(z = —00) = —Ay and Ay(z = 00) = +As, using the method described by Volovik E]
The winding number v (Eq. {I]) changes sign from +2 to —2 across the domain, when Ay (x)
changes sign. However, the orbital Rashba vector 77 remains unchanged across the domain
wall, hence the system is in the “low”-spin s* state on the left, and in the “high”-spin octet
state on the right of the domain wall.

For small k2 < k%, we can calculate the edge states perturbatively. Letting k, = kp+10,,

€xy = é—%kxk‘y and €,2_,2 = ]z—%(k‘g — k2), we obtain the Hamiltonian,

H=H"+H (42)
HO = jvpd,ys + talyys + Ay(z) I3 (43)
A t
H = —1k;yf1’h + —1/€yf173 (44)
]{ZF ]fF
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where vp = %F H acts on Nambu spinor,
Ckaz,

Ckyz,t

Ykio = (45)

C—kyz,i
.I>
_C—kmz,T
over half the BZ € k > 0. Since the Cooper pairs are also spin singlets, there is an additional

spin degree of freedom that gives rise to a degenerate Nambu spinor,

Ckaz,|

Ckyz,|

Uity = (46)

TC gyt
CT—kxz,¢
Thus, we can choose to carry out our calculations using only vy, over the full BZ, which
is equivalent to calculations using both v, and 1y, over half the BZ.

Since [I31, I37,] = 0, we can find two zero-energy solutions H [¢) = 0,

ba(2) = exp {—i [ oty = itsasn)|

UF 0

1 0

0 1
5—1— = . ) 5— =

1 0

0 —1

(47)

Hence, we see that the edge states have a decay length given by % = f—ﬁ, and the Fermi

momentum along k, is shifted by :I:% for &4 respectively due to the Rashba coupling. We
now treat the edge Hamiltonian H' as a perturbation, and acting in the subspace of &, this
gives

It is straightforward to show that the zero-energy modes satisfy the following Hamiltonian

along the edge, and disperse linearly.

H:H H%_ _ 0 vk, + 6k, (48)
H . H _ vk, — ik, 0
where,
t A,
V= . (49)



clky|

FIG. 3: Gapless Andreev Edge States. Linearly dispersing gapless Andreev edge states
occur at the domain wall between a “low”-spin s* state and a “high”-spin octet state.
These edge states carry a definite angular momentum of (L.) = +1 for the left and right
movers. Due to the spin singlet nature of the Cooper pairs, these edge states are also
doubly degenerate in spin-space, with a pair of spin-polarized left movers, and another pair

of spin-polarized right-movers.

Solving the edge Hamiltonian, Eq. [42] gives the following two fermionic zero modes,

Hpp =+ ckrr
c=Vv?+ 2 (50)

where 9 5 are two linearly dispersing gapless Andreev bound states. As ¢k, and wI’dU are
spin-polarized states with spin up and down respectively, we get two sets of gapless Andreev
bound states with definite spin and orbital iso-spin, but these Andreev edge states are not

Majorana fermions as they are spin-polarized.
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