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We show that a Weyl superconductor can absorb light via a novel surface-to-bulk mechanism,
which we dub the topological anomalous skin effect. This occurs even in the absence of disorder for
a single-band superconductor, and is facilitated by the topological splitting of the Hilbert space into
bulk and chiral surface Majorana states. In the clean limit, the effect manifests as a characteristic
absorption peak due to surface-bulk transitions. We also consider the effects of bulk disorder, using
the Keldysh response theory. For weak disorder, the bulk response is reminiscent of the Mattis-
Bardeen result for s-wave superconductors, with strongly suppressed spectral weight below twice the
pairing energy, despite the presence of gapless Weyl points. For stronger disorder, the bulk response
becomes more Drude-like and the p-wave features disappear. We show that the surface-bulk signal
survives when combined with the bulk in the presence of weak disorder. The topological anomalous
skin effect can therefore serve as a fingerprint for Weyl superconductivity. We also compute the
Meissner response in the slab geometry, incorporating the effect of the surface states.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Despite displaying perfect dissipationless conduction
at zero frequency, superconductors absorb electromag-
netic radiation at finite frequencies. The classical skin
depth of a metal is given by δ(ω) = c/

√
2πσdcω, where

ω is the radiation frequency and σdc is the static, zero-
frequency conductivity due to impurity scattering [1].
The classical skin depth vanishes in the clean limit. The
absorption in a superconductor is associated to a nonzero
field penetration depth at finite frequencies due to the
pairing, giving rise to an anomalous skin effect and asso-
ciated optical conductivity [2, 3].

In a topologically trivial one-band superconductor, the
dissipative part of the bulk optical conductivity vanishes
in the clean limit [4]. This result obtains due to the or-
thogonality of positive- and negative-energy bulk states
and the lack of matrix structure for the current operator,
despite the particle-hole hybridization induced by pair-
ing. However, most low-temperature superconductors
are measured in the dirty limit, where ∆0 � 1/τel � εF .
Here ∆0 is the pairing energy, τel is the lifetime due to
elastic impurity scattering, and εF is the Fermi energy.
For an s-wave superconductor at zero temperature, ab-
sorption turns on at ω = 2∆0 according to the famous
Mattis-Bardeen result for the dirty limit [2, 4, 5].

What happens when the Hilbert space of a one-band
superconductor is split into bulk and surface states by
non-trivial topology? In this paper, we will show that a
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novel surface-bulk absorption can occur in a topological
superconductor [6, 7], even for a one-band system in the
clean limit. We dub this the topological anomalous skin
effect. We consider optical absorption by Weyl super-
conductors (WSCs) [8–27]. WSCs can arise due to bulk
p+ ip pairing, as exemplified by 3HeA [28–30]. In static
mean-field theory, the quasiparticle spectrum of a WSC
exhibits pairs of gapless Weyl nodes in the bulk. Each
momentum-separated nodal pair gives rise to a chiral,
two-dimensional (2D) Majorana surface fluid, display-
ing a Fermi arc connecting the nodes [6, 7, 26, 27, 30].
WSCs could serve as a platform for realizing Majorana
zero modes and topological quantum computation [31].

We show that WSCs absorb radiation through opti-
cally driven surface-bulk transitions, see Fig. 1. We com-
pute the surface-bulk absorption coefficient for a clean,
spinless WSC with p+ip pairing in the slab geometry. For
a plane electromagnetic wave with normal incidence upon
a crystal face with chiral surface states, we find a rela-
tively narrow (broad) peak around 2∆0 (below 2∆0) for
electric polarization perpendicular to (along) the Fermi
arc, see Fig. 2.

We also consider the effects of disorder on the bulk p-
wave state. Using Keldysh response theory [32–34], we
derive the semiclassical optical conductivity for a Weyl

kz

ky

Eky,kz

FIG. 1: Geometry for the topological anomalous skin ef-
fect. (a) We consider a Weyl superconductor described by
Eq. (3.1). Due to bulk kx + iky pairing, a single pair of Weyl
points arises at kz = ±kF . In the figure, the green plane de-
picts the dispersion of the chiral surface state Es

ky = −∆ky,
for a superconductor occupying the half space x ≥ 0. Since we
consider the surface only at x = 0, there is only one branch
for the surface states. The topological anomalous skin ef-
fect arises via absorption due to optical transitions between
surface and bulk states, as indicated by the red vertical ar-
row in the sketch. (b) We consider a plane electromagnetic
wave impacting the Weyl superconductor occupying the x ≥ 0
half-space at normal incidence. The label I, R and T denote
respectively the incident, reflected and transmitted compo-
nent of the radiation. (E,B,S) stands for (E-field, B-field,
Poynting vector). A polarization along ŷ (i.e. perpendicular
to the plane of incidence) is assumed for the electric field E
in this sketch. The topological anomalous skin effect mainly
takes place in the yellow region, extending up to the scale of
min(λL, lcoh). Here λL denotes the London depth, and lcoh is
the coherence length (which is the minimal confinement depth
for the chiral Majorana surface fluid).

superconductor. Disorder is treated at the saddle-point
level. The surface-bulk transitions giving rise to the topo-
logical anomalous skin effect largely involve states away
from the Weyl nodes, and therefore we do not expect rare
region effects [35–43] to play an important role. For weak
disorder, the bulk response is reminiscent of the Mattis-
Bardeen result for s-wave superconductors, with strongly
suppressed spectral weight below twice the pairing en-
ergy, despite the presence of gapless Weyl points. This
is consistent with canonical results for dirty anisotropic
superconductors [44]. For stronger disorder, the bulk re-
sponse becomes more Drude-like and the p-wave features
disappear. Results are displayed in Fig. 3.

We show that the surface-bulk signal survives when
combined with the bulk in the presence of weak disor-
der, see Fig. 4. The topological anomalous skin effect
can therefore serve as a fingerprint for Weyl supercon-
ductivity. We also compute the Meissner response in
the slab geometry, incorporating the effect of the surface
states. In the case of a strong topological superconductor
analogous to 3HeB [28–30], an anomalous power-law-in-
temperature dependence was found for the penetration
depth, due to the paramagnetic surface state response
[45]. The latter result is surprising because the bulk is
fully gapped in that case. For the WSCs studied here,
we do not find qualitatively new behavior in the Meiss-
ner effect arising from the presence of surface states. This
is because power-law temperature-dependence is already
expected due to the bulk Weyl nodes.

The Majorana surface fluid in WSCs could also be de-
tected by scanning tunneling microscopy (STM), angle-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) [9], and
the anomalous thermal Hall effect [8, 46–48]. Effects due
to the axial anomaly have also been proposed as signa-
tures for WSCs, including negative thermal magnetore-
sistance [49] and a T 2 temperature dependence of the
axial current [50, 51].

A key difference between Weyl semimetals and Weyl
superconductors is that the bulk optical conductivity of
the former is nonzero even in the clean limit, due to
interband transitions [52–55]. Another key distinction
concerns Fermi arc transport [56, 57]. For both fully
gapped and gapless topological superconductors lacking
spin SU(2) symmetry (classes DIII and D [7, 26, 58]),
the coupling of the surface Majorana fluid to electromag-
netism is effectively gravitational, i.e. the electric density
and current operators are formed from components of the
stress tensor for the surface Majorana fluid [45, 59, 60].
For the chiral fluid at the surface of a WSC, this has
the consequence that no thermal current flows along
the Fermi arc in the presence of perpendicular magnetic
flux, different from the surface states of Weyl semimetals
[56, 57].

There are only a few bulk candidate materials that
might exhibit Weyl superconductivity in nature. Older
candidates of WSCs include the Uranium-based ferro-
magnetic superconductors UGe2 [64], URhGe [65], and
UCoGe [66], in which spin-triplet p-wave pairing is ex-
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FIG. 2: The topological anomalous skin effect in the clean limit. The panels in this figure plot the frequency (Ω)-dependence
of the absorbance Ayy(Ω) (blue) and Azz(Ω) (orange) due to the surface-bulk transition, Eq. (1.3). Panels show results at
zero temperature for different combinations of the coherence length lcoh and the diamagnetic (London) penetration depth λL.
The Weyl nodes lie along the kz-axis in our model, so that Ayy(Ω) [Azz(Ω)] encodes absorption for electric-field polarization
perpendicular (parallel) to the surface Majorana Fermi arc. Parameters used in panels (a)–(c) correspond to the type-I
superconductor regime, while those used in panels (d)–(f) correspond to the type-II regime. Here, the frequency is normalized
by the pairing gap energy ∆0 = ∆kF ; ∆ is the p + ip-wave pairing amplitude in the model [Eq. (3.1)]. We set kF = 1 for all
the plots.

pected. More recent works suggest that the B phase of
UPt3 [18, 19, 26, 47, 67], SrPtAs [46], Praseodymium-
based compounds (e.g. PrOs4Sb12 and PrPt4Ge12 [68])
and YiPtBi [48, 69–71] may host gapless Majorana sur-
face states.

Superconductivity was very recently observed in UTe2

[72]. There is already extensive experimental evidence
pointing towards Weyl superconductivity in this com-
pound [72–82]. UTe2 shows a relatively high transition
temperature of 1.6 K [72] and its superconductivity is sus-
pected to be mediated by ferromagnetic spin-fluctuations
in proximity to a quantum critical point [76, 77].

The nearly temperature-independent Knight shift
across the transition temperature [72, 82] and an ex-
tremely high upper critical field exceeding the Pauli limit
[78] strongly support the spin-triplet pairing scenario.
Penetration depth, thermal transport, spin-relaxation,
and specific heat measurements together demonstrate
strong evidence for point nodes lying along the crystallo-
graphic a axis [72, 74, 79, 81]. Direct evidence for chiral
Majorana surface states was observed in STM experi-
ments with a step-edge setup [80]; indirect evidence was
also suggested by measurements of the surface impedance
[73] at microwave frequencies. Kerr rotation experiments
further suggest time-reversal symmetry breaking in UTe2

[75].

Despite substantial effort in experimental measure-
ments and first-principle calculations based on density

functional theory (DFT) [83–88], consensus on the ex-
act pairing symmetry in UTe2 is yet still to be reached.
On one hand, angular field dependence measurements
of specific heat [79] and a Ginzberg-Landau (GL) free
energy analysis [89] suggest a d-vector order parame-
ter of the form d(k) = (b + ic)(kb + ikc). This would
imply pairing of a single spin species (while the other
remains unpaired), as in 3HeA1 [28–30]. On the other
hand, there are also analyses based on DFT, GL free en-
ergy and point-group symmetries suggesting more com-
plicated scenarios [75, 84–88]. Further investigations are
necessary to clarify the underlying pairing symmetry in
UTe2.

A. Summary of main results

In superconductors, key electromagnetic (EM) re-
sponses are the Meissner effect and optical absorption.
In the following, we elucidate the interplay of the sur-
face and bulk responses by considering a spinless p + ip
model, which is a solid-state analog of 3HeA [28–30]. This
model, with a Hamiltonian described by Eq. (3.1), has a
pair of Weyl nodes lying along kz and no time-reversal
symmetry. As a result, it only possesses one branch of
chiral surface states, as sketched in Fig. 1(a). It serves
as a minimal model for WSCs.

We now summarize the main results of this paper.
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1. Meissner effect

In a previous work, we predicted a power-law temper-
ature (T )-dependence in the magnetic penetration depth
∆λL(T ) ≡ λL(T ) − λL(0) ∼ T 3 due to surface states in
a strong topological superconductor (TSC), based on a
solid-state model analog of 3HeB [45]. In that case, since
the bulk is fully gapped, in the absence of magnetic im-
purities [90, 91] a power-law T -dependence in ∆λL can
only arise from the surface states. The combination of
power-law temperature dependence in the magnetic pen-
etration depth along with exponential suppression of the
specific heat (due to the fully gapped bulk) are hallmarks
for strong TSCs [45].

On the other hand, a superconductor with bulk nodes
should exhibit power-law temperature dependence in both
the magnetic penetration depth and the specific heat [2].
Power-law T -dependence in ∆λL has also been experi-
mentally observed in WSC candidates [69, 74]. However,
for WSCs, because of the gapless excitations in the bulk,
this is not necessarily indicative for the presence of sur-
face states. Nevertheless, for WSCs with Weyl nodes
lying along a particular k axis (say kz), we can show by
power-counting that the power-law T -dependence from

FIG. 3: The bulk optical conductivity of the dirty Weyl su-
perconductor. The panels in this figure plot the normalized
optical conductivity Re σµνbb,R/Re σµνDrude as a function of the

reduced frequency Ω/∆0 at zero temperature, with disorder
strength (a) Υel = 0.01∆0 (b) Υel = 0.5∆0 (c) Υel = ∆0

(d) Υel = 10∆0. Here Υel = 1/(2τel), where τel is the elastic
lifetime due to impurity scattering in the normal state, and
σµνDrude = δµνσdc/

[
1 + (ωτel)

2
]
. In the weak disorder regime,

the frequency dependence of the optical conductivity is remi-
niscent of the Mattis-Bardeen result for a dirty s-wave super-
conductor. The gapless excitations around the Weyl points
cause a finite zero-temperature response for Ω < 2∆0. As
the disorder strength increases, the optical conductivity grad-
ually approaches the Drude result. This is consistent with
the formation of a thermal metallic phase in the dirty limit
[40, 48, 94].

the surface states may still override that from the bulk,
depending on the direction of the external magnetic
field B (see Appendix B). In fact, by considering the
model WSC in Eq. (3.1) (with one pair of Weyl nodes
at kz = ±kF ), occupying the x > 0 half-space and using
the same framework outlined in Ref. [45], our calculations
reveal that the bulk contribution is

∆λL ∼

{
T 2, B ‖ ŷ,
T 4, B ‖ ẑ,

(1.1)

whereas surface state correction is

δλL ∼

{
T 2, B ‖ ŷ,
T 2, B ‖ ẑ.

(1.2)

This suggests that at low enough temperature, a T 2 de-
pendence in penetration depth can be an indicator for
the presence of surface states, for a magnetic field ori-
entation parallel to the line joining the Weyl nodes. In
fact, this could be the case for UTe2, since recent exper-
imental evidence suggests that Weyl nodes lie along the
a-axis [72, 74, 79, 81].

Nevertheless, more generally, for WSCs with nodes ly-
ing along arbitrary directions and/or an arbitrary orien-
tation of the magnetic field, we expect identical T 2 con-
tributions from both the bulk and surface. This calls for
an alternative EM response that can possibly distinguish
features of the surface and bulk states in WSCs.

2. Optical absorption

We consider a plane EM wave normally incident upon
the surface of a WSC at x = 0, as shown in Fig. 1(b).
The Weyl nodes in our model [Eq. (3.1)] lie along the
kz-axis, giving rise to a chiral surface Majorana band
with dispersion Es

ky
= −∆ky [Fig. 1(a)]. The reflectance

and absorbance can be obtained by solving the Maxwell’s
equation (2.1). The material response is encoded in
the current-current correlation function in this equa-
tion, with diamagnetic and three different paramagnetic
contributions, originating (i) purely from the bulk, (ii)
purely from the surface, and (iii) from the surface-bulk
cross terms. The topological anomalous skin effect arises
from the combination of the diamagnetic response and
(iii).

For the clean one-band WSC model in Eq. (3.1), the
dissipative part of the optical conductivity in the bulk
vanishes, consistent with the standard result for clean s-
wave superconductors [4]. Meanwhile, because we only
have one branch of surface states [Fig. 1(a)], surface in-
traband transitions that conserve energy and (nearly)
preserve the transverse momentum are impossible. This
leaves surface-bulk transitions to dominate in the clean
limit. We evaluate the surface-bulk optical conductivity
by exploiting the exact eigenstates of the system in the
slab geometry.
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FIG. 4: Topological anomalous skin effect in the presence of weak disorder. The panels in this figure plot the total absorbance
(A) as a function of the reduced frequency Ω̂ = Ω/∆0, in the weak-disorder limit with different coherence lengths lcoh, London
penetration depths λL, and disorder strengths Υel in the (a)–(c) type I and (d)–(f) type II superconductor regimes. In all
the panels, orange and blue curves represent the yy and zz components of the absorbance respectively, compare to Fig. 2.
Long dashed lines correspond to the surface-bulk contribution, while short dashed lines correspond to the disordered bulk
contribution. The total absorbance is depicted by the solid lines. We use kF = 1 for all the plots. In the type I case, the
features from the surface-bulk absorption survive up to a relatively large amount of disorder. In the type II case, those features
are gradually suppressed by the bulk absorption as the disorder strength increases.

The zero temperature surface-bulk absorbance Aµµ can
be written compactly as

Aµµ =
Ω

k2
F lcohc

F̂µµ(Ω̂), Ω̂ ≡ Ω

∆0
, (1.3)

where Ω is the radiation frequency, kF is half the separa-
tion between the Weyl points, and lcoh is the coherence
length of the superconductor (which determines the min-
imum for the chiral Majorana surface-state confinement
to the WSC-vacuum interface). In Eq. (1.3), F̂µµ is a di-

mensionless function of the reduced frequency Ω̂, which is
the frequency relative to the pairing energy ∆0. The be-
havior of A is shown in Fig. 2, for different combinations
of lcoh and the diamagnetic penetration depth λL. The
components Ayy(Ω) and Azz(Ω) correspond to the case
with y- and z-polarized incident electric fields, respec-
tively; the Weyl nodes lie along the kz-axis in our model
[Fig. 1(a)]. In the type-I regime (λL � lcoh) [Fig. 2(a)–
(c)], both the yy and zz components of A demonstrate
a peak centered around Ω = 2∆0. The broadness of the
peaks increases with the coherence length lcoh. Larger
lcoh means more deconfined surface states. In the type-II
regime (λL � lcoh) [Fig. 2(d)–(f)], the peaks for differ-
ent polarizations are more distinct. In particular, the yy

component still manifests a peak at around 2∆0, whereas
the zz component is peaked slightly above ∆0.

We note that the results in Eq. (1.3) and Fig. 2 are ap-
propriate for the strong type-I and type-II limits, where
the absorbance 0 < Aµµ � 1, but not the intermedi-
ate regime with lcoh ∼ λL. The absorption is small in
the strong type-I limit, because the field penetration is
limited to λL, which is much smaller than the spatial ex-
tent of the surface states (bounded from below by lcoh).
The absorption is also small in the strong type-II limit,
due to the orthogonality of bulk and surface states. The
case with lcoh ∼ λL requires the inversion of an integral
equation to determine the electric field profile and the
absorbance, as discussed in Sec. II. Combining the type-I
and type-II cases, the surface-bulk absorption only ex-
tends up to the scale of min(λL, lcoh), see Fig. 1(b).

Quenched disorder due to impurities and other de-
fects is inevitable in real materials, and gives rise to
a dissipative bulk optical conductivity. Although low-
temperature superconductors are typically good metals
with εF τel � 1, where εF is the Fermi energy and τel is
the lifetime due to elastic impurity scattering, the small
Tc means that the superconducting phase typically oc-
curs in the dirty limit with ∆0 � 1/τel. The optical ab-
sorption is governed by the classic Mattis-Bardeen result
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[2, 5].

We use the Keldysh formalism [33, 34] to rederive the
s-wave Mattis-Bardeen result via the saddle-point of the
matrix field integral [32, 92, 93]. We then derive the
matrix field theory appropriate for the finite-frequency
response of a disordered p + ip WSC. We compute the
bulk Kubo optical conductivity for a WSC with disorder
in the saddle-point approximation, equivalent to the self-
consistent Born approximation. The zero-temperature
bulk conductivity is shown in Fig. 3, for different values
of the normal-state scattering rate Υel ≡ 1/(2τel).

For weak disorder, the optical conductivity shows a
Mattis-Bardeen-like frequency dependence [Fig. 3(a)],
despite being nonzero even for Ω < 2∆0 due to the
low-energy excitations around the Weyl nodes. Here
∆0 = ∆kF is the pairing energy; ∆ is the p+ip-wave pair-
ing amplitude in the model [Eq. (3.1)]. Our results are
consistent with previous calculations for anisotropic su-
perconductors [44]. As the disorder strength Υel increases
relative to the pairing energy ∆0, the “pseudogap” in
the optical conductivity gradually fills in, approaching
the normal-state Drude optical conductivity. Unlike the
s-wave case, the dirty limit for the WSC (∆0 � Υel)
reduces to that of the normal state, consistent with for-
mation of a thermal diffusive metal for sufficiently strong
disorder [40, 48, 94].

Finally, we consider the combined effect of the bulk
and the surface-bulk response on the absorbance in the
weak disorder limit. Since the topological anomalous
skin effect is nonvanishing in the clean limit, we expect
weak disorder to modify the surface-bulk response only
by slightly broadening its features. To leading order, it
is sufficient to compare the contribution from the clean
surface-bulk response versus that from the weakly disor-
dered bulk. The result is

Aµµ =
ΩλL
c

{
F̂µµ(Ω̂)

k2
FλLlcoh

+

[
2Ωτel

1 + (Ωτel)2

]
Re σµµbb,R(Ω)

Re σDrude(Ω)

}
,

(1.4)
where

Re σDrude(Ω) = σdc/
[
1 + (Ωτel)

2
]

is the normal-state optical conductivity. The first term in
Eq. (1.4) is the surface-bulk absorption [Eq. (1.3)], while
Re σµµbb,R(Ω) is the bulk optical conductivity of the WSC
with disorder.

In Fig. 4, we plot the combined absorbance A for both
type I and type II superconductors. The component
Ayy (Azz) corresponds to the absorbance with an inci-
dent electric field polarized along the y (z) direction, re-
spectively. The overall shape of the absorbance versus
frequency depends on the relative magnitude of the Lon-
don penetration depth λL, coherence length lcoh, and the
disorder strength Υel. In the type-I case, since the ex-
ternal field can only penetrate up to a shallow region at
the proximity of the surface, the surface-bulk absorption
dominates over that of the bulk for weak enough disor-

der. The frequency dependence of the absorbance thus
mainly follows that of A(Ω) in the clean case, shown in
Fig. 2. In the type-II case, the external field can pene-
trate deep into the sample and therefore the bulk contri-
bution starts to overtake surface-bulk one as the amount
of disorder increases. One would therefore need a rela-
tively clean sample in order to observe the surface-bulk
effect in type II WSCs. Due to the sharpness of the yy
surface-bulk absorption peak at 2∆0, its feature can still
be seen in the overall absorbance.

B. Outline

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
we illustrate the geometry of our problem and derive a
formal expression for the absorbance via classical elec-
trodynamics. In Sec. III, we evaluate the optical conduc-
tivity in the clean limit using linear response theory. In
Sec. IV, we derive the optical conductivity for the disor-
dered bulk using the Keldysh theory. The main results of
this paper appear already in Sec. I A and Figs. 2–4. We
further discuss these and conclude in Sec. V. Technical
details are relegated to the Appendices.

II. SETUP OF THE PROBLEM AND OPTICAL
ABSORBANCE

For simplicity, we assume that the magnetic permeabil-
ity µm of the material is the same as that for vacuum.
Consider an incident EM plane wave that is linearly po-
larized and propagates along x, as schematically sketched
in Fig. 1(b). In the temporal gauge, the electric field is
related to the vector potential via E = −c−1∂tA. The
electric field of the system is governed by the Maxwell’s
equation(
−∂2

x −K2
)
Eµ(x) =

4π

c
iK Jµext(x)

− 4π

c2

∫ ∞
0

dx′Πµν
R (Ω;x, x′)Eν(x′),

(2.1)
where µ ∈ {y, z}, K = Ω/c is the wavevector of the inci-
dent EM wave, Jµext(x) = −(cEµ0 /2π)δ(x−x0) is a source
current that generates the EM radiation at x0 < 0, and
Πµν
R (Ω;x, x′) is the total retarded current-current correla-

tion function of the material, including both the diamag-
netic and paramagnetic terms. The second term on the
right-hand-side captures the response from the system,
consisting of contributions due to bulk-bulk, surface-bulk
and surface-surface transitions. For the bulk response, we
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write

4π

c2
Πµν

bb,R(Ω;x, x′)

= δ(x− x′)θ(x)θ(x′)

[
1

λ2
L

δµν − 4πiΩ

c2
Reσµνbb,R(Ω)

]
,

(2.2)
where θ(x) is the Heaviside step function, λL is the Lon-
don penetration depth, and σµνbb,R is the paramagnetic op-
tical conductivity from the bulk. Since our focus is opti-
cal absorption, Imσµνbb,R will be neglected in the following
calculations. For the bulk-bulk paramagnetic response,
we neglect the difference between the slab and homoge-
neous geometries and take σµνbb,R(Ω) to be independent

of x. This is justified for terahertz (THz) radiation in
low-transition-temperature superconductors with modest
disorder, since the light wavelength λ� {lcoh, λL, vF τel},
where lcoh is the coherence length and vF τel is the bulk
mean free path due to impurity scattering [4].

As we will see in the next section, for the p + ip
WSC that we are going to study, the paramagnetic re-
sponse function is purely diagonal and the contribution
from surface-surface transitions vanishes. In this case,
Eq. (2.1) reduces to[
−∂2

x −K2 +K2
b θ(x)

]
Eµ(x)

=
4π

c
iK Jµext −

4π

c2

∫ ∞
0

dx′Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω;x, x′)Eν(x′),

(2.3)
where K2

b (Ω) = 1
(λL)2 − 4πiΩ

c2 σµµbb,R(Ω) captures the

response from the bulk, and Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω;x, x′) ≡

Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω,q → 0;x, x′) is the paramagnetic current-

current correlation function due to the transitions be-
tween surface and bulk states. Here q→ 0 is the photon
momentum parallel to the interface, which vanishes for
normal incidence. To solve for Eµ(x), we seek a Green’s
function G(x, x′) satisfying[

−∂2
x −K2 +K2

bθ(x)
]
G(x, x′) = δ(x− x′), (2.4)

where G(x, x′) is subjected to the boundary conditions

G(0+, x′) = G(0−, x′), (2.5)

∂xG(x, x′)|x=0+ = ∂xG(x, x′)|x=0− . (2.6)

The Green’s function G(x, x′) can be solved by the
method of images. The result is

G(x, x′)

=
iθ(−x)θ(−x′)

2K

[
eiK|x−x

′| +
K − iK
K + iK

e−iK(x+x′)

]
+
θ(x)θ(x′)

2K

[
e−K|x−x

′| − K − iK
K + iK

e−K(x+x′)

]
+
θ(x)θ(−x′)
−iK +K

e−Kx−iKx
′
+
θ(−x)θ(x′)

−iK +K
e−Kx

′−iKx, (2.7)

where K ≡
√
K2

b −K2. The electric field can now be

expressed as

Eµ(x) = E(0)µ(x) + δEµ(x), (2.8)

where the bare electric field is

E(0)µ(x) = −2iK Eµ0G(x, x0) (2.9)

and the correction due to the surface-bulk response is

δEµ(x) = −4π

c2

∫
x1,2>0

G(x, x1) Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω;x1, x2)Eν(x2).

(2.10)

In general, the integral equation in (2.8)–(2.10) cannot
be solve exactly. However, in the strong type-I or type-
II limits for superconductors, the contribution from the
surface-bulk response is perturbatively small and explicit
results obtainable. For a strong type-I WSC, the coher-
ence length lcoh is much greater than λL. Since the spa-
tial extent of the surface states is roughly ∼ lcoh except
when they merge into the bulk, the limited penetration
of the EM wave means that the response involving sur-
face states cannot contribute much. On the other hand,
for a strong type-II WSC, the coherence length lcoh is
much smaller than λL. As a result, the field decays very
slowly within the spatial extent of the surface-bulk corre-
lation function. Owing to the orthogonality between bulk
and surface states, the contribution from the surface-bulk
response is again small, and would vanish in the limit
K → 0.

We now focus on the strong type-I and -II limits
such that corrections from the surface-bulk term can be
treated perturbatively. Formally, Eq. (2.8) can be writ-
ten as [

1̂ +
4π

c2
Ĝ Π̂µν

1,sb,R

]
|Eµ〉 = |E(0)µ〉 (2.11)

such that

|Eµ〉 =

{[
1̂ +

4π

c2
Ĝ Π̂1,sb,R

]−1
}µν
|E(0)ν〉 . (2.12)

To leading order, the electric field is just

|E(1)µ〉 = |E(0)µ〉 − 4π

c2
Ĝ Π̂µν

1,sb,R |E
(0)ν〉 , (2.13)

that is,

E(1)µ(x)

' Eµ0
[
θ(−x)

(
eiKx + r e−iKx

)
+t θ(x)e−Kx

]
e−iKx0 + δE(1)µ(x),

(2.14)
where

r =
K − iK
K + iK

, t =
2K

K + iK
, (2.15)
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and

δE(1)µ(x)

= −4π

c2

∫
x1,2>0

Ĝ(x, x1) Π̂µν
1,sb,R(Ω;x1, x2)E(0)ν(x2).

(2.16)
In Eq. (2.14), δE(x) is the correction term arising from
the surface-bulk response. Here, r and t carry the phys-
ical meanings of bare reflection and transmission coeffi-
cients respectively. δE(1)µ(x) is the surface-bulk correc-
tion in first order. As we will demonstrate in the next
section, the correlation function Π̂µν

1,sb,R(Ω;x1, x2) is non-
vanishing only for µ = ν. Thus, at the proximity of the
surface (x→ 0), the correction takes a simple form

δEµ(x→ 0) =Eµ0 [δr θ(−x) + δt θ(x)] e−iKx0 , (2.17)

where

δr = δt = −4πi

c2
t

K + iK
Qµµ(Ω), (2.18)

Qµµ(Ω) ≡
∫
x1,2>0

e−Kx1 Πµµ
1,sb,R(Ω;x1, x2) e−Kx2 . (2.19)

To leading order, the absorbance in the weak disorder
limit is simply

Aµµ = 1− |r + δr|2

' K(λL)3 8πΩ

c2
Re σµµbb,R −

16π

c2
K

λ−2
L

Im Qµµ,

(2.20)

where we have assumed λ−1
L � K. This is a valid ap-

proximation in the THz regime, which is appropriate for
probing features of pairing energies ∆0 in WSC candi-
date materials. In the above, we also used the fact that
(Ω/c2) Re σµµbb,R � λ−2

L for weak disorder. We will cor-
roborate this point by explicit calculations in Secs. III
and IV. Eq. (2.20) is the key result of this section. Com-
bined with the results of Secs. III and IV, it gives the
absorbance expression in Eq. (1.4) of the Introduction.

III. OPTICAL RESPONSE IN THE CLEAN
LIMIT

A. Model and some comments on the effective
surface theory

We consider a minimal model for a Weyl superconduc-
tor (WSC), consisting of spinless electrons with p + ip
pairing. This is represented by the following static, mean-

field Bogoliubov-de Gennes Hamiltonian

H =
1

2

∫
k

Ψ†k ĥk Ψk, (3.1a)

ĥk = ε̃kσ̂
3 + ∆kxσ̂

1 + ∆kyσ̂
2, (3.1b)

ε̃k =
k2 − k2

F

2m
,

where
∫
k

=
∫

d3k
(2π)3 , kF is the Fermi momentum, ∆

is the superconducting order parameter amplitude, σ̂i

are the Pauli matrices in particle-hole space, and ΨT
k =[

cTk, c
†
−k

]
. This Hamiltonian possesses the particle-hole

symmetry

−M̂P ĥ
T(−k) M̂P = ĥ(k), M̂P = σ̂1, (3.2)

but has no time-reversal symmetry due to the explicit
appearance of “i” in the pairing. It belongs to class D ac-
cording to the ten-fold classification scheme [6, 7, 26, 58].
The Weyl nodes of this system are located at knodes =
(0, 0,±kF ). At the proximity of the Weyl nodes, we can

linearize ĥk such that

ĥ±(δk) = vx±δkxσ̂
1 + vy±δkyσ̂

2 + vz±δkzσ̂
3, (3.3)

where ± correspond to the two Weyl nodes with opposite
chirality [27], v± = (∆,∆,±kF /m) and δk = k− knodes.
However, we do not employ the linearized theory in the
rest of this Section.

In order to analyze the response related to the surface,
we solve for the surface states with dispersion Es

ky
=

−∆ky by replacing kx → −i∂x in Eq. (3.1b), which is
appropriate for the geometry that we are considering in
Fig. 1(b). By imposing a hard-wall boundary condition
at x = 0, we obtain the chiral surface state

ψs(k;x) =
θ(k2

F − k2)√
N s

k

e−x/lcoh sinh(κkx) |σ2 = −1〉 ,

(3.4)
where k = (ky, kz) is the in-plane momentum parallel to
the surface, lcoh ≡ 1/m∆ is the coherence length,

κk ≡
√
l−2
coh + k2 − k2

F (3.5)

is the wavenumber that controls the confinement of
the surface state to the vacuum-WSC interface, N s

k ≡
l−2
coh +k2−k2

F

4(k2
F−k2)l−1

coh

is the normalization factor, and |σ2 = −1〉
denotes the eigenstate of σ̂2 with eigenvalue −1. No-
tice that there is only one branch of surface states due
to time-reversal symmetry breaking. The Heaviside step
function θ(k2

F − k2) ensures that ψs(k;x → ∞) = 0 for
physical surface state solutions. For |k| → kF (including
the Weyl nodes at kz = ±kF ), the confinement length for
the surface states diverges, signifying the merger with the
bulk. The surface states exhibit a “Majorana Fermi arc”
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FIG. 5: Schematic illustration of the degeneracy in the bulk
band, for bulk eigenenergies Eb

q,k [Eq. (3.6)] plotted versus
the standing wave momentum q ≥ 0. Eigenstates are semi-
infinite standing waves in the x-direction [due to the slab ge-
ometry, Fig. 1(b)], plane waves transverse to this with mo-
menta k = (ky, kz). (a) For k2F − k2y − k2z − 2m2∆2 > 0,

there exists a q− < qmin such that Eb
q,k = Eb

q−,k for each

q ∈ (qmin, q0]. The minimum of Eb
q,k is located at qmin =√

k2F − k2y − k2z − 2m2∆2. In this region, the two degen-

erate bulk states are Ψ
b(1)
λ (q,k;x) and Ψ

b(2)
λ (q,k;x). Be-

yond q0, the bulk states are given by ψb>
λ (q,k;x). (b) For

k2F − k2y − k2z − 2m2∆2 ≤ 0, qmin = 0 and there is no degener-

acy for all q. The bulk states are just ψb>
λ (q,k;x).

for ky = 0, where Es
ky

= 0 for 0 ≤ |kz| ≤ kF .

The bulk states are denoted by ψb
λ=±1(q,k;x), which

are labeled by the transverse momentum k and standing
wave x-momentum q ≥ 0. Such a state has eigenenergy

λEb
q,k = λ

√
ε̃2
q,k + ∆2(q2 + k2

y), ε̃q,k =
q2 + k2 − k2

F

2m
.

(3.6)
The index λ = ± labels the positive and negative energy
bulk states that are related by particle-hole symmetry.
Since we consider the weak-pairing BCS limit appropri-
ate to low-temperature solid-state superconductors [95],
we have to consider two cases.

(i) For k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 > 0, the bulk scat-

tering states are two-fold degenerate for q ≤ q0 =√
2k2
F − 2k2

y − 2k2
z − 4m2∆2, as illustrated in Fig. 5(a).

For each qmin < q ≤ q0, where qmin = q0/
√

2 minimizes
Eb
q,k, we have Eb

q,k = Eb
q−,k

. In this region, we identify

two orthonormal states Ψ
b(1)
λ (q,k;x) and Ψ

b(2)
λ (q,k;x).

For q > q0, degeneracy no longer exists and there is only
one bulk state ψb>

λ (q,k;x) for each q.

(ii) For k2
F −k2

y−k2
z−2m2∆2 ≤ 0, there is no degeneracy

for all q [Fig. 5(b)]. In this case, the bulk states are just
given by ψb>

λ (q,k;x).

The explicit expressions of the bulk scattering states are
complicated and thus relegated to Appendix A.

The effect of external fields on the surface can be intu-
ited by incorporating an vector potential A in Eq. (3.1a),
and then projecting it to the low-energy surface states,

as in Refs. [45, 59]. The result is

Hs =

∫
r

[
1

2
η(r) ∆(i∂y) η(r)− 1

c
A · J

]
, (3.7)

where r = (y, z), η = η† is the one-component (chiral)
Majorana fermion operator on the surface, and

J(r) =
e

4m

∫
r

η(r)i
←→
∇η(r), (3.8)

where
←→
∇ ≡ −→∇−←−∇ is the left-right derivative. The pair-

ing amplitude ∆ sets the “speed of light” for the surface
chiral modes.

The Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.7) with A = 0 describes
a collection of 1+1-D chiral Majorana fermions, labeled
by the continuous index z (since there is no dispersion
in this direction). Alternatively, we can view this as a
many-channel Majorana wire, with channels labeled by
the transverse momentum kz. Formally, the coupling to
Jy in the surface theory given by Eq. (3.7) is gravita-
tional, i.e. the vector potential couples to

Jy ∝
(
T−+ − T−−

)
,

where T−± ≡ −πη i (∂t ∓∆ ∂y) η are stress tensor com-
ponents for the 1+1-D chiral Majorana fermions, ex-
pressed in lightcone coordinates [96]. The operator Jz

on the other hand takes the form of a non-abelian cur-
rent in the space of kz channels,

Jz(y, z) =
e

2m

∫
kz,k′z

η(y, kz) (−k′z) η(y, k′z) e
i(kz+k′z)z.

Although the interpretation in terms of 1+1-D rela-
tivistic quantum field theory is interesting, we emphasize
that the surface states in Eq. (3.7) cannot be treated in
isolation, owing to the gapless nature of the bulk [97].
In particular, we use the full eigenstate spectrum of the
3D Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.1b) in the slab geometry to
compute the electromagnetic response.

B. Bulk-bulk transitions

For the clean bulk, the paramagnetic current-current
correlation function is given by the bubble

Πµν
1,bb(iΩm,q) = −1

2

( e
m

)2

T
∑
ωn

∫
k

(
k +

q

2

)µ (
k +

q

2

)ν
× Tr

[
Ĝb(iωn + iΩm,k + q)Ĝb(iωn,k)

]
,

(3.9)
where T is temperature, ωn = πT (2n + 1) is the Mat-
subara frequency, iΩm is the external bosonic frequency,
q = (qx, qy, qz) is the external momentum, and k =
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(kx, ky, kz). The bulk Green’s function is defined as

Ĝb(iωn,k) =
1

−iωn + ĥk
=

1

−iωn + bk · σ̂
, (3.10)

where bk = (∆kx,∆ky, ε̃k). The trace can be evaluated
readily as

Tr
[
Ĝb(iωn + iΩm,k + q)Ĝb(iωn,k)

]
=

2 [(iωn + iΩm)(iωn) + bk+q · bk][
(iωn + iΩm)2 − b2k+q

]
[(iωn)2 − b2k]

.
(3.11)

The Matsubara summation can be performed using stan-
dard contour integral technique, resulting in

Πµν
1,bb(iΩm,q) =

( e
m

)2
∫
k

(
k +

q

2

)µ (
k +

q

2

)ν
×

∑
λ=±,λ′=±

1

4

(
1 +

bk+q · bk

bk,λbk+q,λ′

)
f(bk+q,λ′)− f(bk,λ)

iΩm − (bk+q,λ′ − bk,λ)
,

(3.12)
where f(E) = 1/(1 + eE/T ) is the Fermi distribution
function, and bk,± ≡ ±|bk|. In the q → 0 limit, appro-
priate for the optical conductivity in the THz regime, the
above expression vanishes. Since the optical conductivity
is related to the current correlation function via

σµνbb (iΩm,q) =
−1

iΩ
Πµν

1,bb(iΩm,q), (3.13)

this implies that the paramagnetic contribution to the
optical conductivity of the WSC is zero in the clean limit.
This conclusion holds regardless of the detailed form of
bk, and is thus valid for all one-band superconductors

with Hamiltonian of the form ĥk = bk · σ̂. This is con-
sistent with the standard result for clean s-wave super-
conductors [4].

C. Surface-surface transitions

For the model that we are considering, there is only one
branch of chiral surface states, with eigenenergy Es

ky
=

−∆ky. As a result, intraband transitions amongst sur-
face states is not possible and optical absorption purely
from the surface is vanishing.

D. Surface-bulk transitions

In order to capture the interplay between the surface
and bulk states, we have to implement the open boundary
condition along x explicitly and make use of the exact
bulk and surface eigenstates given in Appendix A and by
Eq. (3.4).

The position-dependent paramagnetic current-current
correlation function due to transitions between bulk and

surface states can be expressed as

Πµν
1,sb(iΩm,0;x, x′) = −1

2

( e
m

)2

T
∑
ωn

∫
k

kµkν

× Tr

[
Ĝs(iωn,k;x, x′) Ĝb(iωn + iΩm,k;x′, x)

+Ĝb(iωn,k;x, x′) Ĝs(iωn + iΩm,k;x′, x)

]
,

(3.14)

where µ, ν ∈ {y, z}, Ĝb(iωn,k;x, x′) and Ĝs(iωn,k;x, x′)
respectively denote the bulk and surface Green’s func-
tions, and k = (ky, kz). The transverse photon mo-
mentum has been sent to zero, appropriate for normal
incidence. The Green’s functions can be expressed via
spectral functions,

Ĝb,s(iω,k;x, x′) =

∫
dω′

2π(iω − ω′)
Âb,s(ω

′,k;x, x′), (3.15)

where the bulk spectral function

Âb(ω,k;x, x′)

=

∫
q

∑
λ=±

−2κb(ω)

(ω − λEb
q,k)2 + κ2

b(ω)
ψb
λ(q,k;x)ψb†

λ (q,k;x′)

(3.16)
and the surface spectral function

Âs(ω,k;x, x′) =
−2κs(ω)

(ω − Es
ky

)2 + κs(ω)2
ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′).

(3.17)
In Eq. (3.16), the summation

∑
λ=± sums over the eigen-

states with eigenenergy ±Eb
q,k and

∫
q

=
∫
dq
2π integrates

over all scattering wave momenta. κb and κs are re-
spectively the bulk and surface impurity scattering rates,
which can be taken to be 0+ in the clean limit. No-
tice that the surface-bulk current-current correlation in
Eq. (3.14) depends separately on x and x′ due to trans-
lational symmetry breaking.

We then substitute Eqs. (3.15)–(3.17) into Eq. (3.14)
such that

Πµν
1,sb(iΩm,0;x, x′) =

1

2

( e
m

)2
∫
q,k

∫
dω′

∫
dω′′ kµkν

×
[
f(ω′′)− f(ω′)

iΩm − (ω′′ − ω′)

]
Iq,k(ω′, ω′′;x, x′),

(3.18)
where

Iq,k(ω′, ω′′;x, x′)

≡
∑
λ=±

[ Ds(ω′, Esky ) Db(ω′′, λEb
q,k) Σsb

λ (q,k;x′, x)

+Ds(ω′′, Es
ky

) Db(ω′, λEb
q,k) Σsb

λ (q,k;x, x′)

]
,

(3.19)
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with the broadened Dirac δ-functions

Ds(ω′, Es
ky ) =

κs(ω
′)/π

(ω′ − Es
ky

)2 + κs(ω′)2
, (3.20)

Db(ω′′, λEb
q,k) =

κb(ω
′′)/π

(ω′′ − λEb
q,k)2 + κb(ω′′)2,

(3.21)

and the double-overlap between surface and bulk states

Σsb
λ (q,k;x, x′) = ψb†

λ (q,k;x)ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′)ψb
λ(q,k;x′).

(3.22)

Specifically, from the bulk states we obtained in Ap-
pendix A, we have to consider two cases, due to the
double-degeneracy of some bulk states, see Fig. 5.

For k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 > 0,

Σsb
λ (q,k;x, x′) =



0, 0 < q < qmin, Ψ
b(1)†
λ (q,k;x)ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′)Ψ

b(1)
λ (q,k;x′)

+Ψ
b(2)†
λ (q,k;x)ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′)Ψ

b(2)
λ (q,k;x′)

 , qmin < q ≤ q0,

ψb>†
λ (q,k;x)ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′)ψb>

λ (q,k;x′), q > q0,

(3.23)

and for k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 ≤ 0,

Σsb
λ (q,k;x, x′)

= ψb>†
λ (q,k;x)ψs(k;x)ψs†(k;x′)ψb>

λ (q,k;x′).
(3.24)

By performing analytical continuation

Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω,0;x, x′) = −Πµν

1,sb(iΩm → Ω + iη,0;x, x′)

(3.25)
where η → 0+, we obtain the real part of the retarded
optical conductivity due to surface-bulk transitions

Re σµνsb,R(Ω;x, x′) =
−1

Ω
Im Πµν

1,sb,R(Ω,0;x, x′)

=
π

2

( e
m

)2
∫
q,k

∫
dω kµkν

[
f(ω)− f(ω + Ω)

Ω

]
× Re Iq,k(ω, ω + Ω;x, x′).

(3.26)

The real part of Πµν
1,sb,R(Ω,0) is irrelevant for optical ab-

sorption and therefore will be neglected for simplicity.

In the clean limit, we can convert Ds(ω1, ω2)→ δ(ω1−
ω2) and Db(ω1, ω2)→ δ(ω1 − ω2). Using the fact that

Σsb
λ=−1(q,k;x, x′) = Σsb

λ=+1(q,−k;x′, x) (3.27)

and performing the ω integral, Re σijsb,R(Ω;x, x′) can be

simplified as

Re σµνsb,R(Ω;x, x′) =
π

2

( e
m

)2 1

Ω

∫
q,k

kµkν

×



[
f(Es

ky )− f(Es
ky + Ω)

]
× δ(Es

ky + Ω− Eb
q,k) Σsb

+1(q,k;x′, x)

+
[
f(−Eb

q,k)− f(−Eb
q,k + Ω)

]
× δ(−Eb

q,k + Ω− Es
ky ) Σsb

+1(q,−k;x′, x)


. (3.28)

We can proceed further by considering the T = 0 limit,
in which the Fermi function becomes f(E) = θ(−E). In
this case, the surface-bulk optical conductivity becomes

Re σµνsb,R(Ω;x, x′) = 2π
( e
m

)2 1

Ω

∫ ∞
0

dq

2π

∫ kF

0

k dk

2π

× δµν
∫ π/2

0

dθ

2π
kµkν δ(Es

ky + Ω− Eb
q,k) Σsb

+1(q,k;x′, x),

(3.29)
where we made a change of coordinates (ky, kz) =
k(sin θ, cos θ) and repeated indices are not summed over.
The constraint k2

y +k2
z ≤ k2

F for the surface states is now
automatically satisfied. By expressing the δ function as

δ(Es
ky + Ω− Eb

q,k) =
∑
α=±1,

q
(α)
k,Ω∈R

+

∣∣∣∣∣∂Eb
q,k

∂q

∣∣∣∣∣
−1

q
(α)
k,Ω

δ(q − q(α)
k,Ω),

(3.30)
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where

q
(±1)
k,Ω =

√
−m2∆2 − κ2

k ± 2m
√

∆2κ2
k − 2∆kyΩ + Ω2

(3.31)
solve Es

ky
+Ω−Eb

q,k = 0, we can eliminate the q integral,

yielding

Re σµνsb,R(Ω;x, x′)

=
δµν

Ω

(
e2

m

)∫ kF

0

k dk

2π

∫ π/2

0

dθ

2π

kµkν√
∆2κ2

k − 2∆kyΩ + Ω2

×
∑
α=±1,

q
(α)
k,Ω∈R

+

Eb

q
(α)
k,Ω,k

q
(α)
k,Ω

Re Σsb
+1(q

(α)
k,Ω,k;x′, x),

(3.32)
where the sum over α = ±1 takes the two roots in
Eq. (3.31) into account. The constraint q

(α)
k,Ω ∈ R+ on

allowed standing wave momenta is crucial, and restricts
the domains of the remaining k and θ integrations [via
Eq. (3.31)]. In Eqs. (3.31) and (3.32), the wavenumber
κk controls the confinement depth of the surface states,
see Eqs. (3.4) and (3.5).

From Eq. (2.20), the absorbance due to surface bulk
transition is

Aµµsb = −16π

c2
K

λ−2
L

Im Qµµ, (3.33)

where

ImQµµ(Ω) = −Ω

∫
x,x′>0

e−Kx Re σµµsb,R(Ω;x, x′) e−Kx
′

(3.34)

and K =
√
λ−2
L −K2 in the clean limit. Introducing the

dimensionless quantities k̂µ = kµ/kF , q̂ = q/kF , κ̂k̂ =

κk/kF [Eq. (3.5)], and Ω̂ = Ω/∆kF = Ω/∆0, where ∆0

is the pairing energy, the absorbance can be expressed as

Aµµ =
K

k2
F lcoh

F̂µµ(Ω̂), (3.35)

where the dimensionless integral F̂µµ is given by

F̂µµ(Ω̂) = 24π2

∫ 1

0

k̂ dk̂

2π

∫ π/2

0

dθ

2π

k̂µk̂µ√
κ̂2
k̂
− 2k̂yΩ̂ + Ω̂2

×
∑
α=±1,

q̂
(α)
k,Ω∈R

+

[
−k̂y + Ω̂

q̂α
k̂,Ω̂

]
Re Ĵ sb

q̂
(α)
k,Ω,k̂

,

(3.36)
in which repeated indices are again not summed over.

The dimensionless function Ĵ sb

q̂
(α)
k,Ω,k̂

is due to the integral

Ĵ sb
q̂,k̂

= k2
F lcoh

∫
x,x′>0

e−Kx Σsb
+1(q,k;x′, x) e−Kx

′
, (3.37)

which is just the integrated double-overlap between the
surface and bulk states with a London response weight.
The detailed form of Ĵ sb

q̂,k̂
can be found in Appendix C.

In Fig. 2, we plot the absorbance A(Ω) with type I and
type II parameters based on Eq. (3.35). In the type-I
case [Figs. 2(a)–(c)], A displays relatively broad features.
Its yy and zz components are both peaked at around
Ω = 2∆0. Since the coherence length lcoh increases with
the spatial extent of the surface state, a larger lcoh re-
sults in an enhanced overlap between the bulk and sur-
face states. However, at the same time, a larger lcoh lim-
its the region of the surface states that can respond to
the external field. The magnitude of A is controlled by
the competition between these two effects. Nevertheless,
the qualitative features of A are almost unchanged with
increasing lcoh except that the tail region at higher fre-
quency is broadened.

On the other hand, in the type-II case [Figs. 2(d)–(f)],
the feature of A is relatively sharp, namely there is a peak
at around 2∆0 for its yy component, and slightly above
∆0 for its zz component. Interestingly, the positions of
these peaks are nearly independent of λL in the type II
limit. As λL increases, the integrated double-overlap in
Eq. (3.37) is gradually suppressed due to the orthogonal-
ity between the bulk and surface states, resulting in a
smaller A .

In both cases, the peaks in A are due to the square
root van-Hove singularity in its integrand [Eq. (3.36)],
weighted by various factors, including the current oper-
ator and the surface-bulk double-overlap. Although it is
hard to pinpoint the exact position of the peaks analyti-
cally, by slicing the integrand at different k and partially
integrating out θ, our numerics reveal that the peaks in
F̂ mainly come from the contribution at the vicinity of
k = kF , at which the surface states deconfine into the
bulk. Roughly speaking, the peak for the yy component
is dominated by the contributions at the proximity of
(ky, kz) ' (kF , 0). In this region, the transitions origi-
nate from surface band with energy ∼ −∆kF to the bulk
band with energy ∼ ∆kF , resulting in a sharp peak at
Ω = 2∆0. For the zz component, the situation is more
complex.

Our results here reveal that the surface-bulk optical
conductivity is in general nonvanishing. Consequently,
in the clean limit, the optical absorption of the system is
contributed by the surface-bulk transitions.



13

IV. DISORDERED BULK OPTICAL RESPONSE

A. Keldysh formalism

In this section, we study the bulk optical conductivity
of a WSC with quenched disorder, based on the finite-

temperature Keldysh response theory [33, 98]. We con-
sider spin-1/2 electrons with p + ip pairing as in 3HeA
[28–30]; the formalism can be directly applied to other
symmetries. The Keldysh generating function is [34]

Z ≡
∫
Dψ̄Dψ exp



i

∫
ω,x,x′

ψ̄(ω,x) Ĝ−1(ω; x,x′)ψ(ω,x′)

+i
W

4

∑
a∈{1,2}

τ̂3
a,a

∫
t,x

{
−iψ̄a

[
(i
←−
∇ l)ŝ

iŝ2
]
ψ̄T
a

}{
iψT
a

[
ŝ2ŝi(−i

−→
∇ l)

]
ψa

}
− i

2

∫
ω,ω′,x

[
Acl(ω − ω′) · ψ̄(ω)τ̂3(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′) + Aq(ω − ω′) · ψ̄(ω)(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

]


, (4.1)

where the ŝi and τ̂ j respectively denote Pauli matrices acting on the spin-1/2 and Keldysh spaces. In Eq. (4.1),
summations over i ∈ {1, 2, 3} and l ∈ {x, y, z} are assumed. The fermionic field ψ = ψa,s(t,x), where the Keldysh index
a ∈ {1, 2} corresponds to the {forward, backward} time contour, and the spin index s ∈ {↑, ↓}. The noninteracting
Green’s function in the space-time basis is given by

iĜ(t, t′; x,x′) =

[
iĜT iĜ<
iĜ> iĜT̄

]
=

[〈
T ψ(t,x) ψ̄(t′,x′)

〉
0
−
〈
ψ̄(t′,x′)ψ(t,x)

〉
0〈

ψ(t,x) ψ̄(t′,x′)
〉

0

〈
T̄ ψ(t,x) ψ̄(t′,x′)

〉
0

]
, (4.2)

where T and T̄ respectively denote the time-ordering and anti-time-ordering operators.

Spin-triplet pairing is mediated by the attractive interaction W > 0 in Eq. (4.1). The operator

iψT
a (t,x)

[
ŝ2ŝi(−i

−→
∇ l)

]
ψa(t,x)

annihilates a local spin-triplet Cooper pair.

The net vector potential on the forward (backward) part of time contour A1 (A2) in Eq. (4.1) is expressed in terms
of the classical and quantum components of the field, i.e.

A1 = Acl + Aq, A2 = Acl −Aq. (4.3)

Decoupling the pairing interaction by Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, we have

Z =

∫
Dψ̄DψD∆̄D∆ exp



i

∫
ω,x,x′

ψ̄(ω,x) Ĝ−1(ω; x,x′)ψ(ω,x′)

− i
2

∫
ω,ω′,x

[
Acl(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)τ̂3(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′) + Aq(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

]
+i

2

W

∫
t,x

(∆il∗
q ∆il

cl + ∆il
q ∆il∗

cl )

− i
2

∫
ω,ω′,x



∆il
cl(ω + ω′)

[
ψ̄(ω)(i

←−
∇)lŝ

iŝ2τ̂3ψ̄T(ω′)
]

+∆il
q (ω + ω′)

[
ψ̄(ω)(i

←−
∇)lŝ

iŝ2ψ̄T(ω′)
]

−∆il∗
cl (ω + ω′)

[
ψT(ω)ŝ2τ̂3ŝi(−i

−→
∇)lψ(ω′)

]
−∆il∗

q (ω + ω′)
[
ψT(ω)ŝ2ŝi(−i

−→
∇)lψ(ω′)

]





. (4.4)
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1. Keldysh and “thermal” rotations

The inverse Green’s function can be written as

Ĝ−1(ω; x,x′) = ÛLO M̂F (ω) Ĝ−1
η (ω; x,x′) M̂F (ω) Û†LOτ̂

3, (4.5)

where

Ĝη(ω) = (ω + iητ̂3 − ĥ0)−1, ÛLO =
1√
2

(1 + iτ̂2), M̂F (ω) =

[
1 F (ω)
0 −1

]
τ

, and F (ω) = tanh
( ω

2T

)
, (4.6)

with ĥ0 being the static single particle Hamiltonian and η → 0+. The diagonal components of Ĝη correspond to the
retarded and advanced non-interacting Green’s functions. We can remove the distribution function F (ω) from the
non-interacting part of the fermionic action through the following non-unitary transformation [34],

ψ(ω,x)→ τ̂3 ÛLO M̂F (ω)ψ(ω,x), ψ̄ → ψ̄(ω,x) M̂F (ω) Û†LO. (4.7)

The Keldysh function then becomes

Z =

∫
Dψ̄DψD∆̄D∆ exp



i

∫
ω,x,x′

ψ̄(ω,x)Ĝ−1
η (ω; x,x′)ψ(ω,x′)

− i
2

∫
ω,ω′,x

[
Acl(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)M̂F (ω)M̂F (ω′)(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

+Aq(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)M̂F (ω)τ̂1M̂F (ω′)(−i
←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

]

+i
2

W

∫
t,x

(∆il∗
q ∆il

cl + ∆il
q ∆il∗

cl )

− i
2

∫
ω,ω′,x



∆il
cl(ω + ω′)

[
ψ̄(ω)(i

←−
∇)lŝ

iŝ2MF (ω)τ̂1M̂T
F (ω′)ψ̄T(ω′)

]
+∆il

q (ω + ω′)
[
ψ̄(ω)(i

←−
∇)lŝ

iŝ2MF (ω)M̂T
F (ω′)ψ̄T(ω′)

]
−∆il∗

cl (ω + ω′)
[
ψT(ω)ŝ2ŝiM̂T

F (ω)τ̂1M̂F (ω′)(−i
−→
∇)lτ̂

3ψ(ω′)
]

−∆il∗
q (ω + ω′)

[
ψT(ω)ŝ2ŝiM̂T

F (ω)M̂F (ω′)(−i
−→
∇)lψ(ω′)

]





, (4.8)

where the thermal matrix M̂F (ω) now appears solely in the coupling to the superconducting order parameter and the
external vector potential.

At the static mean-field level for p-wave, spin-triplet pairing, we take

(i
←−
∇)l∆

il
cl(ω + ω′) = idi δω+ω′,0, ∆il∗

cl (−i
−→
∇)l = i(di)∗ δω+ω′,0, ∆q(ω + ω′) = ∆∗q(ω + ω′) = 0, (4.9)

where d is just the (unnormalized) d-vector order parameter [28–30]. Together with the properties

τ̂1M̂F (−ω)τ̂1 = −M̂F (ω), M̂−1
F (ω) = M̂F (ω), (4.10)

the static mean-field Keldysh function can be recast as

Z =

∫
Dψ̄Dψ exp



i

∫
ω,x,x′

ψ̄(ω,x)Ĝ−1
η (ω; x,x′)ψ(ω,x′)

− i
2

∫
ω,ω′,x

[
Acl(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)M̂F (ω)M̂F (ω′)(−i

←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

+Aq(ω − ω′) ψ̄(ω)M̂F (ω)τ̂1M̂F (ω′)(−i
←→
∇ )ψ(ω′)

]

+
i

2

∫
ω,x

 iψ̄(ω)(d · ŝ)ŝ2τ̂1ψ̄T(−ω)

−iψT(−ω)τ̂1ŝ2(d∗ · ŝ)ψ(ω)




. (4.11)
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2. Majorana spinor reformulation

In order to encode both particle-hole and particle-
particle channel fluctuations, we recast the action in
terms of the (real) Majorana spinor [34]

χ ≡
[

ψ

ŝ2τ̂1Σ̂1ψ̄T

]
, (4.12)

χ̄ = [ψ̄ − ψTŝ2τ̂1Σ̂1] = −χTŝ2σ̂1τ̂1Σ̂1, (4.13)

which carry discrete particle-hole (σ), Keldysh (τ) and
spin (s) indices. In addition, χ possesses a continuous fre-
quency |ω| index ranging over the positive real axis, and a
discrete sign index Σ = sgn(ω) ∈ {+,−}. The Pauli ma-

trix in Eq. (4.13) is defined as 〈ω| Σ̂1 |ω′〉 = 2π δ(ω+ω′).
Eq. (4.11) can be expressed compactly as

Z =

∫
Dχ exp

{
i

2

∫
x

χ̄

[
Ĝ−1

BdG −
1

2
Â · (−i←→∇ )

]
χ

}
,

(4.14)
where

Ĝ−1
BdG ≡ σ̂

3ω̂ + iητ̂3σ̂3 − σ̂3ĥBdG, (4.15)

ĥBdG ≡
[

ĥ0 −id · ŝ
id∗ · ŝ −ŝ2ĥT0 ŝ

2

]
σ

, (4.16)

and

Âω,ω′(x) ≡Acl(ω − ω′,x) γ̂cl(ω, ω
′)

+ Aq(ω − ω′,x) γ̂q(ω, ω
′), (4.17)

with

γ̂cl(ω, ω
′) = M̂F (ω)σ̂3M̂F (ω′), (4.18)

γ̂q(ω, ω
′) = M̂F (ω)τ̂1σ̂3M̂F (ω′). (4.19)

B. Disorder averaging and saddle-point equation

For simplicity, we consider only onsite scalar potential
disorder and neglect spatial fluctuations of the order pa-
rameter ∆. We assume that the static impurity potential
u(x) is Gaussian distributed

P [u] = exp

[
− 1

2g

∫
x

u2(x)

]
, (4.20)

where g = Υel/πν0 characterizes the width of the distri-
bution. Here, Υel ≡ 1/(2τel), τel is the elastic scattering
time, and ν0 is the density of states per spin species at
the Fermi surface. The disordered part of the action is

Sdis =
i

2

∫
x

χ̄(x)u(x)χ(x) (4.21)

We average over the disorder potential u to get

〈
e−Sdis

〉
=

∫
DuP [u] exp

[
− i

2

∫
x

χ̄(x)u(x)χ(x)

]
= exp

{
−g

2

∫
x

Tr
[(χχ̄

2

)(χχ̄
2

)]}
=

∫
DQ̂ exp

{
− 1

4g

∫
x

Tr[Q̂2]− 1

2

∫
x

Tr
[
Q̂χχ̄

]}
,

(4.22)
where we have perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-
mation by introducing the matrix field Q̂. By integrating
out the fermionic field χ, the action becomes

S =
1

4g

∫
x

Tr[Q̂2]− 1

2
Tr log

[
Ĝ−1

BdG + iQ̂− Â · vF
]
,

(4.23)

where ĜBdG is the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) Green’s
function defined in Eq. (4.15).

Next, we derive the saddle point equation in the ab-
sence of the vector potential. By varying the action with
respect to Q̂ and setting δS/δQ̂|Q̂=Q̂sp

= 0, we have

1

2g
Q̂sp =

i

2
〈x| 1

Ĝ−1
BdG + iQ̂sp

|x〉 , (4.24)

or

−i
g
Q̂sp =

∫
k

1

σ̂3ω̂ + iητ̂3σ̂3 − σ̂3ĥBdG + iQ̂sp

, (4.25)

where
∫
k

=
∫

d3k
(2π)3 . Eq. (4.25) is equivalent to the self-

consistent Born approximation (SCBA). In the context of
disordered Weyl semimetals, it is known that the SCBA
cannot capture the nonperturbative effects generated by
rare regions [35–39, 41, 42]. For Majorana surface states
in WSCs, similar nonperturbative effects induced by rare
states are also found numerically [40]. However, these
rare states are not expected to qualitatively modify the
optical conductivity, and thus we restrict our calculation
here to the SCBA.

To solve the saddle point equation [Eq. (4.25)], we em-
ploy the ansatz

Q̂sp =

[
Q11 Q12

Q21 −Q11

]
σ

τ̂3. (4.26)

We then compute the matrix elements of Eq. (4.25) on
both sides. For the WSC that we are studying, the BdG
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.1b) corresponds to a d-vector d =
i∆(kx + iky)x̂, as in 3HeA [28–30]. Since the pairing
term is odd in k, the off-diagonal terms of Eq. (4.25)
must vanish upon angular integration for self-consistency.
Thus, we only have to focus on the diagonal components



16

FIG. 6: Plot of the frequency dependence of Γ(ω) based
on self-consistently solving Eq. (4.29) at different disorder
strengths Υel = 1/2τel.

and solve

Q11

= igν0

∫
dε̃k

∫
dΩk̂

4π

−(ω + iQ11)

−(ω + iQ11)2 + ∆2
0 sin2(θ) + ε̃2

k

,

(4.27)

where ∆0 = ∆kF is the pairing energy and we have con-
verted ∫

k

' ν0

∫
dε̃k

∫
dΩk̂

4π
, (4.28)

with dΩk̂ = sin θ dθ dφ. The integrals can be done ana-
lytically, the result is

Q11 =
1

2τel

(
ω + iQ11

∆0

)
tanh−1

(
∆0

ω + iQ11

)
. (4.29)

The real part of Q11 carries the physical meaning of
impurity scattering rate, while the imaginary part of it
merely renormalizes the quasiparticle dispersion. In the
following, we neglect the imaginary part of Q̂sp and just
take

Q̂sp(ω) =
1

2τel
τ̂3σ̂3 Γ(ω), (4.30)

where Γ(ω) = 2τel ReQ11. In particular, in the weak
disorder limit, Γ(ω) can be approximated as

Γ(ω) ' Re

[
ω + iη

∆0
tanh−1

(
∆0

ω + iη

)]
, Υel � ∆0,

(4.31)

where η → 0+. In Fig. 3, we plot the self-consistent
solution of Γ(ω) based on Eq. (4.29).

For weak disorder, Γ(ω) is well-approximated by
Eq. (4.31) and has two pronounced coherence peaks lo-
cated at ω = ±∆0. The gapless nature of Γ(ω) origi-
nates from the nodal points of the system. As the scat-
tering rate Υel increases, impurities gradually fill the gap
and suppress the coherence peaks. In the strong-disorder
limit, the p-wave features are completely suppressed and
we recover the normal metal saddle point [33, 34]

Q̂sp(ω)→ 1

2τel
τ̂3σ̂3, Υel � ∆0. (4.32)

This is consistent with the formation of a thermal metal
phase with a nonzero density of quasiparticle states at
zero energy [40, 48, 94]. The disorder strength depen-
dence seen here is similar to that in the density of states of
quasiparticles in d-wave superconductors [99, 100]. This
sharply contrasts with the saddle point solution in s-wave
superconductors, in which the frequency dependence of
Q̂s−wave

sp is independent of Υel (see Appendix D for a re-
view).

C. Linear response optical conductivity

The retarded linear response conductivity is defined as

σµνbb,R(Ω) = − e
2

iΩ

1

2i

δ2Z[Acl,Aq]

δAµcl,Ω δA
ν
q,−Ω

∣∣∣∣∣
A=0

. (4.33)

In the following, we evaluate σµνbb,R(Ω) by expanding [via

Eq. (4.23)]

Sχ[Q̂] = −1

2
Tr log

[
Ĝ−1

BdG + iQ̂− Â · vF
]

(4.34)

up to second order in Â, and neglecting fluctuations of
Q̂ by setting Q̂ = Q̂sp, as given by Eq.(4.30). Then, up
to irrelevant constants, Sχ becomes

Sχ[Q̂sp] = S(1)
χ [Q̂sp] + S(2)

χ [Q̂sp] +O(Â
3
)

=
1

2
Tr
[
ĜΥÂ · vF

]
+

1

4
Tr
[
ĜΥÂ · vF

]2
+O(Â

3
),

(4.35)
where

Ĝ−1
Υ ≡ Ĝ−1

BdG + iQ̂sp. (4.36)

By taking partial trace over frequency and momentum,
the second order term can be expanded as
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S(2)
χ [Q̂sp] =

1

4

∫
k,p

∫
ω,ω′

∑
i,j=cl,q

Tr

[
ĜΥ(p, ω + ω′)Ai(ω,k)γ̂i(ω + ω′, ω′) · vF (p)

× ĜΥ(p, ω′)Aj(−ω,−k)γ̂j(ω
′, ω + ω′) · vF (p)

]
, (4.37)

where we have assumed that k is small. Upon taking the derivative with respect to the classical and quantum
components of the vector potential, we have

δ2S
(2)
χ [Q̂sp]

δAµcl,Ω δA
ν
q,−Ω

∣∣∣∣∣
A=0

= 2× 2× v2
F

4

∫
p,ω′

Tr
[
ĜΥ(p,Ω + ω′)γ̂cl(Ω + ω′, ω′)ĜΥ(p, ω′)γ̂q(ω

′,Ω + ω′)
]
v̂µF (p)v̂νF (p), (4.38)

where the factor of 2× 2 is due to the two-fold derivative and the trace over the spin degree of freedom. To simplify
the algebra, we introduce the projection operator P̂λ=± ≡ 1

2 (1 + λτ̂3) such that

δ2S
(2)
χ [Q̂sp]

δAµcl,Ω δA
ν
q,−Ω

∣∣∣∣∣
A=0

= v2
F

∫
p,ω′

∑
λ,λ′=±

Tλλ′ v̂
µ
F (p)v̂νF (p),

Tλλ′ ≡Tr
[
P̂λĜΥ(p,Ω + ω′)γ̂cl(Ω + ω′, ω′)P̂λ′ ĜΥ(p, ω′)γ̂q(ω

′,Ω + ω′)
]
.

(4.39)

The trace that appears in the integrand can be evaluated to give

T++ = F (ω2) t++, T+− = [F (ω1)− F (ω2)] t+−, T−+ = 0, T−− = −F (ω1) t−−, (4.40)

where

tλλ′ ≡
2(ε̃2 + ∆2

0 sin2(θ) +$1,λ$2,λ′)[
$2

1,λ − ε̃2 −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

] [
$2

2,λ′ − ε̃2 −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

] . (4.41)

Here θ is the polar angle in p space and

$1,± = ω1 ±
i

2τel
Γ(ω1), $2,± = ω2 ±

i

2τel
Γ(ω2). (4.42)

We now convert
∫
p
→ ν0

∫
dε̃
∫ dΩp̂

4π . The ε̃ integral can be done by the contour method. The results are

I++ =

∫
ε̃

T++ =
2πi

$1,+ −$2,+

 $1,+ sgn(ω1)√
$2

1,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

− $2,+ sgn(ω2)√
$2

2,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

F (ω2), (4.43a)

I+− =

∫
ε̃

T+− =
2πi

$1,+ −$2,−

 $1,+ sgn(ω1)√
$2

1,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

+
$2,− sgn(ω2)√
$2

2,− −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

 [F (ω1)− F (ω2)] , (4.43b)

I−− =

∫
ε̃

T−− =
2πi

$1,− −$2,−

 $1,− sgn(ω1)√
$2

1,− −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

− $2,− sgn(ω2)√
$2

2,− −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

F (ω1). (4.43c)

Notice that
δ2(S(1)

χ [Q̂sp])
2

δAµcl,Ω δA
ν
q,−Ω

∣∣∣
A=0

= 0 and therefore does not contribute to σµνbb,R(Ω). By combining the results in Eq. (4.33)

and Eqs. (4.39)–(4.43), the real part of the optical conductivity can be readily obtained as

Re σµνbb,R(Ω) = −δµν × e2

iΩ

1

2i

{
v2
F ν0

∫
ω′

∫
dΩp

4π
v̂µF (p)v̂νF (p)S(Ω + ω′, ω′, θ)× 2π [F (Ω + ω′)− F (ω′)]

}
, (4.44)
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where function the S is defined via

S(ω1, ω2, θ) = Im



1

$1,+ −$2,+

 $1,+ sgn(ω1)√
$2

1,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

− $2,+ sgn(ω2)√
$2

2,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)


− 1

$1,+ −$2,−

 $1,+ sgn(ω1)√
$2

1,+ −∆2
0 sin2(θ)

+
$2,− sgn(ω2)√
$2

2,− −∆2
0 sin2(θ)




. (4.45)

We can perform the angular integrations exactly to
finally obtain

Re σµνbb,R(Ω)

σdc
=

3

2Ω

∫ ∞
−∞

dωJ µν(Ω + ω, ω)

× [F (Ω + ω)− F (ω)] , (4.46)

where σdc = e2(2ν0)D is the normal state dc conductivity
and D = v2

F τel/3 is the diffusion constant. The kernel in
Eq. (4.46) is given by

J µν(ω1, ω2)

= ΥelIm



Φµν
(
$1,+

∆0

)
− Φµν

(
$2,+

∆0

)
$1,+ −$2,+


−

Φµν
(
$1,+

∆0

)
− Φµν

(
$2,−
∆0

)
$1,+ −$2,−




, (4.47)

where

Φµµ(υ) ≡
{υ

4

[
−υ +

(
1 + υ2

)
coth−1 υ

]}
, (4.48a)

for µ ∈ {x, y},

Φzz(υ) ≡
{υ

2

[
υ +

(
1− υ2

)
coth−1 υ

]}
, (4.48b)

Φµν(ω) = 0, µ 6= ν. (4.48c)

Notice that Eq. (4.48) implies that the bulk optical con-
ductivity is purely diagonal. Eqs. (4.46)–(4.48) are the
main results for the bulk optical conductivity of a weakly
disordered p+ip WSC. Our results are similar to those re-
ported in Ref. [44], despite some differences in the details.
In the metallic limit, ∆0 → 0, Γ(ω)→ 1 and Φyy,Φzz →
1/3. As a result, J µν(ω1, ω2) → 1

3δ
µν 1

1+(ω1−ω2)2τ2
el

and

we recover the Drude conductivity

Re σµνDrude(Ω) = δµν σdc/
[
1 + (Ωτel)

2
]
. (4.49)

In Fig. 3, we plot the zero-temperature optical conduc-
tivity based on Eqs. (4.46)–(4.48) with different disorder
strengths Υel. For weak disorder [Fig. 3(a)], the behav-
ior of Re σµνbb,R(Ω) is similar to the Mattis-Bardeen result

for s-wave superconductors [5]. This is despite the fact
that for the WSC studied here, the response is nonzero
even when Ω < 2∆0 due to the point-node nature of the
bulk pairing. For large frequencies (Ω � ∆0), the pair-
ing gap does not play a role anymore and Re σµνbb,R(Ω)

approaches Re σµνDrude(Ω). As the disorder strength be-
comes stronger, impurities gradually fill the gap and the
scattering rate ∼ Γ(ω) is no longer gapless, as shown in
Fig. 6. Consequently, the zero-frequency response is no
longer vanishing and Re σµνR (ω) becomes more Drude-
like [Fig. 3(b)–(d)]. For strong disorder, the optical con-
ductivity approaches the Drude result and the p-wave
features are completely suppressed. This makes physi-
cal sense because the impurity strength Υel dominates
over the pairing gap ∆0 in this regime, and the system
behaves as a dirty “thermal metal.”

The Mattis-Bardeen optical conductivity for dirty s-
wave superconductors can be efficiently derived within
the same Keldysh framework articulated here, as we show
in Appendix D.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

To conclude, we studied the optical absorbance in a
p + ip Weyl superconductor by examining the contribu-
tion from the bulk and surface. Fig. 4 summarizes all
of the main results presented in this paper, which were
discussed in Sec. I A. In the clean limit, we showed that
the absorbance is solely contributed by the surface-bulk
response. The frequency dependence of the absorbance
depends on both the coherence length and penetration
length. On the other hand, in the presence of disorder,
we demonstrated that the bulk response is nonzero us-
ing Keldysh response theory. The optical conductivity
from the bulk is Mattis-Bardeen-like in the weak disor-
der limit, and becomes more Drude-like as the system
becomes dirtier. The overall optical absorbance of the
system depends on the interplay between the penetra-
tion depth, coherence length and disorder strength. In
the weak disorder limit, we found that the surface-bulk
absorbance is more pronounced in the type I supercon-
ductor regime. For the type II regime, the disordered
bulk plays a more important role and one would need
a relatively clean system to observe the surface-bulk ef-
fect. In both regimes, as long as the disorder strength
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is weak enough, the characteristic frequency-dependence
of the surface-bulk absorbance can provide an additional
indicator for the surface states.

In WSC candidate materials, there can in general be
multiple pairs of Weyl nodes and thus additional chiral
Majorana fluid states. These can wrap around different
facets of the sample, depending upon the orientation of
the Fermi arcs. Additional arcs provide more channels
for the surface-bulk transition and amplify the topologi-
cal anomalous skin effect. For radiation with a nonzero
incident angle, the surface-bulk absorption is still effec-
tive as long as the radiation is shone upon a facet with
surface states. If polarization of the radiation is parallel
to the plane of incidence, we expect to have maximum
absorption at the Brewster angle at which the reflectance
is minimized [101].

When evaluating the total absorbance, we have re-
stricted ourselves to the weak-disorder regime for sim-
plicity. In general, disorder can influence both the bulk
and surface states [42, 102]. On one hand, the chiral Ma-
jorana surface states are expected to remain Anderson
delocalized along the dispersive direction, perpendicular
to surface Fermi arc. On the other hand, bulk states away
from the Weyl points are converted by arbitrarily weak
disorder into weakly multifractal scattering states, giving
rise to thermal quasiparticle diffusion. A simple approach
to incorporating disorder into the surface states is to in-
troduce a finite scattering rate κb into Eq. (3.21). How-
ever, this does not capture the modification of the spatial
profile of the surface wavefunctions (e.g., in along the di-
rection of the Fermi arc), due to the disorder. A more
precise theoretical description for analyzing the conse-
quences of disorder on position-dependent surface-bulk
responses warrants future investigation.

Unlike s-wave superconductors, p-wave superconduc-
tors are not protected by Anderson’s theorem [103]. As
a result, the pairing gap is vulnerable to disorder and su-
perconductivity can be destroyed. The p-wave features
of the system are therefore expected to survive only in
the weak-disorder limit.

Our work opens a new door for studying responses that
originate from the interplay between bulk and surface
states in topological materials. An important extension
of this work would be performing material-specific and
first-principle calculations in order to make quantitative
predictions for the surface-bulk absorption peak in can-
didate WSC materials, such as UTe2 [72–88].
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Appendix A: Bulk scattering states

The bulk scattering states are obtained by solving the
Schrödinger’s equation with the Hamiltonian given by
Eq. (3.1b) in the main text

ĥ(−i∂x,k)ψb
λ(q,k;x) = λEb

q,k ψ
b
λ(q,k;x), (A1)

where λ = ±1, k = (ky, kz), q ≥ 0 is a standing-wave
momentum in the x-direction, and the bulk eigenenergy
is

Eb
q,k =

√
ε̃q,k + ∆2(q2 + k2

y), ε̃q,k =
q2 + k2 − k2

F

2m
.

(A2)
By imposing the boundary condition that

ψb
λ(q,k;x = 0) = 0 (A3)

and requiring ψb
λ(q,k;x→∞) to be finite, we obtain the

bulk states in the following two cases:

(i) k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 > 0

As discussed in Sec. III A, we have to consider degeneracy
in this case. For qmin < q ≤ q0, we choose the following
positive-energy orthonormal states

Ψ
b(1)
λ=+1(q,k;x) =

ψb<(q,k;x) + iφb<(q,k;x)√
N b(1)
q,k

, (A4)

Ψ
b(2)
λ=+1(q,k;x) =

ψb<(q,k;x)− iφb<(q,k;x)√
N b(2)
q,k

, (A5)

where the normalization constants are

1

N b(1)
q,k

=
1

2− 2a(q,k)
, (A6)

1

N b(2)
q

=
1

2 + 2a(q,k)
, (A7)

and the function a(q,k) will be defined below.
ψb<(q,k;x) and φb<(q,k;x) are two non-orthogonal but
independent positive-energy bulk states given by

ψb<(q;x) =

1√
Nb
q,k


[
f1(q,k)
f2(q,k)

]
eiqx +

[
f∗1 (q,k)
−f2(q,k)

]
e−iqx

+

[
−f1(q−,k)
−f2(q−,k)

]
eiq−x +

[
−f∗1 (q−,k)
f2(q−,k)

]
e−iq−x


(A8)
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and

φb<(q;x) =

1√
Mb
q,k


[
−g2(q,k)
f∗1 (q,k)

]
eiqx +

[
g2(q,k)
f1(q,k)

]
e−iqx

+

[
g2(q−,k)
−f∗1 (q−,k)

]
eiq−x +

[
−g2(q−,k)
−f1(q−,k)

]
e−iq−x

.
(A9)

Here, we have defined the following functions

f1(q,k) =
(iky − q)m∆

q
, (A10)

f2(q,k) =
m(ε̃q,k − Eb

q,k)

q
, (A11)

g2(q,k) =
m(ε̃q,k + Eb

q,k)

q
, (A12)

q−(q,k) =
√

2k2
F − 2k2

y − 2k2
z − q2 − 4m2∆2, (A13)

and the normalization constants are

1

Nb
q,k

=

 |f1(q,k)|2 + f2(q,k)2

+
q−
q

(|f1(q−,k)|2 + f2(q−,k)2)

−1

, (A14)

1

Mb
q,k

=

 |f1(q,k)|2 + g2(q,k)2

+
q−
q

(|f1(q−,k)|2 + g2(q−,k)2)

−1

. (A15)

ψb<(q,k;x) and φb<(q,k;x) satisfy the following prop-
erties∫ ∞

0

dxψb<†(q′,k;x)ψb<(q,k;x) = 2πδ(q − q′), (A16)∫ ∞
0

dxφb<†(q′,k;x)φb<(q,k;x) = 2πδ(q − q′), (A17)

and have nonzero overlap∫ ∞
0

dxψb<†(q′,k;x)φb<(q,k;x) = ia(q) 2πδ(q − q′),

(A18)
where

a(q,k) =
Im f1(q,k)√
Nb
q,kM

b
q,k

[g2(q,k)− f2(q,k)]

[
1 +

q

q−

]
.

(A19)

The states Ψ
b(1)†
λ and Ψ

b(2)†
λ are constructed in such a

way that they are orthonormal according to∫ ∞
0

dxΨ
b(i)†
λ (q′,k;x)Ψ

b(j)
λ (q,k;x) = 2πδ(q − q′)δij .

(A20)

For q > q0, there is no degeneracy. The bulk state in

this case is

ψb>
+1(q,k;x) =

1√
Nb>
q,k



c+,q,k

[
uq,k

vq,ke
iφq,k

]
eiqx

+c−,q,k

[
uq,k

−vq,ke−iφq,k

]
e−iqx

−
[
Θq,k

Φq,k

]
e−λq,kx


,

(A21)
where

uq,k =

√√√√1

2

(
1 +

ε̃q,k
Eb
q,k

)
, (A22)

vq,k =

√√√√1

2

(
1− ε̃q,k

Eb
q,k

)
, (A23)

λq,k =
√
q2 + 2k2

y + 2k2
z − 2k2

F + 4m2∆2, (A24)

φq,k = arg(q + iky), (A25)

c±,q,k =
m

2


∆(λq,k − ky)e∓iφq,k

uq,k

∓ i
ε̃q,k + Eb

q,k + 2m∆2

vq,k

 , (A26)

Θq,k = (c+,q,k + c−,q,k)uq,k, (A27)

Φq,k =
(
−c−,q,ke−iφq,k + c+,q,ke

iφq,k
)
vq,k, (A28)

and

1

Nb>
q,k

=
2

|c+,q,k|2 + |c−,q,k|2
(A29)

is the normalization constant.
In all the cases, the negative energy solution is related

to the positive one via particle-hole symmetry

ψb
−1(q,k;x) = σ̂1

[
ψb

+1(q,−k;x)
]∗
. (A30)

(ii) k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 ≤ 0

In this regime, there is no degeneracy for all q > 0. The
bulk states are simply given by Eq. (A21).

Appendix B: Meissner effect and temperature
dependence of the penetration depth

In this Appendix, we corroborate the discussion of the
Meissner effect in WSCs in Sec. I A 1 by considering the
spinless WSC model defined by Eq. (3.1a). We compute
the temperature T -dependence of the correction to the
London penetration depth due to the presence of surface
states. Since the T -dependence of the penetration depth
originates from the paramagnetic current-current corre-
lation function, it is sufficient to study the T -dependence
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of the latter [45].

1. Temperature dependence due to the bulk
response

The yy component of the bulk paramagnetic current-
current correlation function is given by

Πyy
1,bb(iΩn = 0,q = 0)

= −1

2

( e
m

)2

T
∑
ωn

∫
k

Tr

[
kyĜb(iωn,k)kyĜb(iωn,k)

]

=
1

2

( e
m

)2 β

2

∫
k

k2
y sech2

(
βEb

k

2

)
,

(B1)

where
∫
k

=
∫

d3k
(2π)3 , β = 1/T and Eb

k =√
ε̃2
k + ∆2(k2

x + k2
y). At low temperature, the dominate

contribution comes from the Weyl nodes. We can thus
linearize Eb

k [cf. Eq. (3.3)] and rescale the coordinates to
remove the velocity anisotropy such that

Πyy
1,bb(iΩn = 0,q = 0)

=
e2

2m2

β

2

1

∆4(kF /m)

∫
δk̃

δk̃2
y sech2

(
βδk̃

2

)
× 2,

(B2)

where the factor of 2 accounts for the two Weyl nodes
and δk̃ is rescaled by the velocity. Performing the integral
and analytical continuation, we obtain the yy component
retarded current-current correlation function

Πyy
bb,1,R(0,0) = − e2

2m

7π2

45

(
1

∆4kFβ4

)
∼ T 4. (B3)

Similarly, we can show that the zz component is

Πzz
1,bb,R(0,0) = − e2

2m

(
4kF

π2β2∆2

)
∼ T 2. (B4)

2. Temperature dependence due to the surface
response

We now turn to the paramagnetic current-current cor-
relation function due to the surface states. The yy com-
ponent is given by

Πyy
1,ss(iΩn = 0,q = 0;x, x′)

= −T
2

( e
m

)2

×
∑
ωn

∫
k

Tr
[
kyĜs(iωn,k;x, x′)kyĜs(iωn,k;x′, x)

]
' 1

2

( e
m

)2 β

4

∫
k

k2
y sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)
Σss(k;x, x′), (B5)

where k = (ky, kz) and

Σss(k;x, x′) = |ψs(k;x)|2 |ψs(k;x′)|2 . (B6)

The surface state ψs(k;x) is given by Eq. (3.4). In the
T → 0 limit, we can approximate the retarded correlation
function as

Πyy
1,ss,R(0,0;x, x′)

' −1

2

( e
m

)2 β

4

∫ kF

−kF

dkz
2π

∫ √k2
F−k2

z

−
√
k2
F−k2

z

dky
2π

k2
y

× sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)
Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x

′)

' −
( e
m

)2 β

2(2π)2

∫ ∞
0

dky k
2
y sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)
×
∫ kF

0

dkz Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x
′)

= −
( e
m

)2 1

12β2∆3

∫ kF

0

dkz Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x
′)

∼ T 2. (B7)

The zz component can be evaluated in a similar manner,
but one has to be more careful. We write

Πzz
1,ss,R(0,0;x, x′) ' S1 + S2, (B8)

where

S1 ≡ −
1

2

( e
m

)2 β

4

∫ kF

−kF

dkz
2π

∫ √k2
F−k2

z

−
√
k2
F−k2

z

dky
2π

× k2
z sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)
Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x

′) (B9)

and

S2 ≡ −
1

2

( e
m

)2 β

4

∫ kF

−kF

dkz
2π

∫ √k2
F−k2

z

−
√
k2
F−k2

z

dky
2π

× k2
z sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)(
1

2

∂2Σss

∂k2
y

∣∣∣∣
ky=0

k2
y

)
. (B10)

First, consider

S1 = −
( e
m

)2 β

(2)(4)(2π)2

2(4)

β∆

∫ kF

0

dkz k
2
z

× tanh

(
β∆

2

√
k2
F − k2

z

)
Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x

′)

' −
( e
m

)2 1

4π2∆

∫ kF

0

dkz k
2
z

(
1− 2e−β∆

√
k2
F−k2

z

)
× Σss(ky = 0, kz;x, x

′).
(B11)

The first term just gives us a T -independent constant.
One can show that the second term gives a strongly sub-
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leading T 6 dependence. Meanwhile, for T → 0,

S2 ' −
1

2

( e
m

)2 β

2(2π)2

∫ kF

0

dkz k
2
z

∂2Σss

∂k2
y

∣∣∣∣
ky=0

×
∫ ∞

0

dky sech2

(
β∆ky

2

)
k2
y

= − 1
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( e
m

)2 1

β2∆3

∫ kF

0

dkz k
2
z

∂2Σss

∂k2
y

∣∣∣∣
ky=0

∼T 2. (B12)

Hence, for T → 0,

Πzz
1,ss,R(0,0;x, x′) = S1 + S2 ∼ T 2, (B13)

meaning that the zz component of the surface current-
current correlation function only renormalizes the coeffi-
cient of T 2 power law from the bulk [cf. Eq. (B4)].

3. Temperature dependence due to the
surface-bulk cross terms

We can also study the effects of the surface-bulk term
by computing Πµν

1,sb,R(0,0;x, x′) using the exact bulk and

surface states (as we did for the topological anomalous
skin effect computed in Sec. III D), but the exact expres-
sion is unwieldy so we omit it here. By focusing on the
T → 0 limit, we find that

Πyy
1,sb,R(0,0;x, x′) ∼ T 4, (B14)

Πzz
1,sb,R(0,0;x, x′) ∼ T 2, (B15)

i.e. the surface-bulk cross-terms take the same T -
dependence as the bulk terms [Eq. (1.1)] and thus do
not give new power-laws in T .

Appendix C: The kernel Ĵq,k in the surface-bulk
optical conductivity

The integral appeared in Eq. (3.37) of the main text

Ĵ sb
q̂,k̂

= k2
F lcoh

∫
x,x′>0

e−Kx Σsb
+1(q,k;x′, x) e−Kx

′
(C1)

can be evaluated exactly. Due to the possible degeneracy
in the bulk band discussed in Sec. III A, we consider the
following two cases:

(i) k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 > 0

Ĵ sb
q̂,k̂

= 2
(

1− k̂
2
)
θ
(

1− k̂
2
)
×



0, 0 < q̂ < q̂min,

2∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣∣∣
4∑
j=1

j
(i,j)
< (q̂, k̂)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, q̂min < q̂ ≤ q̂0,

∣∣∣∣∣∣
3∑
j=1

j
(j)
> (q̂, k̂)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, q̂0 < q̂,

(C2)

where

k̂µ = kµ/kF , q̂ = q/kF , (C3)

j
(1,1)
< (q̂, k̂) =

R(q̂, k̂)√
N b(1)
q,k

 1√
Nb
q,k

[if∗1 (q,k) + f2(q,k)] +
i√
Mb
q,k

[−ig2(q,k) + f∗1 (q,k)]

 , (C4)

j
(1,3)
< (q̂, k̂) =

R(q̂−, k̂)√
N b(1)
q,k

 1√
Nb
q,k

[−if∗1 (q−,k)− f2(q−,k)] +
i√
Mb
q,k

[ig2(q−,k)− f1(q−,k)]

 , (C5)
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j
(2,1)
< (q̂, k̂) =

R(q̂, k̂)√
N b(2)
q,k

 1√
Nb
q,k

[if∗1 (q,k) + f2(q,k)]− i√
Mb
q,k

[−ig2(q,k) + f∗1 (q,k)]

 , (C6)

j
(2,3)
< (q̂, k̂) =

R(q̂−, k̂)√
N b(2)
q,k

 1√
Nb
q,k

[−if∗1 (q−,k)− f2(q−,k)]− i√
Mb
q,k

[ig2(q−,k)− f1(q−,k)]

 , (C7)

and where

j
(1,2)
< (q̂, k̂) = − j

(1,1)∗
< (q̂, k̂), (C8)

j
(1,4)
< (q̂, k̂) = − j

(1,3)∗
< (q̂, k̂), (C9)

j
(2,2)
< (q̂, k̂) = − j

(2,1)∗
< (q̂, k̂), (C10)

j
(2,4)
< (q̂, k̂) = − j

(2,3)∗
< (q̂, k̂). (C11)

We also define

R(q̂, k̂) =
1[

iq̂ + (kF lcoh)−1 + K̂
]2
− κ̂2

k̂

(C12)

where

κ̂k̂ = κk/kF , K̂ = K/kF , (C13)

(ii) k2
F − k2

y − k2
z − 2m2∆2 ≤ 0

Ĵ sb
q̂,k̂

= 2
(

1− k̂
2
)
θ
(

1− k̂
2
) ∣∣∣∣∣∣

3∑
j=1

j
(j)
> (q̂, k̂)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (C14)

where

j
(1)
> (q̂, k̂) =

R(−q̂, k̂)√
Nb>
q,k

c+,q,k
(
uq,k + ivq,ke

iφq,k
)
, (C15)

j
(2)
> (q̂, k̂) =

R(q̂, k̂)√
Nb>
q,k

c−,q,k
(
uq,k − ivq,ke−iφq,k

)
, (C16)

j
(3)
> (q̂, k̂) =

R(−iλ̂q̂,k̂, k̂)√
Nb>
q,k

(Θq,k + iΦq,k) , (C17)

where

λ̂q̂,k̂ = λq,k/kF . (C18)

Appendix D: Mattis-Bardeen formula in dirty s-wave superconductors

In this Appendix, we compute the s-wave superconductor saddle point Q̂s−wave
sp and rederive the Mattis-Bardeen

optical conductivity in the dirty limit [5], using the Keldysh formalism.

One can repeat the derivation presented in Sec. IV A by introducing BCS singlet pairing interactions [34]. At the

static mean-field level, the saddle point equation is still given by Eq. (4.25), but now with ĥBdG = ε̃k σ̂
3 + ∆0 σ̂

1,
where ∆0 is the s-wave BCS gap. An important observation is that in this case, the denominator of Eq. (4.25) can
be diagonalized via [32, 92]

Û−1
ω

[
σ̂3ω̂ + iητ̂3σ̂3 + σ̂3

(
∆0σ̂

1
)]
Ûω = Ξ̂ω, (D1)

with Ξ̂ω a momentum-independent diagonal matrix. As a result, the Green’s function can be diagonalized by Ûω as
well,

Ĝs−waveΥ =
1

σ̂3ω̂ + iητ̂3σ̂3 − σ̂3ĥBdG + iQ̂s−wave
sp

= Ûω
1[

Ξ̂ω − ε̃k + iÛ−1
ω Q̂s−wave

sp Ûω

] Û−1
ω . (D2)

Using the knowledge of the normal metal saddle point Q̂metal
sp = 1

2τel
τ̂3σ̂3, we have

Q̂s−wave
sp (ω) =

1

2τel
Ûω τ̂

3σ̂3Û−1
ω =

1

2τel

sgn(ω) τ̂3√
(ω + iητ̂3)2 −∆2

0

[
ω −∆0

∆0 −ω

]
σ

. (D3)
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In the ∆0 = 0 limit, we recover the normal metal saddle point Q̂metal
sp . Note that Q̂s−wave

sp can alternatively be obtained
by solving the Usadel equation [33].

The linear response optical conductivity is again given by Eq. (4.33). At the saddle point level, we again just expand

the action up to second of Â and evaluate the expression in Eq. (4.38), but with ĜΥ → Ĝs−waveΥ given by Eq. (D2).

By converting
∫
p
→ ν0

∫
dε̃
∫ dΩp̂

4π and using the integral∫
p

vµF (p)vνF (p)

[Ξω+ω′σ3 + iΥelτ3σ3 − ε̃p] [Ξω′σ3′ + iΥelτ3′σ3′ − ε̃p]
' 2πν0D

(
1− δτ3σ3,τ3′σ3′

)
δµν , (D4)

valid in the diffusive regime, we simplify Eq. (4.38) in the s-wave case, and obtain the optical conductivity in the
dirty limit

σs,µν
bb,R(Ω) = − e

2

iΩ

1

2i

{
πν0D

4

∫
ω′

Tr
[
ÛΩ+ω′ τ̂

3σ̂3Û−1
Ω+ω′ γ̂cl(Ω + ω′, ω′)Ûω′ τ̂

3σ̂3Û−1
ω′ γ̂q(ω

′,Ω + ω′)
]}

δµν , (D5)

where
∫
ω′

=
∫
dω′

2π . By recognizing that 1
2τel
Ûω τ̂

3σ̂3Û−1
ω is nothing but the s-wave saddle point Q̂s−wave

sp , we arrive the
Mattis-Bardeen result

σs,µν
bb,R(Ω) =

πσdc
Ω

{∫
ω′

{[
∆2

0 + (Ω + ω′)ω′
]
sgn(ω′) sgn(Ω + ω′)√

(Ω + ω′)2 −∆2
0

√
ω′2 −∆2

0

}
[F (Ω + ω′)− F (ω′)]

}
δµν , (D6)

where it is understood that the integral over ω′ excludes regions with ω′2 −∆2
0 < 0 and (Ω + ω′)2 −∆2

0 < 0. Here,
σdc = e2(2ν0)D is the Drude conductivity in the normal state. In the T = 0 limit, the above integral can be performed
analytically, resulting in

σs,µν
bb,R(Ω) = σdc

[(
1 +

2∆0

Ω

)
E

(
Ω− 2∆0

Ω + 2∆0

)
− 4∆0

Ω
K

(
Ω− 2∆0

Ω + 2∆0

)]
θ(Ω− 2∆0) δµν , (D7)

where E and K are complete elliptical integrals. We note that a similar derivation based on the Q̂-matrix non-linear
σ model in the Matsubara formalism also appeared in a recent study [93].
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[54] B. Roy, V. Juričić, and S. D. Sarma, Universal optical
conductivity of a disordered Weyl semimetal, Sci. Rep.
6, 32446 (2016).



26

[55] B. Roy, R.-J. Slager, and V. Juričić, Global Phase Di-
agram of a Dirty Weyl Liquid and Emergent Superuni-
versality, Phys. Rev. X 8, 031076 (2018).

[56] A. C. Potter, I. Kimchi, and A. Vishwanath, Quantum
oscillations from surface Fermi arcs in Weyl and Dirac
semimetals, Nat. Commun. 5, 5161 (2014).

[57] Y. Baum, E. Berg, S. A. Parameswaran, and A. Stern,
Current at a Distance and Resonant Transparency in
Weyl Semimetals, Phys. Rev. X 5, 041046 (2015).

[58] A. P. Schnyder, S. Ryu, A. Furusaki, and A. W. W.
Ludwig, Classification of topological insulators and su-
perconductors in three spatial dimensions, Phys. Rev. B
78, 195125 (2008).

[59] S. A. A. Ghorashi, J. F. Karcher, S. M. Davis, and
M. S. Foster Criticality across the energy spectrum
from random artificial gravitational lensing in two-
dimensional Dirac superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 101,
214521 (2020).

[60] Early works on the response theory of class D and DIII
topological superconductors focused only on thermal
conduction, claiming that the surface Majorana fluids
of these systems do not carry electric charge [61, 62].
This is not correct. It is true that electric charge is no
longer conserved in the superconducting state, due to
the spontaneous breaking of gauge invariance. However,
the electrical paramagnetic current-current correlation
function still determines the Meissner response and op-
tical conductivity [63]. In a slab geometry, this must
include the effects of the surface states [45].

[61] S. Ryu, J. E. Moore, and A. W. W. Ludwig, Electro-
magnetic and gravitational responses and anomalies in
topological insulators and superconductors, Phys. Rev.
B 85, 045104 (2012).

[62] M. Stone, Gravitational anomalies and thermal Hall ef-
fect in topological insulators, Phys. Rev. B 85, 184503
(2012).

[63] J. R. Schrieffer, Theory of Superconductivity (Perseus
Books, Reading, MA, 1983).

[64] S. S. Saxena, P. Agarwal, K. Ahilan, F. M. Grosche,
R. K. W. Haselwimmer, M. J. Steiner, E. Pugh, I. R.
Walker, S. R. Julian, P. Monthoux, G. G. Lonzarich, A.
Huxley, I. Sheikin, D. Braithwaite, and J. Flouquet, Su-
perconductivity on the border of itinerant-electron ferro-
magnetism in UGe2 Nature (London) 406, 587 (2000).

[65] D. Aoki, A. Huxley, E. Ressouche, D. Braithwaite, J.
Flouquet, J.-P. Brison, E. Lhotel, and C. Paulsen, Co-
existence of superconductivity and ferromagnetism in
URhGe, Nature (London) 413, 613 (2001).

[66] N. T. Huy, A. Gasparini, D. E. de Nijs, Y. Huang,
J. C. P. Klaasse, T. Gortenmulder, A. de Visser, A.
Hamann, T. Gorlach, and H. v. Lohneysen, Supercon-
ductivity on the Border of Weak Itinerant Ferromag-
netism in UCoGe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 067006 (2007).

[67] Y. Yanase, Nonsymmorphic Weyl superconductivity in
UPt3 based on E2u representation, Phys. Rev. B 94,
174502 (2016).

[68] V. Kozii, J. W. F. Venderbos and L. Fu, Three-
dimensional Majorana fermions in chiral superconduc-
tors, Sci. Adv. 2, 12 (2016).

[69] H. Kim, K. Wang, Y. Nakajima, R. Hu, S. Ziemak, P.
Syers, L. Wang, H. Hodovanets, J. D. Denlinger, P. M.
R. Brydon, D. F. Agterberg, M. A. Tanatar, R. Pro-
zorov, and J. Paglione, Beyond triplet: Unconventional
superconductivity in a spin-3/2 topological semimetal,

Sci. Adv. 4, 4, eaao4513 (2018).
[70] P. M. R. Brydon, L. Wang, M. Weinert, and D. F. Agter-

berg, Pairing of j = 3/2 Fermions in Half-Heusler Su-
perconductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 177001 (2016).

[71] L. Savary, J. Ruhman, J. W. F. Venderbos, L. Fu,
and P. A. Lee, Superconductivity in three-dimensional
spin-orbit coupled semimetals, Phys. Rev. B 96, 214514
(2017).

[72] S. Ran, C. Eckberg, Q.-P. Ding, Y. Furukawa, T. Metz,
S. R. Saha, I-L. Liu, M. Zic, H. Kim, J. Paglione, and
N. P. Butch, Nearly ferromagnetic spin-triplet supercon-
ductivity, Science 365, 6454, (2019).

[73] S. Bae, H. Kim, S. Ran, Y. S. Eo, I-L. Liu, W. Fuhrman,
J. Paglione, N. P. Butch, and S. Anlage, Anoma-
lous normal fluid response in a chiral superconductor,
arXiv:1909.09032 (2019).

[74] T. Metz, S. Bae, S. Ran, I-L. Liu, Y. S. Eo, W.
T. Fuhrman, D. F. Agterberg, S. M. Anlage, N. P.
Butch, and J. Paglione, Point-node gap structure of the
spin-triplet superconductor UTe2, Phys. Rev. B 100,
220504(R) (2019).

[75] I. M. Hayes, D. S. Wei, T. Metz, J. Zhang, Y. S. Eo, S.
Ran, S. R. Saha, J. Collini, N. P. Butch, D. F. Agter-
berg, A. Kapitulnik, and J. Paglione, Weyl Supercon-
ductivity in UTe2, arXiv:2002.02539 (2020).

[76] S. Sundar, S. Gheidi, K. Akintola, A. M. Côté, S. R.
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