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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 §(w) = ¢/v/2m0o4.w, where
w is the radiation frequency and o4 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 Ag < 1/7¢ < €p.
Here Ay is the pairing energy, 7o is the lifetime due to
elastic impurity scattering, and e is the Fermi energy.
For an s-wave superconductor at zero temperature, ab-
sorption turns on at w = 2Ag 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



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 *HeA [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 2Aq (below 2A,) 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
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FIG. 1: Geometry for the topological anomalous skin ef-
fect. (a) We consider a Weyl superconductor described by
Eq. (3.1). Due to bulk ks + ik, pairing, a single pair of Weyl
points arises at k., = +kp. In the figure, the green plane de-
picts the dispersion of the chiral surface state Eiy = —Aky,
for a superconductor occupying the half space x > 0. Since we
consider the surface only at = 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 z > 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 § (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(Az,lcon). Here Az denotes the London depth, and lcon 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 *HeB [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? 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 DIIT 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 UGey [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 (€2)-dependence
of the absorbance A¥Y(2) (blue) and A**(Q2) (orange) due to the surface-bulk transition, Eq. (1.3). Panels show results at
zero temperature for different combinations of the coherence length I and the diamagnetic (London) penetration depth Ar.
The Weyl nodes lie along the k.-axis in our model, so that AYY(€Q2) [A**(Q2)] 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-1I regime. Here, the frequency is normalized
by the pairing gap energy Ao = Akp; A is the p + ip-wave pairing amplitude in the model [Eq. (3.1)]. We set kp = 1 for all

the plots.

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

Superconductivity was very recently observed in UTeg
[72]. There is already extensive experimental evidence
pointing towards Weyl superconductivity in this com-
pound [72-82]. UTey 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 UTeq
[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 UTe, 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)(ky + ik.). This would
imply pairing of a single spin species (while the other
remains unpaired), as in SHeA; [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
UTGQ.

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 He A [28-30]. This
model, with a Hamiltonian described by Eq. (3.1), has a
pair of Weyl nodes lying along k., 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.



1. Meissner effect

In a previous work, we predicted a power-law temper-
ature (T')-dependence in the magnetic penetration depth
ANL(T) = AL(T) — A (0) ~ T? due to surface states in
a strong topological superconductor (TSC), based on a
solid-state model analog of HeB [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 A\j, 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 A)\j, 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 k,), we can show by
power-counting that the power-law T-dependence from
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FIG. 3: The bulk optical conductivity of the dirty Weyl su-
perconductor. The panels in this figure plot the normalized
optical conductivity Re ofy r/Re op,4. as a function of the
reduced frequency Q/Ag at zero temperature, with disorder
strength (a) Te| = OOIAO (b) Te| = 05A0 (C) Te| = AO
(d) Te = 10Ag. Here Yo = 1/(27a), where 7 is the elastic
lifetime due to impurity scattering in the normal state, and
obrge = 6" 0ac/ [1+ (wra)?]. 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 Q < 2Ag. 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 k, = +kp), occupying the = > 0 half-space and using
the same framework outlined in Ref. [45], our calculations
reveal that the bulk contribution is

2
A/\LN{T’

1.1
T, B2 (1)

whereas surface state correction is

T2,

s~ {T2,

This suggests that at low enough temperature, a T? 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 UTes, 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 T2 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.

(1.2)

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
k.-axis, giving rise to a chiral surface Majorana band
with dispersion Ej, = —Ak, [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
(ii).

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 € = Q/Ay, in the weak-disorder limit with different coherence lengths lcon, London
penetration depths Ar, and disorder strengths Ye 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 kr = 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 A** can
be written compactly as

@ Fan@), Q=

AR —
kf%lcoh Cc

(1.3)
where Q is the radiation frequency, kg is half the separa-
tion between the Weyl points, and [ 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), F#* is a di-

mensionless function of the reduced frequency €2, which is
the frequency relative to the pairing energy Ag. The be-
havior of A is shown in Fig. 2, for different combinations
of l.on and the diamagnetic penetration depth Ar. The
components AYY(Q) and A**(§2) correspond to the case
with y- and z-polarized incident electric fields, respec-
tively; the Weyl nodes lie along the k.-axis in our model
[Fig. 1(a)]. In the type-I regime (A\; < leon) [Fig. 2(a)-
(c)], both the yy and zz components of A demonstrate
a peak centered around 2 = 2Ay. The broadness of the
peaks increases with the coherence length [.,. Larger
lcon means more deconfined surface states. In the type-II
regime (Ap > leon) [Fig. 2(d)—(f)], the peaks for differ-
ent polarizations are more distinct. In particular, the yy

component still manifests a peak at around 24, whereas
the zz component is peaked slightly above Ag.

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 < A** < 1, but not the intermedi-
ate regime with lon ~ Ar. The absorption is small in
the strong type-I limit, because the field penetration is
limited to Ay, which is much smaller than the spatial ex-
tent of the surface states (bounded from below by lcon).
The absorption is also small in the strong type-II limit,
due to the orthogonality of bulk and surface states. The
case with [nh ~ AL 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(Ar,lcon), 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 ep7e > 1, where e is the Fermi energy and 7 is
the lifetime due to elastic impurity scattering, the small
T. means that the superconducting phase typically oc-
curs in the dirty limit with Ag < 1/7¢. The optical ab-
sorption is governed by the classic Mattis-Bardeen result



[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 Yo = 1/(274).

For weak disorder, the optical conductivity shows a
Mattis-Bardeen-like frequency dependence [Fig. 3(a)],
despite being nonzero even for 2 < 2Ay due to the
low-energy excitations around the Weyl nodes. Here
Ag = Akp is the pairing energy; A 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 Y| increases
relative to the pairing energy Ag, 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 (Ag < Tq)
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

e S| FH(Q)
& k%/\Llcoh

207 } Re Ull;lit,R(Q)
1+ (QTE|)2 Re UDrude(Q) ’
(1.4)
where

Re UDrude(Q) = Udc/[l + (QTS|)2]

is the normal-state optical conductivity. The first term in
Eq. (1.4) is the surface-bulk absorption [Eq. (1.3)], while
Re oy’ () 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 (A*#) 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 Ay, coherence length I, and the
disorder strength Y. 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(Q) 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 24, 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. ITI, 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 pm of the material is the same as that for vacuum.
Consider an incident EM plane wave that is linearly po-
larized and propagates along z, as schematically sketched
in Fig. 1(b). In the temporal gauge, the electric field is
related to the vector potential via E = —c 10, A. The
electric field of the system is governed by the Maxwell’s
equation

4
(—02 — K?) B*(x) = K Jy(x)
c
4 [ y y
- = da' T (Q; 2, ") B ('),
(2.1)
where u € {y, 2z}, K = Q/c is the wavevector of the inci-
dent EM wave, Jh(z) = —(cEl /2m)d(x — x0) is a source

current that generates the EM radiation at zo < 0, and
% (9 x, 2') 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



write
ar .
gﬂgb)R(Q;x,x')
1, 4mQ._ .
=(z —2")0(x)0(z") Eé“ —CTReogb’R(Q) ,

(2.2)
where 6(x) is the Heaviside step function, Az, is the Lon-
don penetration depth, and a’b‘;  is the paramagnetic op-
tical conductivity from the bulk. Since our focus is opti-
cal absorption, Im o}’ » 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 og; r(Q) to be independent
of . This is justified for terahertz (THz) radiation in
low-transition-temperature superconductors with modest
disorder, since the light wavelength A > {lcon, AL, VFTel },
where [ is the coherence length and vp7e 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

(02 — K* + K¢ 0(z)] E*()

4 4 >
=Tk Jhw — —;T/ de' Y%, R (2, 2") EV (2),
c 2 J, sb,
. (2.3)
where KZ(2) = ()\i)Q — Am gl (Q) captures the

response from the bulk, and I R(z,2’) =
%, r(Q,a — 0;z,2') 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 E*(x), we seek a Green’s
function G(z, x’) satisfying

(02 — K* + Kp0(2)] G(z,2') = 6(z — '),  (24)

where G(z, ') is subjected to the boundary conditions

G0t ) G(0™,2"),
amG(-'Ev ml)|x=0+ = azG(-T7 x/)‘x=0* .

(2.5)

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

G(x, ')

_ i@(—:;)}&((—x’) |:eiK|:v—w' " me—m(mx/)]

K otorst K o]
Qiﬂzg(;fé)e—)u—mz’ 95;;)?:%)6—&1’—1'1@7 (2.7)

where K = ,/Kg — K2. The electric field can now be

expressed as

EM(z) = EOR(z) + §E* (), (2.8)
where the bare electric field is
EOR(z) = —2iK EYG(z, x0) (2.9)

and the correction due to the surface-bulk response is

47

2
¢ r1,2>0

dEH(z) = Gz, 1) 1)y, g (21, 22) B (22).

(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 l.on is much greater than Ap. Since the spa-
tial extent of the surface states is roughly ~ l.on 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 I, is
much smaller than Ay. 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

PRV, NN
[1 + ;an,ysb,zz] |EF) = | Ok (2.11)

such that
47 e
|E¥) = {[1 + CQGHst,R} } [EOv) - (2.12)

To leading order, the electric field is just

A A v
(B = [BOV) = GGG £ 1BOT), (213)
that is,
E(l)“(x)
0(—=x eiKI + TeiiKI —iKx
~ g " )—i—(tQ(:v)e—iCz ) etk 4 (),
) (2.14)
whnere
K —1 2K
_ S (2.15)

K+ik = K+ik’



and
(SE(l)“(x)
47 A Y v
= _7/ G(x7x1)Hst7R(Q’x17$2) E(O) (1’2)
& $1,2>O ’

(2.16)
In Eq. (2.14), §E(x) is the correction term arising from
the surface-bulk response. Here, r and ¢ carry the phys-
ical meanings of bare reflection and transmission coeffi-
cients respectively. §E(MH(z) is the surface-bulk correc-
tion in first order. As we will demonstrate in the next
section, the correlation function I}y, »(Q; 21, 2) is non-
vanishing only for 4 = v. Thus, at the proximity of the
surface (z — 0), the correction takes a simple form

SEM(x — 0) = E [6r 0(—x) + 5t 0(z)] e 70 (2.17)
where
4 t
= = —— Hp
or = 6t 2 KT Z.ICQ (), (2.18)

oM () = / e k= Y% p (@521, 22) e K22 (2.19)
z1,2>0

To leading order, the absorbance in the weak disorder
limit is simply
ARE =1 —|r+ (57“|2

8w} 16 K
3 chRe O'{;LéfR — CTTZFIHI Q“N,

(2.20)

~ K(Ap)

where we have assumed A\;' > K. This is a valid ap-
proximation in the THz regime, which is appropriate for
probing features of pairing energies Ag in WSC candi-
date materials. In the above, we also used the fact that
(Q/)Re oplip < A2 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

1 .
H = E/kxlff(hk\l/k, (3.1a)
hi = &k6° + Aky6' + Aky6?, (3.1b)
3 k* — k%

Ek = om )
where [ = f(g:}T’;g, kr is the Fermi momentum, A

is the superconducting order parameter amplitude, &°
are the Pauli matrices in particle-hole space, and \III =

[cL C]L_k] This Hamiltonian possesses the particle-hole
Symimetry

—Mph"(=k) Mp = h(k), Mp=¢6"' (3.2)
but has no time-reversal symmetry due to the explicit
appearance of “¢” 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 kpodes =

(0,0,+kp). At the proximity of the Weyl nodes, we can
linearize hy such that

ha (0k) = 08 0k, + Y0k, 62 + vidk.6°,  (3.3)
where £ correspond to the two Weyl nodes with opposite
chirality [27], v4 = (A, A, £kr/m) and dk = k — Kyodes-
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 E,Zy =
—Ak, by replacing k, — —i0; 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 £ = 0, we obtain the chiral surface state

e(k%‘ _ k2) e—a;/l

<h sinh (k) |02 = —1),
= (rce) fo* = ~1)

(kia) =

(3.4)

where k = (ky, k) is the in-plane momentum parallel to
the surface, lcoh = 1/mA is the coherence length,

we =/l + K — k2

is the wavenumber that controls the confinement of
the surface state to the vacuum-WSC interface, Ny =
12 +k?— k%

4(kZ -k}
denotes the eigenstate of 62 with eigenvalue —1. No-
tice that there is only one branch of surface states due
to time-reversal symmetry breaking. The Heaviside step
function 0(k% — k?) ensures that t(k;z — o) = 0 for
physical surface state solutions. For [k| — kp (including
the Weyl nodes at k, = +kp), the confinement length for
the surface states diverges, signifying the merger with the

bulk. The surface states exhibit a “Majorana Fermi arc”

(3.5)

is the normalization factor, and |02 = —1)
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FIG. 5: Schematic illustration of the degeneracy in the bulk
band, for bulk eigenenergies E}l’,k [Eq. (3.6)] plotted versus
the standing wave momentum ¢ > 0. Eigenstates are semi-
infinite standing waves in the z-direction [due to the slab ge-
ometry, Fig. 1(b)], plane waves transverse to this with mo-
menta k = (ky,k.). (a) For ki — k2 — k2 — 2m?A? > 0,
there exists a g— < ¢min such that Eg,k = ES_
q € (Gmin,qo]. The minimum of E«?,k is located at gmin =
VK% — k2 —k2—2m2A2. In this region, the two degen-
erate bulk states are \Ifl;\(l)(q,k; z) and \I/l;\(z)(q,k; z). Be-
yond qo, the bulk states are given by %> (¢, k;x). (b) For
k% — kf/ — k2 —2m2?A?% <0, gmin = 0 and there is no degener-

acy for all g. The bulk states are just w§> (¢, k; ).

1k for each

for k, = 0, where E/S%y =0 for 0 < |k.| < kp.

The bulk states are denoted by ¥§__ (¢, k;z), which
are labeled by the transverse momentum k and standing
wave z-momentum ¢ > 0. Such a state has eigenenergy

NES ) = M/22,
(3.6)

The index A = + 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 kj — k2 — k2 — 2m®A® > 0, the bulk scat-
tering states are two-fold degenerate for ¢ < ¢y =

\/21@ — 2k2 — 2k2 — 4m2A2, as illustrated in Fig. 5(a).

For each gmin < q < qo, where gmin = qo/\/§ minimizes

E;’k, we have E};k = E; k- In this region, we identify

two orthonormal states W b(1 )(q,k;x) and W} b(2 )(q,k; x).
For ¢ > qo, degeneracy no longer exists and there is only
one bulk state E’\> (¢,k; z) for each q.

(i) For k% — k7 — k2 —2m>A? < 0, there is no degeneracy
for all ¢ [Fig. 5(b)]. In this case, the bulk states are just
given by 1/)I>’\> (¢, k; x).

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

P+ -k

A2(g? +k2), Fyx=
+ C] + ) €q.k o

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

e [l

where r = (y,2), = n' is the one-component (chiral)
Majorana fermion operator on the surface, and

3r) = oo [0 V)

where ‘V = ? — % is the left-right derivative. The pair-
ing amplitude A sets the “speed of light” for the surface
chiral modes.

dy)n(r) — %A . J] , (3.7)

(3.8)

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 k,. 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 o (T~ — T,
where T~* = —7mi (9; F A d,)n are stress tensor com-
ponents for the 141-D chiral Majorana fermions, ex-
pressed in lightcone coordinates [96]. The operator J*
on the other hand takes the form of a non-abelian cur-
rent in the space of k, channels,

€ . ’
J*(y,2) = — n(y, k=) (—k.) n(y, k) e'k=h)z,

2m k. k'

zRz

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

° TZ/ ke ) (k4 3

x Tr {Qb(iwn + i, k + q)Gp (itwn, k)} ;
(3.9)
where T is temperature, w, = 77(2n + 1) is the Mat-
subara frequency, €2, is the external bosonic frequency,
q = (¢2,9y,¢-) is the external momentum, and k =

H/f bb(Zva Q)



(kz,ky, k2). The bulk Green’s function is defined as

. 1 1
g iwnak = ~ = s ~
o ) —iwy + hi  —wp +bx- &

(3.10)

where by = (Ak,, Ak,,éx). The trace can be evaluated
readily as
Tr [Qb(iwn + i, k+ q)éb(iwn, k)}
2 [(iwn, + Q) (iwy) + brtq - bk
[Cieon + 12m)2 = B o] [(iwn)? = ]

(3.11)

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

T (i, ) = (%)Q/k (e 3) (et 5)

> i (1+ bbk-;)q'bk ) ‘s{(quz;X) _f(bl;/\) 7
N kK bktaqn ) 1m — (Dkq,n — bk, ))
(3.12)
where f(E) = 1/(1 4+ ¢®/T) is the Fermi distribution
function, and bk + = +|bk|. In the g — 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

—1 v .
Hibb(lgmy Q)a

- (3.13)

Ugtl)/(iQM7 q) =
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
by, and is thus valid for all one-band superconductors
with Hamiltonian of the form }Alk = by - 6. 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 E; =
—Aky. 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
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surface states can be expressed as
I (i, 0, 2') = — - i TZ/ kY

Gs(iwn, ks, 2") Qb(zwn +iQ ks 2, )
+Gb (iwn, k; 2, ") Gs (iwp, + i, k; 2/, x)

(3.14)
x Tr

where 1, v € {y, 2}, Go(iwn, k; z, ') and Gs(iw,, k; z, ')
respectively denote the bulk and surface Green’s func-
tions, and k = (ky,k.). The transverse photon mo-
mentum has been sent to zero, appropriate for normal
incidence. The Green’s functions can be expressed via
spectral functions,

. dw'’ -
(iw, k: n_ = s ! k: ! 1
Gbs(iw, k;z,2") / o — w’)Ab’ (W' kyz, "), (3.15)

where the bulk spectral function

Ap(w, k; 2, 2")

w) b . bt o
U@k )y (g, ks
L;;u}AEb e ek )
(3.16)

and the surface spectral function

—2k5(w)
(= B, )% + r(w)?

As(w, k; 2, 2') = U (k; )bt (k; o).

(3.17)
In Eq. (3.16), the summation ), _, sums over the eigen-
states with eigenenergy iE;k and fq =/ %’i integrates
over all scattering wave momenta. kp and ks are re-
spectively the bulk and surface impurity scattering rates,
which can be taken to be 07 in the clean limit. No-
tice that the surface-bulk current-current correlation in
Eq. (3.14) depends separately on x and 2’ due to trans-
lational symmetry breaking.

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

1
I (1Q0m, 0; 2, 27) 5 — / /dw /dw” Kt kY

g [M} Ty x(w' w52, 2'),
h (3.18)
where

Tyx(w' Wz x’)
" E;) DO AED ) B (g ki v @)
= Z —|—D5 " Esy) D° (W', AE? ) XX (g, ks, 2') |

(3.19)



with the broadened Dirac J-functions

S s ) ks (W) /7
D (W', E},) = @ — By, + rs(@) (3.20)
DO (W, AP ) = o (") /m (3.21)

(w// _ )\E}; ) + ﬁb( //)2
and the double-overlap between surface and bulk states

S¥(q,k; z, 2')
(3.22)

= 3 (g, k; ) (k; )0t (ks 2 )yR (g, ks ).

¥$P(q, k;z,2') =

and for k% — kz — kz —2m2A2 <0,

ESb((Lk' z,z’)
= 37T (. s )00 (ks 2)wt (ks 2/ )yl (g, k; ).

By performing analytical continuation

(3.24)

g r(2, 052, 2) = —TIY 3 (iQm — Q + in, 0; 2, 2")

(3.25)
where 7 — 07, we obtain the real part of the retarded
optical conductivity due to surface-bulk transitions

Re UéL”R(Q x, ') = —Im Hfzb r(Q,0;z,2")

//dwk“k”[ Q) =S+ 9)

x Re Iq,k(w,w + Q2 2).

(3.26)

The real part of I} (€2, 0) is irrelevant for optical ab-
sorption and therefore will be neglected for simplicity.

In the clean limit, we can convert D°(wq,ws) — 0(w1 —
wy) and DP(wy,ws) — 6(w; — ws). Using the fact that

¥ (g, k;x,2)) = B (g, k2’ x) (3.27)

and performing the w integral, Re U:g’R(Q; x,2') can be

F U (g, ks ) (ks )t (k; 2 ) W

(g, 2)ys (ks )y (ks )b (g, ks o),
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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 k% — k2 — k2 — 2m*A? > 0,

O<Q<Qmin7

ST (g, )y (k; ) (ks ) W5 (g, k; )

. min < ¢ < qo, (3.23)

) (g, k;2')

q > qo,

(

simplified as

m/reN2 1
(=) = H Y
Re ot (me) 2(m> Q/q,kkk
7082, = 1(EL, +9)]
X 5(E;s€y + Q- E;k) Efl (qa k; xla ZL’)

+ [f(—Egy) = F(—=Egy + )]
x §(~EP\ +Q — E} ) £%,(q,

. (3.28)

—k; 2’ x)

We can proceed further by considering the 7" = 0 limit,
in which the Fermi function becomes f(F) = 6(—F). In
this case, the surface-bulk optical conductivity becomes

2 1/ /’W k dk

w/2 do
o [ S 6B, + @ - B (0 ki ),

2m
(3.29)
where we made a change of coordinates (k,,k,) =
k(sind, cos 6) and repeated indices are not summed over.
The constraint k;g + k;f < kj% for the surface states is now
automatically satisfied. By expressing the § function as

Re oly p(Q;2,2") = 27T

-1

OEP
OB, +Q-EQ) = ). | S| b(a - a).
Py WO}
aHerRt ’

(3.30)



where

ql((ié \/—m2A2 — kit Qm\/AQ,‘ii — 2Ak,Q + Q2
(3.31)
solve E,‘Zy +Q— E;k = 0, we can eliminate the ¢ integral,
yielding

Re ol (s z,2')
ATy %

_5“”<€2)/kpkdk/ﬂ/2d9
Q m 0 2 Jy 2m \/A2I€i—2A/€yQ+Q2

b

(a)

j: q .k
% kQ

a=+1, qk,sz
qpert

Re T2, (4%, k; 2, 2),

(3.32)
where the sum over @« = =1 takes the two roots in
Eq. (3.31) into account. The constraint ql((ag)Z €R' on
allowed standing wave momenta is crucial, and restricts
the domains of the remaining k and 6 integrations [via

Eq. (3.31)]. In Egs. (3.31) and (3.32), the wavenumber
Kk controls the confinement depth of the surface states,
see Egs. (3.4) and (3.5).

From Eq. (2.20), the absorbance due to surface bulk
transition is
16m K

Al = =2 Tm QM

3 (3.33)

where

Im QM (Q2) = —Q/ e X" Re U_fb’fR(Q; x, ) ek’
x,z’ >0
(3.34)

and K = \/)\22 — K? in the clean limit. Introducing the

dimensionless quantities k* = kt/kp, ¢ = q/kp, Ry =
ki /kr [Bq. (3.5)], and Q = Q/Akp = Q/Ag, where Ay
is the pairing energy, the absorbance can be expressed as

K

Al = Fr(Q), (3.35)
k'Flcoh
where the dimensionless integral Fhi g given by
x/2 i
Fr(Q) / k dk / do kHEH
/%12( 2/41 Q402
—ky + 0 .
X Z o Re J*, o
a==+1, qf(,fl ’
iae”
(3.36)

in which repeated indices are again not summed over.
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The dimensionless function jﬂ’a) o8 due to the integral
Q0>

T = k%lcoh/ e NP (g, k2l w) e, (3.37)
x,x’' >0

q,

which is just the integrated double-overlap between the
surface and bulk states with a London response weight.
The detailed form of J;bf( can be found in Appendix C.

In Fig. 2, we plot the absorbance A(2) 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
Q = 2Ay. Since the coherence length I, increases with
the spatial extent of the surface state, a larger [, re-
sults in an enhanced overlap between the bulk and sur-
face states. However, at the same time, a larger [ 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 lcn 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 24 for its yy component, and slightly above
Ag for its zz component. Interestingly, the positions of
these peaks are nearly independent of Aj, in the type II
limit. As Ap 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 6, our numerics reveal that the peaks in
F mainly come from the contribution at the vicinity of
k = kp, 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,k2) ~ (kp,0). In this region, the transitions origi-
nate from surface band with energy ~ —Akpg to the bulk
band with energy ~ Akp, resulting in a sharp peak at
Q = 2Aq. 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.
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IV. DISORDERED BULK OPTICAL RESPONSE temperature Keldysh response theory [33, 98]. We con-
sider spin-1/2 electrons with p + ip pairing as in HeA
A. Keldysh formalism [28-30]; the formalism can be directly applied to other

symmetries. The Keldysh generating function is [34]

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

[ i/xx/zp(w x) G w;x, X)) Y(w, x') ]
z= [pipven| g 3 [ {mid[Sose]a} {wl [peeTolun) | G
ac{l,2}
E / [Aato =) - B (=T )+ Al =) - 91 F o]

where the &' and 7/ respectively denote Pauli matrices acting on the spin-1/2 and Keldysh spaces. In Eq. (4.1),
summations over ¢ € {1,2,3} and ! € {z,y, z} are assumed. The fermionic field ¢ = 9, s(¢, x), where the Keldysh index
a € {1,2} corresponds to the {forward, backward} time contour, and the spin index s € {f,]}. The noninteracting
Green’s function in the space-time basis is given by

. A /. . iGr iG< _ <T (t, )}ZJ( )> < ( )w(tv )>
Gt 33, x') = LG> zGJ [w (L) D))y, (Tw(t,x) o, '>}’ (4.2)

where T and T 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
it (t,%) [A z? ]wa (t,x)
annihilates a local spin-triplet Cooper pair.

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

A =Ag+ Aq, A =Aq— A (4.3)

Decoupling the pairing interaction by Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, we have
2/ D(w,x) G Hw; x,X') Y(w, ')
/ [Aa(w =) $@)P (=i V)9() + Aq(w — ) d(w) (i V()]

+Z*/ Azl*A + AzlAzl*)

= /D@DwDADA exp (4.4)

A (w + ') [ (@) )5'82 T (w }
AL+ ) [bw) (V)20 ()]

/ww’x —A”*(w+W)[1/JT Ze G }

—A (W + ) [¢T(w)§2§i(—i€)z¢(w/)}
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1. Keldysh and “thermal” rotations

The inverse Green’s function can be written as

G wix,x') = ULo Mp(w) Gy M (wix, x') Mp(w) Uy 72, (4.5)
where

Gp(w) = (w+int® —ho)™Y, Uo = %(IJM‘#), Mp(w) = B F_(f)} , and F(w) = tanh (%) (4.6)

with g being the static single particle Hamiltonian and 7 — 07. The diagonal components of én correspond to the

retarded and advanced non-interacting Green’s functions. We can remove the distribution function F(w) from the
non-interacting part of the fermionic action through the following non-unitary transformation [34],

Y(w,x) = 73 ULo Mp(w) ¢(w, x), b — P(w,x) Mp(w) Uly. (4.7)

The Keldysh function then becomes

z/ l&(w,x)é;l(w;x,x’)w(w,x’)

2 w,w’,x

_ _ ilx A il NIES
:/Dtz/)DADA exp H*/ (Ag"Ad +AqAd") . (4.8)

Aa(er = /) 9() M (@) M () (<19 )y ) ]
+Aq(w — ') P(w) M (W) Np () (~i ¥ ) (o)

Ad(w + ) [$(w) (V)85 M ()7 M ()T ()

/ +ANw + ) [&w z% 018882 Mg (w) M E ()T (W)

warin | =A@+ 0) |97 ()36 M )7 Mp (o
A+ ) |07 ()55 M) M (o

N | .

where the thermal matrix Mp (w) 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
z% AN (w4 W) = id Sypw0, ALY z? Ot 00 Aqw+uw) =As(w+w) =0, (4.9)
where d is just the (unnormalized) d-vector order parameter [28-30]. Together with the properties
PN (~w) = —Mpw), Np'w) = Mr(w), (4.10)

the static mean-field Keldysh function can be recast as
z/ @(w,x)é;l(w;x, x)(w, x")
w,x,x’

Aa(w — &) () Mg (@) M (o) (i ¥ )b (w)
+Aq4(w—w) ,(/;((JJ)MF((U)T MF(w )(—l?)lb(w/) . (4.11)

Z. 5(w)(d - )31 (~w)
" /
x| i T (~w)PL82(d" - 8)ub(w)

i
:/D&Dw exp _Q/W’w,x




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]

X = {§2%11§1¢T]7 (4.12)

X _ [’lL _ngQ%IEI]:_XT(éQé_l%Iil’

which carry discrete particle-hole (o), Keldysh (7) and
spin (s) indices. In addition, x possesses a continuous fre-
quency |w| index ranging over the positive real axis, and a
discrete sign index 3 = sgn(w) € {4+, —}. The Pauli ma-
trix in Eq. (4.13) is defined as (w| 2! |w') = 27 6(w + ).
Eq. (4.11) can be expressed compactly as

(i) } }

1 AL 1
[oxen{s [ x|Gae- 32

(4.13)

(4.14)
where
Ggye = 6°w +int?6® — & 3 hgde, (4.15)
. hg —id-3

= - , 4.16
BdG |:d*'\ _§2h8'§2:|0 ( )

and

A (%) = Ad(w — o', X) Aar(w, W)

+AQ(W —w’,x) &q(wvw/L (417)

with
Aea(w,w') = Mp(w)o®Mp(w'), (4.18
Aqw,w') = Mp(w)?ted Mp(w'). (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 A. We assume that the static impurity potential
u(x) is Gaussian distributed

Pl =exp |- [ 0.

where g = Yo /7o characterizes the width of the distri-
bution. Here, T¢ = 1/(27el), 7ol is the elastic scattering
time, and v is the density of states per spin species at
the Fermi surface. The disordered part of the action is

(4.20)

7

Sdis = §/X(X)U(X)X(X) (4.21)
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We average over the disorder potential u to get
() = [Durti e |- [ xuten]
{5 [7[(5) ()]}
o]~ [war- 5 [ (o]}

(4.22)
where we have perform a Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-

mation by introducing the matrix field Q. By integrating
out the fermionic field x, the action becomes

1 A N
S = 17 / Q% - fTrlog Goac +i1Q — A-ve|,
(4.23)
where Gpqg is the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BAG) 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 @ and setting 55/6Q|Q:Qsp =0, we have

1 4 1 1
5 Qsp = 5 X| 57— %), (4.24)
29 27 Gpyg +1Qsp
or
—1 A 1
stp:/AA — —,  (4.25)
g k 630 + 7363 — 63hedc + 1Qsp
where [, = [ & (%)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

. [Qll Q12 } 23 (4.26)

Qe = Q21 —Qn -

We then compute the matrix elements of Eq. (4.25) on
both sides. For the WSC that we are studying, the BAG
Hamiltonian in Eq. (3.1b) corresponds to a d-vector d =
iA(ky + iky)#, as in HeA [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
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FIG. 6: Plot of the frequency dependence of I'(w) based
on self-consistently solving Eq. (4.29) at different disorder

strengths Te = 1/27.
and solve
Qu
_ZgV()/dEk/ —lwFiQu)
A —(w +1iQ11)% + A2sin®(0) + &3’
(4.27)
where Ay = Akp is the pairing energy and we have con-
verted
/ ~ vy /dék (4.28)
k
with d€); = sinfdf d¢. The integrals can be done ana-

lytically, the result is

1 w+iQ11 1 AV
= _— h _—
Qu 27 < Ay ) tan <w +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 Qs and just
take

1
o 363 (w),

Qsp(w) =

(4.30)

where I'(w) = 27 Re@q1. In particular, in the weak
disorder limit, I'(w) can be approximated as

w+1in

_ Ag
tanh ™! [ —— Te A
A, (W‘H’?)]’ <2
(4.31)

I'(w) ~ Re [
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where n — 07. In Fig. 3, we plot the self-consistent
solution of I'(w) based on Eq. (4.29).

For weak disorder, I'(w) is well-approximated by
Eq. (4.31) and has two pronounced coherence peaks lo-
cated at w = £Aj. The gapless nature of I'(w) origi-
nates from the nodal points of the system. As the scat-
tering rate Y 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]

&3, Yo > Ag.

(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
Q3 "¢ is independent of Te (see Appendix D for a re-
view).

C. Linear response optical conductivity

The retarded linear response conductivity is defined as

62 1 52 [ C|,Aq]

— = 4.
Q2 5Ac| Q §Aq —Q (4.33)

Ugtll/R(Q) =

A=0

In the following, we evaluate oy »(€2) by expanding [via
Eq. (4.23)]

Si[Q] = *%Tr log [GB‘jG +iQ — A- VF} (4.34)

up to second order in A and neglecting fluctuations of
Q by setting Q = QSp7 as given by Eq.(4.30). Then, up
to irrelevant constants, S, becomes

$:[Qs] = SV [Qup] + SP[Qp] + O(A’)
= 1TF [QTA VF] + ETI’ [C;T.Zl VF] 2+ O(AS)
2 4 ’
(4.35)
where
QT = BdG + ZQSP (4.36)

By taking partial trace over frequency and momentum,
the second order term can be expanded as
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o= [ 3w

i,7=cl,q

(4.37)

r(p,w+ w)A(w, k)yi(w +w',w') - VF(P)]
x Gy <p, NA;(~w, —k)5; (W, w + ) ve(p) |

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
52 5(2)[Qsp]
5Ac| 004y _a

—2x2x—/ Te [0 (0. 2+ )50 + )G (b Vgl 2 + )] (D) (). (4.38)
A= W’

where the factor of 2 x 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 Py—, = %(1 + A73) such that

= /p Z Ty 05 (P)0%(P),

A=0 W AN = (4.39)
Ty =Tr [Pkgr(p, Q+ w)3a(Q+ W', ') Py Gy (p, W Aq(w', X+ w’)} .

325 [Qs)
6Ac| Q 5Aq -0

The trace that appears in the integrand can be evaluated to give
Tiy =Flw)tys, Ty =[F(w) = Flwg)] t4—, T4 =0, T__=-F(w)t—, (4.40)
where

2(82 + AZsin®(0) + @y a2 1)

t)\)\/ = . (441)
wi )\ — &2 — Afsin (0)} [ww\, e AY sinz(ﬁ)}
Here 6 is the polar angle in p space and
wl,:l: = w1 :|: 5 I‘(wl), WQ_’:‘: = Wy :t F(WQ). (442)
Tel Tel
We now convert f = [dE f . The £ integral can be done by the contour method. The results are
-
Ly = / Ti, = ™ Zuesenw) o T se0ws) | (4.43a)
& Wi+ T W24 \/wi+ — A2sin?(6) \/w§7+ — A2sin?(6)
2mi w1 + sgn(wi) wa,— sgn(ws)
I+_ = T+_ = + [F(wl) — F(LUQ)] s (443b)
g Wit — W, \/wi L — AZsin®(0) \/w%_ — AZsin?(6)
271 _ _
I = / T = ™ Ziosenlw)  waosenlws) | g (4.43¢)
g w1,— — W2, _\/wif — AZsin?(0) \/w§’7 EAY: sin2(6)_

65 [Qs))?

5A§ Q 6A: Q

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

Notice that

= 0 and therefore does not contribute to oy (€2). By combining the results in Eq. (4.33)

Re o p(0) =~ x & {F / I )S(Qw',w’,e)me(mw')F<w’>]}, (1.44)



where function the S is defined via
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w1 + sgn(wy) g + sgn(wz)

S(wy,ws,0) =Im

Wi+ T @2+ \/wi_ir — AZsin®(6) \/w§7+ — AZsin?(6)

Tb. (4.45)

@14 sgn(wi) @2, sgn(ws)

+

We can perform the angular integrations exactly to
finally obtain

Re JS;R(Q) B i/oo
20

dw T (2 4 w,w)
Odc

— 00

X [F(Q+w) — F(w)], (4.46)

where 04 = €2(2v9) D is the normal state dc conductivity
and D = v%m /3 is the diffusion constant. The kernel in
Eq. (4.46) is given by

T (w1, w2)

-(D“V (wA1;)+) _ pmv (WX;:)-
Wi+ — W2+

= Yylm - - (4.47)

-(D/‘U (wAl'[)+> _ P (wAzof)_ )

Wi,4+ — W2,—

where
O (v) = {% [—v+ (1+0?) coth™ v] } ,  (4.48a)
for p € {z,y},

O (v) = {g [v+ (1 —v?) coth™" v] } , (4.48b)

O (w) =0, p#r. (4.48c¢)

Notice that Eq. (4.48) implies that the bulk optical con-
ductivity is purely diagonal. Egs. (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, Ag — 0, T'(w) — 1 and ®¥Y, $** —
1/3. As a result, J" (wi,ws) — 30" 2 and

14+ (w1 —w2)?T,
we recover the Drude conductivity

el

Re 040(2) = 6" 0ac/ [1 + (Q7a)?] - (4.49)

In Fig. 3, we plot the zero-temperature optical conduc-
tivity based on Eqgs. (4.46)—(4.48) with different disorder
strengths T¢. For weak disorder [Fig. 3(a)], the behav-
ior of Re oy () is similar to the Mattis-Bardeen result

Fro @ |\ Joh, - Adsin?(0)  \Jwmd_ — Asin®(0)

(

for s-wave superconductors [5]. This is despite the fact
that for the WSC studied here, the response is nonzero
even when Q < 2Aq due to the point-node nature of the
bulk pairing. For large frequencies (2 > Ay), the pair-
ing gap does not play a role anymore and Re o, ()
approaches Re ofy | (€2). As the disorder strength be-
comes stronger, impurities gradually fill the gap and the
scattering rate ~ I'(w) is no longer gapless, as shown in
Fig. 6. Consequently, the zero-frequency response is no
longer vanishing and Re o/ (w) 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 Y dominates
over the pairing gap Aq 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



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 sy, 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 UTey [72-88].
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Appendix A: Bulk scattering states

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

h(—i0,, k) Y} (¢. k;2) = NES Ui (g kz), (A1)

where A = £1, k = (ky, k), ¢ > 0 is a standing-wave
momentum in the x-direction, and the bulk eigenenergy
is

2 2 2
. 3 +K2—k
Eby = \/e%k A2 k), Egu= TS TF

(A2)
By imposing the boundary condition that

YR(g, k2 =0) =0

and requiring w?\ (¢,k; x — 00) to be finite, we obtain the
bulk states in the following two cases:

(i) k2 — ki — k2 —2m2A% >0
As discussed in Sec. IIT A, we have to consider degeneracy

in this case. For gmin < ¢ < qo, we choose the following
positive-energy orthonormal states

(A3)

YP<(q,k; ) +i9°<(q, k; z)

b(1) . _
\I])\:+1(q7k7‘r) - Nb(l) ) (A4)
q,k
b< k: _sab< k:
W (g lr) = ORI -y
N‘q’k
where the normalization constants are
1 1
= : (A6)
b(1 _
qu(k) 2 —2a(q, k)
1 1
= AT
NEE 24 2a(g, k)’ (A7)

and the function a(g,k) will be defined below.
YP<(q,k; ) and ¢°<(q,k;z) are two non-orthogonal but
independent positive-energy bulk states given by

YO (qyz) =

A R K
P | ] v [id]

(A8)
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this case is
¢ (g:2) = e k| i
|:92(qa k):| eiq:v + gQ(ka)] e—iqw o ’Uq7k€z¢q‘k
fik(qvk) fl(qvk) 1 Uy 1
. _ i : b> . _ q, —iqx
M g2(q—, k) iq_x 92(q-, k) —iq_x ¢+1 (¢, k;x) = gk [_ —idy k:| € )
k + [_ff(q—ak) c * _fl(q—7k) c N;i Ya,k€
(A9)
Here, we have defined the following functions — [g%k] e~ Nk
q,k
(iky — g)mA (A21)
fi(g k) =— p ) (A10) where
m(Eqx — Ep K)
K) =— 2 ekl All 1 3
fa(4. k) P (A11) s = |5 (1 g ) (A22)
’rTL(eS~ k+ EP ) 0.k
: Vo = 1| £ (1= Sak (A23)
¢_(¢,k) = \/Qk% —2k2 — 2k2 — g% — 4m2A2,  (A13) ok T2 EP )
and the normalization constants are Agk = \/q2 + 2k2 + 2k2 — 2kF, + 4m2A2, (A24)
1 |f1(a, K[> + f2(g, k)? 17" Pqx = arg(q + iky), ) (A25)
—_= q- , (Al4 A(Agk — ky)eToax
N [+ S0P+ paoaon| B Qs — k)
! - Chgk = o tak (A26)
kT L fnct Eb . +2mA? |
i
1-1
1 (¢, %) |* + g2(g, k)* ( Vg k (
— = q— (A15) Ok = (cy gk +c, ,k)u k> A27)
MPy [ = (1 f1(a— KPP+ g2(g-, K)?) ‘ TR T
- CI)q’k = (—nyq’ke TE 40y gk T )'quk, (A28)
and
1 2
= A29
7T e A
is the normalization constant.
In all the cases, the negative energy solution is related
(A30)

Y°<(q,k; ) and ¢®<(q, k; z) satisfy the following prop-
to the positive one via particle-hole symmetry

erties
(oo}
/ dzp°<T(¢  k; 2) ¥*<(q, k; ) =270(q — ¢'), (A16)
/ dz ¢*<1 (¢ k; ) ¢°< (¢, k; 2) =276(q — ¢'), (A1T)
¢E1(Q» k; LE) = 6-1 [1/}31 (q7 _k; l’)] "
(il) k% — k2 — k2 —2m*A% <0
In this regime, there is no degeneracy for all ¢ > 0. The

0
0
and have nonzero overlap
o0
/ dz °<1 (¢ k; 1) 9°<(q, k; ) = ia(q) 276(q — ¢),
0
(A18) bulk states are simply given by Eq. (A21).
where
Im f1(g, k) q
a(g, k) = 5 [92(¢, k) — fa(g, k)] |1+ — . Appendix B: Meissner effect and temperature
Nq,qu,k 7- dependence of the penetration depth
(A19)
In this Appendix, we corroborate the discussion of the
Meissner effect in WSCs in Sec. IA 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

The states lI/l;\(l)T and \I'l;\(z)Jr are constructed in such a
originates from the paramagnetic current-current corre-

lation function, it is sufficient to study the T-dependence

(A20)

way that they are orthonormal according to
b(i b(j
| e (¢ )0 k) = 2m00a - 405

0
For g > qo, there is no degeneracy. The bulk state in



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

1Y%, (i = 0,q = 0)

1 2 o ;
=3 (%) T%;/I(Tr[kygb(iwn,k)kygb(iwmk)

e\? B8 2 2 »BEﬁ
) 5/1(’%%“1 (2 ’

f (27r 3’ g =
\/512( + A2(k2 + k2). At low temperature, the dominate

contribution comes from the Weyl nodes. We can thus
linearize EP [cf. Eq. (3.3)] and rescale the coordinates to
remove the velocity anisotropy such that

(B1)

where [, 1/T and Ep =

1Y%, (i, = 0,q = 0)
e B__1 OFj e 2 (B0k) o (B2)
T 2m22 AYkp/m) Js 2 ’

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

e? Tr? 1
_— [ ——— ) ~ T~ B
2m 45 (A4kpﬂ4) (B3)

Similarly, we can show that the zz component is

Hgg,l,R(Ov O) =

. 62 4kp 2
H7%6,2(0,0) = “om \m2paz ) Te. (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

H?{yss(ZQn =0,q=0;z, 1'/)

1)

X Z/kTr [kygs(iwn,k;x,x')kygs(iwn,k;x’,x)}

Nl € 2@ 2 2 % sS (1. /
~ (%) 4/kkysech ( S ) S, o), (B5)
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where k = (ky, k.) and

w5 (ko a) = [0 (ko) [ (ks a)[*. (B6)

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

H?ZS,R(O,O;x,x’)
w/’“F dk., /v : dk, 12
VE Rz 2m Ry
A
x sech? (62]%> 2% (ky,

e\? /3 2 2
~ (= h
>~ ( ) 2(2 )2 /O dky ky sec

kr
X / dk, ¥%(ky, = 0,k,; z,2")
0

= kaz;xax/)

(=)

( c )2 ! i S5 (ky = 0, ks 2, 2)
- — - TN A z - b Z; 1'7 X
m/ 12B2A3 [, Y

~ T2, (B7)
The zz component can be evaluated in a similar manner,
but one has to be more careful. We write

7% r(0,0;2,2") ~ 51 + Sy, (B8)
where
S . 26 kF dk \/k —k2 dk
. Vil w L
Ak,
x k2 sech® (521@> ¥#(ky = 0,kz;2,2")  (BY)
and
Slzﬂ/dek/v 2 dk,
2= 2 VR o

Ak 19%%s
2 h2 /8 Y -
Xk sec ( AACKL:

k§> . (B10)

ky=0

First, consider

oreN B 24) [P
s1=- () (2)(4)(277)26/0 b= b
x tanh (iA\/k% — kg) Y¥(ky =0,k z,2)
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(B11)

The first term just gives us a T-independent constant.

One can show that the second term gives a strongly sub-



leading 7% dependence. Meanwhile, for T — 0,

1 /en2 ﬁ kr 282255
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Hence, for T' — 0,
7% r(0,0; 7, x') =81 + Sg ~ T2, (B13)

meaning that the zz component of the surface current-
current correlation function only renormalizes the coeffi-
cient of T? 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 IT{"}, (0, 0;x,2") using the exact bulk and

J

(i) k2 — k2 — k2 — 2m®A% > 0
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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

H@{ib’R(O, 0;z,2') ~ T*,

zz . ’ 2
1,sb,R(0707xax) ~ T,

(B14)
(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 7.

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

The integral appeared in Eq. (3.37) of the main text
T = Kolean / e gk ) ()
T,z >

can be evaluated exactly. Due to the possible degeneracy
in the bulk band discussed in Sec. IIT A, we consider the
following two cases:
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Appendix D: Mattis-Bardeen formula in dirty s-wave superconductors

In this Appendix, we compute the s-wave superconductor saddle point Qip_ Wave 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 heag = €k 63 + Ao o
where Ay 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]
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2
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(D1)

with 2, a momentum-independent diagonal matrix. As a result, the Green’s function can be diagonalized by U, as
well,

5 1 N 1 N
gs—wave — = Uw ~ — — " Ut;l
T 630 + 2777'30'3 _ UgthG + ZQS wave [Ew A+ ,L-Uw—ngp—waver} (DZ)
Using the knowledge of the normal metal saddle point Q;‘,‘fta' =5 | 7363, we have
_ 1 o o aan_ 1 sgn(w) 73 w —Ap
s—wave — Uw 323 1 _ D
® @) 27l T e 27y V(w+int3)2 — AZ Ay —w (D3)
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In the Ay = 0 limit, we recover the normal metal saddle point Qmeta'. Note that QS_""""E can alternatively be obtained

by solving the Usadel equation [33].

sp sp

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 A and evaluate the expression in Eq. (4.38), but with Gy — G "*° given by Eq. (D2).

By converting fp — vy [dE[ dff’ and using the integral

/ Ve (P)vr(P)

[Eutw 03 + Y1308 — Ep] (B o® +iYar¥ 0 — &p)

~ 2wy D (1 - 57_3[,3,7.3'03/) o, (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

2
e 1 (mvyD
i) = 305 { 1
where [ , = Cé—“:r/. By recognizing that %l

Mattis-Bardeen result

T r(Q) =

/ Tt Va1 P67 05 LA + o) O 226305 g (o, 2 + )| } o™, (D5)

U,#3630U7" is nothing but the s-wave saddle point Q%;"2"¢, we arrive the

sp

Q

TOdc / [AF + (2 + w')w'] sgn(w') sgn(2 + ')
W’ V(Q+w)2 - AW — A2

} [F(Q+w') - F(w’)]} o, (D6)

where it is understood that the integral over w’ excludes regions with w? — AZ < 0 and (2 + w’)? — AZ < 0. Here,
o4c = €2(21p) D is the Drude conductivity in the normal state. In the T' = 0 limit, the above integral can be performed

analytically, resulting in

2A¢ Q—2A
S,V o

> 4A <Q—2A0

>] (2 — 209) 61, (D7)

Q Q4247

where E and K are complete elliptical integrals. We note that a similar derivation based on the (Q-matrix non-linear
o model in the Matsubara formalism also appeared in a recent study [93].
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