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Breaking of time-reversal and point-group spatial symmetries can have a profound impact on superconduc-
tivity. One of the most extraordinary effects, due to the application of a magnetic field, is represented by the
Abrikosov vortices with charged supercurrents circulating around their cores. Whether a similar phenomenon
can be obtained by exploiting spatial symmetry breaking, e.g. through electric fields or mechanical strain, is a
fundamentally relevant but not yet fully settled problem. Here, we show that in two-dimensional spin-singlet
superconductors with unusually low degree of spatial symmetry content, vortices with supercurrents carrying
angular momentum around the core can form and be energetically stable. The vortex has zero net magnetic
flux since it is made up of counter-propagating Cooper pairs with opposite orbital moments. By solving self-
consistently the Bogoliubov- de Gennes equations in real space, we demonstrate that the orbital vortex is stable
and we unveil the spatial distribution of the superconducting order parameter around its core. The resulting
amplitude has a characteristic pattern with a pronounced angular anisotropy that deviates from the profile of
conventional magnetic vortices. These hallmarks guide predictions and proposals for the experimental detec-
tion.

A vortex in a superfluid or superconductor is a point-like
hole which around its core is marked by a phase gradient ve-
locity field of the particles forming the bosonic or fermionic
condensate. Since its original prediction [1] and investigation
[2] in superfluid helium, vortices have been successfully ob-
served in a broad range of systems including liquid helium[3–
5], ultracold atomic gases [6], photon fields [7] and exciton-
polariton superfluids [8, 9]. In superconductors, vortices carry
quantized magnetic fluxes and typically arrange themselves
in regular structures. This prediction [10] has been firmly
demonstrated by imaging and spectroscopic techniques [11–
13] in a large variety of so-called type-II superconductors,
thus paving the way to a sparkling development of novel ef-
fects and phenomena with vortex quantum matter.

While in superconductors the connection between vortices
and magnetic field or time-reversal symmetry breaking is well
settled, whether vortex structures can be induced by breaking
spatial symmetries is an open and challenging problem. In
this context, structural and bulk inversion symmetry break-
ing, leading to Rashba [14] and Dresselhaus [15] spin-orbit
coupling respectively, or lack of rotational or mirror symme-
tries, e.g. by built-in electric or strain fields, can play a rel-
evant role. Non-centrosymmetric superconductors have been
proposed to host anomalous Abrikosov vortices [16, 17] but
in the presence of applied magnetic fields, whose unconven-
tional character can also arise from parity mixing of spin-
singlet and spin-triplet pairs [18, 19], magnetoelectric effects
[20, 21], nonstandard Andreev states [22, 23], and topological
phases [24–26]. As it concerns electrical manipulation, the
recent observations [27] of critical supercurrent suppression
in metallic superconductors by gating and of other anoma-
lous effects [28–37], further underline a profound complexity,
not yet fully uncovered, behind the coupling between super-
conductivity, point group symmetry breaking, and electric or
strain fields.

In this Letter, we tackle this fundamental problem and
demonstrate the formation in 2D superconductors with very
low crystalline symmetry of a vortex phase with zero net mag-
netic flux and spin-singlet pairs having non-vanishing orbital
moments. This phenomenon relies on the direct coupling be-
tween the atomic orbital angular momentum L and the crys-
tal wave-vector k via the orbital-driven Rashba coupling [38–
41] due to crystalline potentials or externally applied electric
fields that break spatial inversion. We find that the orbital
Rashba coupling (αOR) can induce and stabilize the nucle-
ation of a vortex state made of counter-propagating Cooper
pairs having total spin zero and opposite angular momentum
associated with atomic orbital moments. Hallmarks of the or-
bital vortex state are represented by an inhomogeneous pat-
tern of charge-neutral supercurrents with three-dimensional
orbital moment textures, and a distinctive angular profile of
the spatial amplitude of the order parameter around the vor-
tex core. On the basis of symmetry constraints, electric field
and/or strain turn out to be the most prospective means to gen-
erate and manipulate orbital vortices.

Model. In order to address the role of point-group sym-
metries and orbital degrees of freedom in setting out a vortex
phase, we consider a multi-orbital 2D electronic system that
includes both mirror and rotation symmetry breaking inter-
actions. A minimal description can be based on three bands
arising from atomic orbitals spanning an L = 1 angular mo-
mentum subspace, such as p or d orbitals. For convenience
we refer to orbitals localized at the site of a square lattice (Fig.
1(a)) with |0〉l (l = (a,b,c)) representing Wannier states with
zero angular momentum configurations, i.e. α〈0|L̂|0〉α = 0
(Fig. 1a). In this basis, the angular momentum components
are given by L̂k = iεklm, with εklm the Levi-Civita tensor. The
breaking of inversion and of the horizontal mirror symmetry
Mz, e.g. due to structural inversion asymmetry and tunable
by externally applied electric fields, sets out an orbital Rashba
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FIG. 1. (a) Illustration of the electron distribution associated with
atomic orbitals having zero (a) and non-vanishing (b,c) projections of
the angular momentum components Lα with α = (a,b,c) indicating
the (dxz,dyz,dxy) states. Sketch of +1 (b) and −1 (c) configurations
with collinear orbital moments for various L̂ components. Since the
orbital density is the same for the± states, we use a clockwise or an-
ticlockwise arrow to indicate the opposite angular momentum along
a given direction. Here, |±〉c = 1√

2
(∓i|0〉a + |0〉b) and similar su-

perpositions apply for |±〉a,|±〉b. Taking for example the Lc projec-
tion, single electrons (d) or electron pairs (e) with opposite velocities
and angular momentum lead to a current with non-zero orbital mo-
mentum. For an orbital vortex we have opposite sign in the circular
velocity and orbital momentum (f).

interaction that couples the atomic angular momentum L with
the crystal wave-vector k. The residual vertical mirror sym-
metries (Mx and My) as well as the C4 rotation around the ẑ
axis can be broken for instance by local built-in elecric fields
or inhomogeneous strains. This additional symmetry lower-
ing can be included by terms that involve the product of dis-
tinct orbital angular momentum components. Hence, assum-
ing a conventional s-wave spin-singlet pairing due to a local
attraction, the Hamiltonian in real space can be expressed as
[28, 41, 42]:

H = ∑
〈i, j〉

Ψ†(i)Ĥ(i, j)Ψ( j) , (1)

with

Ĥ(i, j) = (t̂i, j−µδi, j)τz + ∆̂τxδi, j (2)

within the spinorial basis Ψ†(i) = (Ψ†
↑(i),Ψ↓(i)) assuming

that Ψ†
σ (i) = (c†

i,0a,σ ,c
†
i,0b,σ ,c

†
i,0c,σ ), τi are the Pauli matri-

ces in the particle-hole space, δi, j is the Kronecker delta
function. Here, cr,0α σ is the canonical electron annihila-
tion operator at the position r, with spin σ and zero or-
bital polarization components (α = (a,b,c)). The general-
ized hopping matrix is expressed as t̂i, j = −tL̂2

a− iαORL̂b +

γ
2 (L̂

2
c + L̂2

b− L̂2
a)+ tm[{L̂a, L̂c}+{L̂b, L̂c}] if the bond < i, j >

is along x, while t̂i, j = −tL̂2
b − iαORL̂a +

γ
2 (L̂

2
c + L̂2

a − L̂2
b) +

tm[{L̂a, L̂c}+ {L̂b, L̂c}] for y direction, with {Â, B̂} indicat-
ing the anticommutator. αOR is the strength of the orbital
Rashba coupling whose structure in momentum space reads
as Ôor = sin(kx)L̂b− sin(ky)L̂a [43]. We also notice that upon
a C4 rotation kx → ky, ky →−kx and the same applies to the
angular momentum components, i.e. L̂a → L̂b, L̂b → −L̂a,
L̂c → L̂c. Furthermore, for the mirror symmetry My we have
that ky → −ky (kx and kz stay unchanged) while the angu-
lar momentum is a pseudovector and hence the component
perpendicular to the mirror plane does not transform, i.e.
L̂b → L̂b, while the other are inverted, i.e. La → −L̂a and
Lc →−L̂c. On the basis of these symmetry transformations,
we have that the orbital Rashba interaction term breaks only
the horizontal mirror symmetry Mz while tm breaks the verti-
cal mirrors and rotations. Note that γ is an orbital dependent
anisotropic term that is instead compatible with a C4v point
group. Concerning the superconducting order parameter, we
consider a conventional scenario with only local s-wave spin-
singlet pairs with intra- and inter-orbital components. The
general structure of ∆̂ in the orbital space can be expressed
in the following form, ∆̂ = 1

2 ∑l,m gαβ ∆αβ (L̂α · L̂β + L̂β · L̂α )
with gαβ being the orbital dependent pairing interaction and
∆αβ (r) = 〈cr,0α↑cr,0β ↓〉 the related superconducting order pa-
rameters.

Here, 〈...〉 stands for the ground-state expectation value.
Due to the structure of ∆̂ we observe that the intra- and inter-
orbital components of the order parameter (OP) have different
symmetry properties. The intra-orbital terms ∆αα are gener-
ally non-vanishing with the point-group symmetries that only
pose constraints on their specific amplitudes. On the other
hand, since ∆αβ is local and transforms as (L̂α · L̂β + L̂β · L̂α)
then, it can change sign upon rotation and vertical mirror sym-
metry transformation, thus resulting into a vanishing ampli-
tude. A lack of these symmetries is thus required to have
an amplitude ∆αβ different from zero. More details about
the symmetry property of the superconducting order param-
eters are reported in the supplemental material [43]. Such
low symmetry content can be encountered at the surface or
interface due to, e.g., atomic termination profiles, strain or ex-
ternal electric field gradients. Alternatively, the point group
symmetries can be intrinsically broken by an unusually low
crystalline symmetry arrangement.

Now, we show that, if these order parameters have a non-
trivial spatial dependence, akin to pair density waves with
specific relations among their amplitudes and relative phases,
a vortex state with electron pairs having non-vanishing and
collinear orbital moments can be obtained. This outcome is
directly accessible by firstly observing that for any compo-
nent of the orbital angular momentum one can construct pairs
with±2 total projection. Indeed, for electron pairs with paral-
lel orbital moments oriented along α we have that η+,α(r) =
〈cr,+α↑cr,+α↓〉 and η−,α(r) = 〈cr,−α ,↑cr,−α ,↓〉 . Then, we notice
that from the structure of the single particle states having ±1
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orbital moment, η± is expressed as a combination of intra- and
inter-orbital pairing amplitudes. For instance, η±,c is given by

η±,c(r) =
[

1
2
(−∆aa(r)+∆bb(r))± i∆ab(r)

]
, (3)

and similar expressions can be obtained for the other compo-
nents η±,a and η±,b [43]. Hence, to describe a vortex phase
with electron pairs having equal orbital moments (i.e. or-
bitally polarized), the order parameter has to be expressed as
η±(r) = f (r)exp[±iθ(r)], whose non-trivial phase winding
has opposite sign for the corresponding ± orbital angular mo-
mentum, while the spatial dependent amplitude is encoded in
f (r). Here, the phase winding is an orbital coherent effect
which is evident in the structure of η± through its real and
imaginary components, with η± being time-reversal partners.
With the above elements, the vortex state can be directly ob-
tained by considering the angular variable θ(r) for the vec-
tor (r− r0) = (x− x0,y− y0) in the x-y plane with respect
to the center r0, and let the intra- and inter-orbital order pa-
rameters have a pair density modulation in real space such as
∆αα(r)−∆ββ (r) = 2 f (r)cosθ(r) and ∆αβ (r) = f (r)sinθ(r).

Next, we present one specific hallmark of the vortex state,
which is directly related to its orbital moment character and
the presence of orbital currents. As for the spin-current
[44], one can introduce orbital-current operators on a bond
〈i, j〉 for the various orbital moment components. We fo-
cus on the leading term for the transfer of orbital angular
momentum, i.e. Ĵα

i j = i(c†
i,0mσ L̂m,m′

α c j,0m′σ − h.c.) [43]. We
then evaluate the distribution of the orbital current in the su-
perconducting state around the vortex core. We have se-
lected a representative set for the local superconducting or-
der parameters assuming that ∆aa = ∆bb 6= ∆cc and ∆ac = ∆bc,
while ∆ab = 0. For convenience, the parameterization in
real space for ∆̂ at a given position, (xi,yi) is expressed as
[∆aa(bb)(xi,yi)−∆cc(xi,yi)] = f1∆0 cos(θ(xi,yi)), ∆cc(xi,yi) =
f0∆0 and ∆ac(bc) = f2∆0 sin(θ(xi,yi)), where ∆0 sets the over-
all scale and f0, f1, f2 are coefficients that take into account
the possible orbital anisotropy of the superconducting state.
Variations in the f values do not affect the qualitative outcome
of the orbital current profile.

In the absence of vortices, we have a uniform equilibrium
orbital supercurrent with in-plane directional character, i.e. it
substantially transfers Cooper pairs with angular momentum
parallel to b(c) when propagating along x(y), respectively.
The current with an out-of-plane orbital moment is vanishing
for the uniform solution. On the contrary, the pattern of orbital
supercurrents exhibits a characteristic winding of the angular
momentum flow due to the presence of the vortex (Figs. 2b).
The vorticity is regular and of the same type for Ja and Jb

while it has a sort of more turbulent aspect for Jc [43]. The
circulation of orbital moments are fingerprints of the super-
conducting orbital vortex. We notice that the flow of the or-
bital supercurrent does not show a complete winding around
the vortex core. This is due to the fact that in the ground state
there are configurations which are reminiscent of the uniform
pattern of orbital currents in the normal state. Then, these

FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of electron pairs with non-zero orbital mo-
ment having reversed sign of the angular momentum projections and
opposite velocity thus leading to a net orbital supercurrent with-
out charge flow. (b) Spatial distribution of the orbital supercurrent
around the vortex core (black dot) for the current Ja carrying or-
bital moment oriented along the x direction. The arrow indicates
the direction of the orbital current on each bond, and the length its
amplitude. The vortex state is marked by a non-trivial phase wind-
ing for η±,b(r) and η±,a(r) order parameters. The order parameter
η±,c(r) with c-oriented orbital moment has zero amplitude. The sim-
ulation refers to a system size Nx×Ny with Nx = Ny = 40 while the
following parameters of the 2D model Hamiltonian have been used:
αOR = 1.0t,γ = 0.1t,tm = 0.2t,g∆0 = 0.1t, µ = −0.4t and for the
order parameters f0 = 0.3, f1 = f2 = 0.5, and gαβ = g = 2t.

contributions tend to give a cancellation in some regions am-
plifying the amplitude asymmetry around the core (Figs. 2b).

Let us move to the energetics of the orbital vortex state.
The strategy here is to firstly analyze the energy competition
between the vortex and uniform states by assuming a homoge-
neous profile for the order parameters. Then, we determine the
vortex configuration solving self-consistently the equations in
real space for the local amplitudes of all the order parameters.
In Fig. 3a we present the phase diagram obtained by compar-
ing the free energy of the uniform phase with that of an orbital
vortex state having uniform amplitude of the order parame-
ter. We set an amplitude ∆0 to fix the overall scale for intra-
and inter-orbital order parameters. Since the coherence length
decreases when ∆0 grows one can effectively span different
regimes of ξS/L, as for BCS superconductors ∆0 ∼ 1/ξS (in
the performed simulation for g∆0/t ∼ 0.05 we have ξS/L∼ 1).
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The simulation is performed for a system size Nx×Ny, where
Nx = Ny = L and L = 70 in units of the interatomic distance.
We consider the orbital Rashba coupling as the main vary-
ing parameter and assume a given amplitude of the coupling
(tm = 0.2t) that breaks mirrors and rotational symmetries. The
outcome indicates that there is a boundary line of critical αOR
separating the region of phase space where the vortex is en-
ergetically more stable than the uniform state. The αOR cou-
pling can lead to a transition into the vortex phase with uni-
form amplitude. For sufficiently low values of the supercon-
ducting interaction and superconducting gap, corresponding
to ξS/L ∼ 1, we find that the orbital Rashba interaction be-
comes substantially ineffective in sustaining the orbital vortex
phase. This observation qualitatively implies that in supercon-
ductors with low critical temperature the nucleation of orbital
vortices might be less favorable.

To demonstrate the stability of the vortex state and to cor-
roborate this trend obtained by making an ansatz on the ampli-
tude of the superconducting order parameters, we performed
a full self-consistent analysis of the spatial dependent order
parameters. In Fig. 3b we compare the energy of the solu-
tions obtained by self-consistently solving the gap equations
at each lattice site for the ηα assuming either a vortex phase
winding or a spatially uniform phase for the superconducting
order parameters. The presented simulation is for a system
size Nx = Ny = 20. However, we have verified for few values
of αOR that for larger size, up to Nx = Ny = 70, the stability is
preserved [43]. We observe that above a critical amplitude of
αOR the vortex state becomes unstable. This behavior can be
understood by noticing that αOR is suppressing the amplitude
of the SC-OPs and thus brings the system into a regime where
the orbital Rashba coupling is unable to stabilize the vortex
state. Such self-consistent trajectory of the OP is schemati-
cally sketched in Fig. 3a. The analysis of the amplitude of η in
the vortex state indicates a peculiar angular anisotropy (Figs.
3c,d) with a modulation of intensity from small to large values
as one moves around the center of the vortex. The pattern of
η is consistent with mirror and rotational symmetry breaking.
The position of maximal amplitude of the order parameter is
typically pinned to the high symmetry lattice directions thus
having possible implications concerning the formation of do-
mains.

Let us finally discuss how to detect this type of vortex and
few direct consequences of their presence. The orbital vor-
tex has zero net magnetic flux. However since neutral cur-
rents of magnetic dipoles can produce electric fields [45],
we predict that the vortex state of orbital moments can ex-
hibit a weak electric field, at a given distance R from the
orbital current sources, according to the following relation
E =

∫
d3r µ0

4π Jα × 1
R3 [n̂α − 3R(R·n̂α )

R2 ] [45], with Jα and n̂α the
orbital current and orbital moment associated with the α ori-
entation, respectively. This electric field would be typically
screened on a distance of the order of the Thomas-Fermi
length. On the basis of the patterns in Fig. 2, especially out-
ward to surface or along directions of poor screening inside
the material, around the core of the vortex there would be the
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FIG. 3. Phase diagram with uniform and orbital vortex configura-
tions as a function of the energy scale (g∆0), setting the amplitudes
of superconducting order parameters ∆αβ , and the orbital Rashba in-
teraction (αOR). The simulation refers to a system size Nx×Ny with
Nx = Ny = 70, while the model parameters are the same as in Fig.2.
(b) Energy difference between the vortex solution (Ev) and the uni-
form one (Eu) as a function of the orbital Rashba coupling αOR. Both
solutions have been obtained evaluating the SC OP components ∆αβ
with an iterative self-consistent procedure in real space for a system
of size Nx = Ny = 20. In the self-consistent analysis the components
of the SC OP decrease by increasing αOR (see [43]). This trajectory
is approximately given by the purple dashed line drawn in (a). In
the insets we have a graphical representation of the order parameters
(η±) with opposite winding in the vortex, assuming that the vec-
tor components are the corresponding real and imaginary parts. (c-d)
Density plot of the amplitude ηb for two values of αOR, obtained self-
consistently for a system of size 70×70. |ηb| shows a non-uniform
spatial behavior, with a distribution which changes varying αOR. The
white arrows give a representation of the winding of η+,b, where the
vector components are the real and imaginary part of η+,b/|ηb|. For
clarity of visualization the arrows are not drawn at all the sites. The
spatial profile for η±,a is the same of η±,b while η±,c has a negli-
gible amplitude. The parameters are γ = 0.1t,tm = 0.2t, µ = −0.4t,
gab = 0, and for the other bands gαβ = 2t. As supplemental material
we provide movies about the evolution of η±,b by varying αOR.

most prominent features of an electric field distribution with
in-plane and out-of-plane components.

Another path to unveil the presence of vortices with orbital
moments is to make use of weak perturbations that break time-
reversal symmetry such as external currents or small magnetic
fields. In this case, the lack of time reversal symmetry would
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lead to uncompensating effects in the vortex orbital flow and
weak orbital moments of the Cooper pairs that would result
into anomalous magnetic flux response. The flux is not quan-
tized and can be directly probed by means of SQUID or elec-
tron microscopy techniques. Furthermore, to detect the pres-
ence of orbital vortices one could also employ scanning tun-
neling microscopy (STM). On the basis of the achieved self-
consistent patterns (Figs. 3c,d), we expect that a variation of
the orbital Rashba coupling has an impact on the spatial distri-
bution of the superconducting order parameter nearby the vor-
tex core. This implies that spatially resolved STM measure-
ments would detect an enhanced population of in-gap quasi-
particles inside the vortex with different characteristic lengths
even in the absence of external magnetic field.

If the crystalline environment does not provide symmetry
breaking interactions that are sufficiently strong to allow for
the nucleation of the orbital vortex, we expect that the ap-
plication of external electric fields or strains can be the most
impactful means to yield the orbital vortex phase. Hence, we
foresee the achievement of an electric- or strain-driven dual
of the magnetic vortex phase that can open a wide avenue of
explorations of quantum vortex phases in ultrathin supercon-
ductors.
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In the Supplemental Material we provide details about the model and the vortex solutions. We present the
structure of the orbital Rashba interaction and the orbital current. We discuss the symmetry aspects of the intra-
and inter-orbital superconducting order parameters with respect to the point-group spatial transformations. We
show the phase diagram based on vortex configurations with and without self-consistent solutions. We present
the dependence of the self-consistent solution for the superconducting order parameters as a function of the
orbital Rashba coupling. Finally, we analyze the energetics of the vortex state evaluated self-consistently by
varying the size of the system.

I. ORBITAL RASHBA COUPLING AND ORBITAL
CURRENTS

Orbital Rashba coupling. In a two-dimensional system the
lack mirror symmetry due to the z→−z transformation, and
consequently of inversion, can be generally accounted by a
potential V (z) that does not have a definite parity. In a multi-
orbital configuration, the antisymmetric part of the potential
V (z) yields an orbital mixing that is the orbital analogue of
the spin Rashba interaction. Assuming for instance a square
lattice, the coupling is substantially due to the fact that, for
two sites at position Ri and R j, the matrix elements of V (z)
between atomic orbitals that are linked via the L̂b or L̂a com-
ponents of the orbital angular momentum are odd as a func-
tion of Ri−R j [1, 2]. Indeed, this type of orbital hybridiza-
tion on a square lattice leads to an orbital Rashba interaction
in momentum space of the form αOR ĝ(k) · L̂, with ĝ(k) =
{sinky,−sinkx,0} being the inversion asymmetric vector.

Orbital current operator. To introduce the orbital-current
operator one can follow the same approach that is imple-
mented for the spin-Rashba coupling [3]. The orbital angular
momentum density in the lattice models is given by the local
orbital operator L̂n = {L̂a,n, L̂b,n, L̂c,n} at a site indicated by the
position vector n as

L̂α,n = h̄∑
i, j

c†
n,0i

L̂i j
α cn,0 j (1)

where for clarity we have dropped the reference to the spin
index and α = {a,b,c} refers to the orientation of the orbital
moment. Here, the basis in the orbital space is made of config-
urations with zero projection of the angular momentum. With-
out loss of generality, one can assume that the single particle
Hamiltonian is expressed as Ĥ = ∑m,m′ c

†
m,0α

t̂m,m′cm′,0β +h.c.
with t̂m,m′ being a function of L̂α and L̂2

α for a generic bond
identified by (m,m′) with m′ = m+ ei, i = x,y and ei being
the unit vectors basis. The Heisenberg equation of motion for
each component of the local orbital operator

dL̂
dt

=−ih̄[L̂, Ĥ] (2)

can be written in the following form

dL̂α,m

dt
+∑

k

(
P̂Lα

m,m+ek
− P̂Lα

m,m−ek

)
= F̂Lα

m (3)

where P̂Lα
m,m′ is the bond operator given by

P̂Lα
m,m′ = ∑

p,q

1
4i

[
c†

m,0p
{L̂α , t̂m,m′}pqcm′,0q

]
(4)

and F̂Lα
m is the orbital source operator. The structure of

the equation of motion of the orbital operator recalls that
one for the continuity equations for the spin density. By
considering the operator P̂Lα

m,m′ and the source term F̂Lα
m we

have that the character of the orbital current flow can be
captured by evaluating all the terms of the tensor Ĵα

mm′ =

i∑p,q(c†
m,0pσ L̂p,q

α cm′,0qσ − h.c.), as we have done for the or-
bital vortex state.

II. SYMMETRY OF THE SUPERCONDUCTING ORDER
PARAMETER

As it concerns the pairing function, we note that ∆̂ is a 3×3
matrix whose diagonal (off-diagonal) entries are given by the
intra- (inter-) orbital spin-singlet order parameters. Indeed,
the general structure of ∆̂ in the orbital space can be expressed
in the following form, ∆̂ = 1

2 ∑l,m gαβ ∆αβ (L̂α · L̂β + L̂β · L̂α )
with ∆αβ (r) = 〈cr,0α↑cr,0β ↓〉 the superconducting order param-
eters, while gαβ indicates the corresponding strength of the
pairing interaction. Assuming the C4v point group is not low-
ered by external perturbations only intra-orbital pairing am-
plitudes with ∆aa = ∆bb 6= ∆cc are compatible with the point
group symmetry as long as the s-wave spin-singlet channel
is considered. This is because the order parameter ∆aa−∆bb
transforms as the one-dimensional irreducible representation
(IRREP) B1 of the C4v point group and therefore can exist only
in the d-wave pairing channel with the form factor k2

x − k2
y

since the latter also transforms according to the B1 IRREP.
Likewise, the order parameter ∆ab transforms as the B2 IR-
REP and therefore can appear again in the d-wave channel
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FIG. 1. (a) Phase diagram with uniform and orbital vortex configurations as a function of the energy scale (g∆0), setting the amplitudes
of superconducting order parameters ∆αβ , and the orbital Rashba interaction (αOR). The purlple line (Rc/L = 0) is the one presented in
Fig.3(a) of main text. Here, the comparison among uniform and vortex states (besides the honogenous (Rc = 0) case) includes also vortex
with suppressed amplitudes (Rc 6= 0) of the superconducting order parameter within a distance Rc from the core, with a spatial profile given
by f (r) = tanh(r/Rc). The simulation refers to a system size Nx×Ny with Nx = Ny = 70, while the model parameters are the same as in
the main text. (b) Energy difference between vortex (Ev) and uniform (Eu) phase as a function of αOR for a representative amplitude of the
pairing order parameter. (c-e) Graphical representation of the orbital triplet order parameters (η+,a) for the three possible regimes: (c) uniform,
(d) homogeneous orbital vortex phase (called OVP1), and (e) orbital vortex phase (OVP2) with suppressed amplitudes of the superconducting
order parameter within a distance Rc from the vortex core. In (e) The length of the arrow is proportional to the amplitude of the superconducting
order parameter.

with the form factor kxky. Note instead that the pairing or-
der parameters ∆ac, ∆bc cannot appear neither in the s-wave
channel nor in the d-wave channel. Consider next a symmetry
reduction to the group C2v. In this case the order parameter
component ∆ab transforms according to the A2 representation
of C2v and therefore can only appear in the d-wave channel
with the form factor kxky. On the contrary the order parameter
component ∆aa−∆bb can also appear in the s-wave channel.
As before, the order parameter components ∆ac, ∆bc do not
appear neither in the s-wave nor in the d-wave channel since
they belong to the B1,2 representations of C2v. Finally, an ad-
ditional symmetry lowering to the group Cv does not change
the situation. Hence the appearance of both the order parame-
ter components ∆aa−∆bb and ∆ab in the s-wave channel nec-
essarily requires breaking of all rotation and vertical mirror
symmetries. We point out, however, that when a single mir-
ror symmetry is present the interorbital pairing ∆ac that is left
invariant under the mirror My is allowed in the s-wave chan-
nel. This implies that a vortex state can be also obtained in
the presence of mirror symmetries with the orbital moment
of the electron pairs contributing to the vortex configuration
lying in the mirror plane. In this context, it is also useful to
comment on the role of the two-dimensional confinement and
its relation with the amplitude of the ∆ac and ∆bc order pa-
rameters. The bands associated to the a or b and c orbitals are
subjected to a crystal field potential that splits their relative en-
ergies and, thus, would tend to suppress the ∆ac inter-orbital

pairing. However, this detrimental impact on ∆ac or ∆c is pre-
vented by the orbital Rashba coupling which induces a mixing
of the (a,c) and (b,c) orbitals such as to yield non-vanishing
in-plane orbital moments at any given k in the Brillouin zone.

III. VORTEX PHASE

A. Vortices with uniform or radially inhomogeneous
amplitudes

Here, we consider the competition between the uniform
phase and the vortex state by taking an ansatz for the ampli-
tude of the superconducting order parameters. We recall that
ηa, ηb and ηc are expressed as:

η±,a(r)=
[

1
2
(−∆bb(r)+∆cc(r))∓ i∆bc(r)

]
, (5)

η±,b(r)=
[

1
2
(−∆aa(r)+∆cc(r))± i∆ac(r)

]
, (6)

η±,c(r)=
[

1
2
(−∆aa(r)+∆bb(r))± i∆ab(r)

]
, (7)

We firstly consider a solution for the η(r) = f (r)exp[iθ(r)]
order parameters that can have a uniform amplitude f (r) or
with a spatial profile that is given by f (r) = tanh(r/Rc), thus
suppressed within a distance Rc from the core. In Fig. 1(a) we
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FIG. 2. (a) Illustration of electron pairs with parallel orbital moments having reversed sign of the orbital angular momentum projections and
opposite velocity thus leading to a net orbital supercurrent without charge flow. (b-d) Spatial distribution of the orbital supercurrent [(b) Ja,
(c) Jb, and (d) Jc] around the vortex core (black dot) for various atomic orbital orientations shown in (a). Note that Ja is also shown in Fig2 of
main text, we present it here again for a direct comparison with the other components. The arrows indicate the direction of the orbital current
on each bond, and the lengths its amplitude. The simulation refers to a system size Nx×Ny with Nx = Ny = 40 while the following parameters
of the 2D model Hamiltonian have been used: αOR = 1.0t,γ = 0.1t,tm = 0.2t,g∆0 = 0.1t, µ =−0.4t and for the vortex order parameters η(r),
f0 = 0.3, f1 = f2 = 0.5.

● ● ● ● ● ● ● ●
●

●
●

●
●

●

●
●

■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■
■

■
■

■
■

■

■
■

◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆
◆

◆

◆
◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆
◆

▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲ ▲
▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼ ▼

● Δaa

■ Δbb

◆ Δcc

▲ Δac

▼ Δbc

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

αOR/t

g
α
β
Δ

α
β
/t

(a) ● ● ● ● ● ●
●

●

●

●

●

●
●

●

●

●

■ ■ ■ ■ ■
■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■
■

◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆ ◆
◆

◆
◆

◆
◆

◆

◆

◆

○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○ ○
□ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □ □

◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇ ◇

● Δaa

■ Δaa,min

◆ Δaa,max

○ Δac

□ Δac,min

◇ Δac,max

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

αOR/t

g
Δ
α
β
/t

(b)
● ● ● ●

●
●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

●

■ ■ ■ ■
■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■

■
■

◆ ◆ ◆ ◆
◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

◆

● Δcc

■ Δcc,min

◆ Δcc,max

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

αOR/t

g
Δ

c
c
/t

(c)

FIG. 3. Superconducting OP components ∆αβ as a function of the orbital Rashba coupling αOR obtained with self-consisten iterative
procedure for a system of size 20×20. In (a) we show the behavior ∆αβ for the uniform solution, while in (b-c) that for the vortex state. In the
latter situation the SC OP is not uniform over the lattice, hence we show the average values of ∆αβ over all the sites (∆̄αβ ) and the minimum
and maximum values (∆αβ ,min and ∆αβ ,max). Specifically in (b) we present the solutions for ∆aa and ∆ac, while ∆cc is shown separately in (c)
to avoid overlaps in the figure.

show that as a function of the orbital Rashba coupling one can
induce a transition from a uniform (Fig. 1(b)) configuration to
different types of vortex states with homogeneous (Fig. 1(c))
or suppressed amplitudes (Fig. 1(d)) of the superconducting
order parameter within a distance Rc from the core, with a spa-
tial profile that is given by f (r) = tanh(r/Rc). The behavior
of the energy difference is explicitly shown in Fig. 1(a) for
a given amplitude of the pairing interaction (i.e. g∆0 = 0.1t).
We find that at αOR ∼ 0.3t a transition occurs between the
uniform phase and a vortex configuration with constant am-
plitude of the order parameters (i.e. Rc = 0). On the contrary,
at larger values of the orbital Rashba coupling (αOR > 1.3t) a

vortex state with a normal core radius Rc that is comparable to
the system size L becomes energetically more favorable than
the configuration with vanishing Rc. The computation refers
to a system size Nx×Ny, with Nx = Ny = 70, while the fol-
lowing parameters of the 2D model Hamiltonian have been
used: αOR = 1.0t,γ = 0.1t,tm = 0.2t,g∆0 = 0.1t, µ = −0.4t,
with f0 = 0.3 and f1 = f2 = 0.5 for the superconducting order
parameters.

For this type of vortices, we have an orbital supercurrent
with a characteristic winding of the angular momentum flow.
The vorticity is regular and of the same type for Ja and Jb

while it has a sort of more turbulent aspect for Jc as shown
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FIG. 4. (a-c) Graphical representation of the vortex order parameters η+,b and (d-f) η−,b with orbital moments oriented along b-axis, assuming
that the vector components correspond to the real and imaginary parts of η±, for three different values of the orbital Rashba coupling αOR.
The solutions have been obtained with an iterative self-consistent procedure in real space for a system of size (Nx = 20)× (Ny = 20). The
color gradient is used to emphasize the winding of η±. As an additional material two movies are attached which show the evolution of the
vortex order parameter η±,b for several values of αOR ∈ [0.2t,3.0t]. Similar patterns are also obtained for η±,a, while η±,c is close to zero for
the selected regime of parameters.

in Fig. 2. The circulation of electron pairs with a three-
dimensional orientations of the orbital moments are finger-
prints of the orbital vortex.

B. Vortex state: self consistent solutions, phase diagram and
size dependence

Here, we provide details about the evolution of the self-
consistent solutions for the intra- and inter-orbital order
parameters as a function of the orbital Rashba coupling
(Figs. 3,4). Concerning the evaluation of the super-
conducting order parameters at a given site r, ∆αβ (r) =

1
NxNy

∑n gαβ 〈n|cr,0α↑(r)cr,0β ↓(r)|n〉, with (α,β ) being the or-
bital indices, we performed it by self-consistently computing
the trace of the pairing operator for the spin-singlet channel,
P̂αβ (r) = cr,0α↑(r)cr,0β ↓(r), over all the eigenstates |n〉 of the
Hamiltonian associated to negative energies En < 0 at zero
temperature (at finite temperature the trace is over all energy
configurations weighted by the Fermi function). Since the

eigenstates |n〉 depend on ∆αβ (r) and the orbital Rashba in-
teraction couples the crystal wave vector with the in-plane or-
bital moments, the gap equations of the orbital dependent or-
der parameters are strongly coupled between each other. The
procedure is iterated by evaluating the order parameters for all
the sites in the cluster upon reaching the desired accuracy.

More specifically, the trend is obtained for a system with
size Nx = Ny = 20 considering the uniform (Fig. 3a) and the
vortex solutions (Figs. 3b,c). For the vortex solutions we
have a distribution of amplitudes and we report only the av-
erage (∆̄) together with minimum (∆min) and maximum value
(∆max). The overall behavior indicates that the effect of the
orbital Rashba coupling is to reduce the amplitude of the or-
bital dependent order parameters. The vortex pattern in self-
consistent is presented in Fig. 4 for several values of the or-
bital Rashba coupling.

Finally, we determine the size dependence of the ener-
getics of the vortex solution as evaluated within the self-
consistent procedure. As shown in Fig. 5, the computa-
tion for different sizes of the system with Nx = Ny = L and
L = 20,30,40,50,60,70 demonstrates that the stability of the
vortex state is not affected by size variation.
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FIG. 5. (a) Energy difference between the vortex solution (Ev) and
the uniform one (Eu) as a function of the orbital Rashba coupling
αOR, where the solutions have been obtained evaluating the super-
conducting order parameters ∆αβ with an iterative self-consistent
procedure in real space for a system of size (Nx = 20)× (Ny = 20)
(already shown in the main text as Fig.3(b)). For two representative
values of the orbital Rashba coupling, namely for αOR = 1.2t and
2.0t, we solved the problem by increasing the lattice size dimension
up to Nx = Ny = 70 (see insets for a zoom on the two regions). The
numbers in the insets refer to the number of sites on each side of
the square lattice (Nx = Ny). (b)-(c) Plots of the energy difference
(Ev−Eu) as a function of 1/Nx for the two values of αOR consid-
ered (written in the figures). The dashed lines are the extrapolation
of the straight lines of the last three points. The extrapolation to the
thermodynamic limit indicates a linear behavior for the energy dif-
ference. The limiting value confirms the trend obtained for the finite
size calculation.
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