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London theory across superconducting phase transitions: application to U Pt3
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Form ulti-com ponentsuperconductors,itisknown thatthepresenceofsym m etry breaking �elds

can lead to m ultiple superconducting phase transitions. This phenom enon is best illustrated in

UPt3.M otivated by recentsm allangle neutron scattering experim entson thevortex stateofUPt3,

theLondon theory in thevicinity ofsuch phase transitionsisdeterm ined.Itisfound thattheform

ofthisLondon theory isin generalquitedi�erentthan thatforconventionalsuperconductors.This

isdueto theexistenceofa diverging correlation length associated with thesephasetransitions.O ne

striking consequenceisthatnon-trivialvortex latticesexistarbitrarily close to H c1.Itisalso found

thatthepenetration depth developsa noveltem peraturedependenceand anisotropy.Resultsofthis

theory forUPt3 are derived.Possible applicationsto CeIn3,U 1� xThxBe13,electron doped cuprate

superconductors,Sr2RuO 4,and M gCNi3 are also discussed.

O neofthequalitativelynew phenom enaassociated with unconventionalsuperconductorsistheexistenceofm ultiple

degreesoffreedom in the Cooperpairwavefunction [1,2].Thisleadsnaturally to the possibility ofphase transitions

between superconductingstatesofdi�erentsym m etry.A wellknown exam pleisUPt3,which exhibitsaphasediagram

with three superconducting phases,each described by an orderparam eterwith di�erentsym m etry [3{5]. Recently,

using sm allangle neutron scattering (SANS),Huxley et al. observed a realignm ent ofthe ux-line lattice as the

phase boundary between two di�erent phases ofUPt3 is crossed [6]. This m easurem ent provides the m otivation

to derive the London theory in the vicinity ofsuch transitions (see Ref.[7]for a recent study ofthis problem ).

Conceptually this raises the question: does the phase transition lead to non-trivialconsequences for the low �eld

vortex phases? Here we address this question and �nd that the London theory indeed develops a novelform near

thetransition.Theresulting theory profoundly changesthevortex phasediagram from thatexpected from theusual

London theory. O ne resultisthe appearance ofa rectangularux lattice structure atthe lowercritical�eld (H c1).

Such alatticestructureisnotthoughttobepossiblein thedilutevortex lim itnearH c1.Physically,thisarisesbecause

thecoherencelength associated with thesecond transition divergesand thusbecom esan im portantlength scalenear

H c1.Thediverging coherencelength allowsa non-trivialanisotropy to existarbitrarily closeto H c1.Thisanisotropy

dictatestheappearanceoftheresulting rectangularvortex phase.W e show thatsuch behaviorshould existin UPt3.

Possible applicationsto U 1� xThxBe13,CeIn3,electron doped cuprate superconductors,M gCNi3,and Sr2RuO 4 are

also discussed.

FIG .1. Superconducting phase diagram ofUPt3. W e are interested in the vortex phasesnearthe A to B phase transition

for�eldsnearH c1.

Ginzburg Landau Free energy

To dem onstrate the physicsdescribed above the superconducting state ofUPt3 willbe considered.The supercon-

ducting phasediagram ofUPt3 exhibitsthreedistinctsuperconducting phases(seeFigure1).Therehavebeen m any

theoreticalinterpretationsofthisphase diagram (see Ref.[5]foran overview). However,itappearsthatonly those

theoriesin which a doubly degenerate orderparam eterhasitsdegeneracy broken by a sym m etry breaking �eld are

consistent with the recent SANS m easurem ents ofHuxley et al.. In particular,it was observed that the low-�eld
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ux-lattice in the A-phase is not aligned with any ofthe crystallographic axes when the m agnetic �eld is applied

along the six-fold sym m etry axis.[6]. This observation im plies the existence ofa two-com ponent order param eter

since itcannotoccurforany ofthe single-com ponentrepresentationsofD 6H [7]. The two m ostpopularvariantsof

thisclassofm odelsarebased on the E 2u and the E 1g representationsofthe hexagonalpointgroup [5,8].Theorigin

ofthe sym m etry breaking �eld is taken to be antiferrom agnetic order [5,8]. However,the results are valid for any

weak sym m etry breaking �eld thatreducesthe D 6H sym m etry to D 2H . W e considerthe E 2u and the E 1g theories

with an applied m agnetic�eld along thec-axisand ignorespatialvariationsalong thisaxis.Theresulting freeenergy

forthe E 2u orE 1g representationsofD 6H is

f = � �j~�j2 + (�+ �
�
� + �� �

�
+ )+

1

2
�1j~�j

4 + �2j�+ j
2j�� j

2

�jD �+ j
2 + jD �� j

2

+ ~�[(D � �+ )
�(D + �� )+ c:c:) (1)

where� = �0(Tc � T),D j = r j �
2ie

�hc
A j,h = r � A ,and A isthe vectorpotential,and D � = D x � iD y.Thisfree

energy neglectsa term hz(j�+ j
2 � j�� j

2)which willnotchangeany ofthe m ain physicalresults.Thisterm hasbeen

argued tobesm all[8].Furtherm ore,thereisacouplingofthesym m etry breaking�eld tothegradientterm sin thefree

energy which hasnotbeen included [5].Thiscoupling isrequired to giveriseto the observed phasediagram athigh

�elds[5],butdoesnotresultin any signi�cantchangesin the low-�eld regim e discussed in thispaper.Experim ents

constrain thephenom enologicalparam etersforUPt3.By �tting to thesizeofthespeci�cheatjum ps[3]thevalueof

�2=�1 = 0:75.From thesplitting ofthetwo transition tem peratures[4]=�0 = 17 m K (thisgivesTc;A = 500 m K and

Tc;B = 440 m K ).These param eterswillbe used throughoutthispaper.The crucialparam eterthatdrivesthe m ain

resultsofthiswork is ~�. The m agnitude of~�=� hasbeen the subjectofdebate [5,8]. Saulshasargued that ~�=� [5]

issm allwhileJoynt[8]hasargued that~�=� m ay beaslargeas1.In the following wewillperform a perturbation in

~�=� and show thateven a m oderate ~�=� hasprofound consequenceson the vortex phasediagram forT � Tc;B .

Thegoalofthiswork isto develop the London theory forthe �eld along the six-fold sym m etry axisastheA to B

phasetransition iscrossed.Thisproblem hasbeen addressed recently by Cham peland M ineev in Ref.[7].Theresult

ofthisstudy isthatthevortex latticewillbea stretched hexagonallatticenearH c1.Thiswasfound by determ ining

the linearcom bination of�+ and �� thatstabilizesthe hom ogeneousground state (this linearcom bination willbe

denoted below by  + ) and by exam ining the spatialvariations ofthis order param eter. Such an analysis willnot

resultin thephysicsdiscussed in theintroduction.Thisphysicsisfound by including theorderparam etercom ponent

orthogonalto thatwhich m inim izesthe hom ogeneousm inim izing free energy (denoted by  � ). The com ponent �
isinduced by spatialvariationsof + through the ~� term in the free energy. Aswillbe shown below,thiscoupling

qualitatively changesphysicsofthe London theory from thatfound by setting  � = 0.

Thehom ogeneousfreeenergy stabilizes(�+ ;�� )= (1;1)nearTc+ (the A phase)and ata lowertem peraturethere

is a second transition to the B phase,a state (�+ ;�� ) = j�j[cos(’=2);sin(’=2)]where ’ 6= �=2 and varies with

tem perature.Thistransition occurswhen �2 > 0.Thisfreeenergy willbeused to determ inetheLondon theory with

the lowestordernon-localcorrection (sim ilar to whatwas done for the superconducting state ofSr2RuO 4 [9]). To

im plem entthisthe (�+ ;�� )isrotated through an angle ’=2 to give a basis( + ; � ).The angle’ ischosen so that

( + ; � )/ (1;0)isthestablesolution foralltem peratures.For > 0,thisrequiresthat’ = �=2 in theA phaseand

thatsin’ =
2

�2�
and j + j

2 = � in the B phase.The rotated freeenergy is

f = � �j~ j2 + [cos’( +  
�
� +  �  

�
+ )+ sin’(j + j

2 � j � j
2)]+ 1
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2)]2]

�(jD  + j
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2
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�(D +  � )� (D �  � )
�(D +  + )+ c:c]+ cos’[(D �  + )

�(D +  � )+ (D �  � )
�(D +  + )+ c:c]

+ sin’[(D �  � )
�(D +  � )� (D �  + )

�(D +  + )+ c:c]] (2)

whereccdenotescom plex conjugate.If~� = 0 then thetwo com ponents + and  � aredecoupled,im plying thatthe

solution in thevortex phasenearH c1 isdescribed by  � = 0.O nce~� becom esnon-zero,thisterm inducesa non-zero

 � in the vortex phase.W e treatthe term in ~� up to second orderperturbatively.Allterm sin O ( 3
� ),O (~� 

2
� )and

higherareignored in thefreeenergy which resultsin a quadraticfreeenergy for � .Thefreeenergy ism inim ized for

 � and thesolution isused to getan e�ectivefreeenergy for + .A subtlepointisthisderivation isthetreatm entof

therelativephasebetween thetwo com ponents + and  � .W ithin theapproxim ationsm adebelow itcan beshown

thatthisphaseisspatially uniform .Thee�ectivefreeenergy for + isthen treated with standard m ethodsto arrive

ata London freeenergy.In particular,writing  + = j + jexp
i�,taking j + jto bespatially uniform and equalto the
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hom ogeneousvalue,introducing vS = r � � 2e

�hc
A ,keeping only term s oforderv2s,m inim izing this free energy with

respectto A (to �nd vS asa function ofb = r � A )yieldsthe following London energy forvortex lattice in the A

phase [the vortex lattice wasintroduced asa gaussian source (with a cuto� given by the A phase coherence length

�A ;+ )forthe London equation,aswasdonein Refs.[9,10]]

F = F0 +
B 2
0

8�

X

q= G

e� q
2
�
2

A ;+
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1+ �2
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�
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�

+ �4
A
~�2

�2

(q2
x
� q2

y
)2

� 2

A

�2

A ;�

+ �2
A
q2

i (3)

where q is sum m ed over allreciprocallattice vectors ofthe vortex lattice,B 0 is the spatially averaged m agnetic

induction,�A =
�1+ �2=2

�+ 

�h
2
c
2

32�e2�
is the penetration depth in the A phase when ~� = 0,and �A ;� =

2�1� ��2

�1+ �2=2

1

�
is the

coherence length thatdescribesthe transition to the B phase from the A phase. In the B phase vortex lattice the

London energy is

F = F0 +
B 2
0

8�
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e� q
2
�
2
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h
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B
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where�B =
�1
�

�h
2
c
2

32�e2�
isthepenetration depth in theB phasewhen ~� = 0,sin’ =

2�1
��2

(notesin’ = 1 forT = Tc;B ),

�B ;� =
��2 cos

2
’

��1
isthe coherence length thatdescribesthe transition to the A phase from the B phase,and �B ;+ is

the coherencelength associated with the B phase	 + orderparam etercom ponent.W e take�G L = �B =�B ;+ = 60 as

isquoted by Huxley etal.[6]and forsim plicity wetake�B =�B ;+ = �A =�A ;+ (which iscorrectto within 10% ).

The interesting physicalbehavior arises because
�
2

A (B )

�2
A (B );�

= 0 at the Tc;B so that the non-localterm (the term

proportionalto [~�=�]2)becom esoforderq2 and thusas im portantas the localterm . This isdue to the divergence

ofthe correlation length associated with the A to B phase transition. Typically nearH c1 the only relevantlength

scale is the distance between vorticesand the usualanalysiscan be applied [11]. However,nearthe A to B phase

transition the diverging correlation length appearsasa second relevantlength scaleand,aswillbe seen below,plays

an im portantrole in the London theory. Correctionsbeyond the m ean �eld m odelused here can be included in the

London theory.Thiswillchangethe tem perature dependence of1=�A (B );� ,butwillnotchangethe powersofq that

appear in the non-localterm [12]. It is the q dependence ofthe London theory that is im portant in what follows.

Thecom plete London theory willalso contain additionalnon-localterm s(like thosethatappearin the borocarbides

[10]),howeverthesecorrectionsaresm allbecausethey form ally carry an additionalfactor(�A (B );+ =�A (B ))
2 � 1=3600

[10,6]. Consequently,near H c1,the above London energy willdescribe UPt3 very wellin the vicinity ofthe Tc;B .

Below wediscusssom eobservableconsequencesofthisLondon freeenergy.

Penetration Depth

The tem perature dependence of the non-localterm becom es of order q2 at the Tc;B . This indicates that the

tem perature dependence ofthe penetration depth willexhibita non-trivialbehavior. Forthe �eld along the c-axis

and a surfacewith a norm alalong the crystallographica axis,the penetration depth in the B phaseisgiven by

�
2 = 2�2B

1+ ~�
2

�2

1� ~�

�
sin’ +

�2
B

�2
B ;�

+

r
�

1� ~�

�
sin’ �

�2
B

�2
B ;�

�2
� 4~�

2

�2

�2
B

�2
B ;�

(5)

theresultfortheA phaseisgiven by changing thelabelB to A and setting sin’ = 1.Thisbehaviordi�ersfrom the

usualG inzburg Landau behavior.The penetration depth willalso exhibitan in-planeanisotropy thatism axim alat

Tc;B .However,thisanisotropy willbe obscured by the existenceofm ultiple dom ainsofa sym m etry breaking �eld.

Vortex lattice structure

The vortex lattice unitcellused hereisde�ned in Fig.2.
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b/a=ζ

θ2

θ1a

b

FIG .2. Realspace unitcellofthe vortex lattice.

TheLondon energy derived abovehasthem ostsigni�cantim pacton thevortex latticestructuresfortem peratures

nearTc;B . Earlieranalysisim plied a stretched hexagonallattice nearTc;B [7]which isnotstrongly �eld dependent

(thiswasfound forarbitrary ~�=�).Such alatticeresultsfrom are-scalingofthevariablesqx and qy torem oveaq
2
x� q

2
y

orthorhom bic sym m etry term in the London energy [11]. The resulting London energy in the re-scaled variablesis

isotropic(which im pliesa hexagonalvortex latticein there-scaled param eters).Thisanalysisneglectsthedivergence

of�A (B );� as the tem perature approachesTc;B ,which changes the results signi�cantly. W e perform ed a num erical

analysisofthevortex latticestructurein theA phasefor~�=� = 0:36,theresultsareshown in Fig.3.In thisanalysis,

theq2x� q
2
y anisotropyin theLondon energyisrem oved by re-scalingtheqx and qy [11].Sincethere-scaled and original

qx and qy di�er by only a factor ~�=�,this re-scaling is ignored in the non-localterm (note including the re-scaling

in the non-localterm isequivalentto keeping factorsO (~�3=�3)which havebeen previously thrown out).Fig.3 only

show resultsforH � 0:1
p
2B c (num erically itwasfound thatH c1 = 0:03

p
2B c note also H c2 � 60

p
2B c).Ascan be

seen forT = Tc;B = 400 m K ,the low-�eld vortex lattice phase isnothexagonal,butsquare fora substantialrange

ofapplied m agnetic �eld. ForT 6= Tc;B ,the low-�eld vortex lattice ishexagonal.Thiscan be understood by noting

that�A ;� is�niteforT 6= Tc;B and consequently,only theusualLondon theory appliesatthelowest�elds(sincethe

vorticesbecom ein�nitely separated asH ! H c1).HoweverforT = Tc;B ,�A ;� isin�nite,so thatthenon-localterm s

in theLondon theory areim portanteven asH ! H c1.Furtherm ore,itwasfound thatforthelowest�eldsthatwere

num erically accessible,the stable vortex phase forT = Tc;B wasrectangular(a square lattice stretched along one of

itssides).Thislattice wasfound to be stable forH c1 < H < � 1:003H c1 (this�eld rangeisnotshown in Fig.3).In

com paring the theory to existing experim entalresults,itisim portantto pointoutthatthe high-�eld vortex phase

agreeswith thatobserved by Huxley etal.[6].W efound thatthehigh-�eld (nearly)hexagonallatticehasoneofthe

basisvectorsrotated 15 degreesfrom the crystallographica axiswhich isin agreem entRef.[6].Thisisa non-trivial

resultofthe theory found here. In particular,the sign ofthe non-localterm derived in Eq.3 isopposite thatused

by Huxley etal. to explain the observed orientation. Forsm aller ~�=�,the vortex phase diagram is very sim ilarto

thatfound in Fig.3 with oneim portantdi�erence:theregion wherethesquarevortex latticephaseappearsbecom es

suppressed to lower�eldsand to tem peraturescloserto Tc;B .
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FIG .3. Vortex lattice structure asa function ofapplied �eld and tem perature in the A-phase fortem peraturesnearthe A

to B transition (Tc;B = 440 m K ).Resultshave been included for �elds H > 0:1
p

2B c. The param eter � = 1 throughoutthe

entire param eterrange shown above.

G iven that the intriguing behavior found here was due the diverging correlation length at Tc;B ,it is clear that

thisphysicsisnotrestricted to UPt3. Itwillarise in otherm ulti-com ponentsuperconductorsthatexhibitm ultiple

phase transitions.Som e additionalcandidatesforthisbehaviorareU 1� xThxBe13 [13],Sr2RuO 4 [14{16],CeIn3 [17],

electron doped cuprates[18],and M gCNi3 [19,20]. In U 1� xThxBe13 m ultiple phase transitionshave been observed

[13]. Cubic CeIn3 islikely to have a superconducting phase diagram sim ilarto UPt3 with a two-com ponentd-wave

order param eter [21]. Sr2RuO 4 has been established as an unconventionalsuperconductor with a two-com ponent

orderparam eter[14{16]. The application ofuniaxialstressshould give rise to m ultiple transitionsin thiscase [22].

Electron doped cuprateshave been argued to exhibita d to s-wavepairing sym m etry transition with doping [18].If

this is indeed the case,then there should exista particulardoping where the two sym m etriesco-exist. This would

im ply m ultiplephasetransitions.Finally,cubicM gCNi3 hasbeen argued to bea spin-tripletsuperconductor[20],for

which itislikely thata m ulti-com ponentorderparam eterarises[1].In thiscase,the application ofuniaxialpressure

willthen be required to giveriseto m ultiple superconducting phasetransitions.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatforsuperconductorsthatexhibitm ultiplesuperconductingphasesin zeroapplied

m agnetic �eld,the London theory in the vicinity ofphase transitionstakeson a very novelform . In particular,the

diverging correlation length associated with the phase transition allowsnon-trivialvortex lattice structuresto exist

arbitrarily closeto H c1.Itwasalsofound thatthepenetration depth willexhibitan unusualtem peraturedependence

and anisotropy nearsuch transitions.Thistheory wasapplied to UPt3 and the possibleapplication ofthistheory to

U 1� xThxBe13,Sr2RuO 4,CeIn3,electron-doped cuprates,and M gCNi3 wasdiscussed.
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