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London theory across superconducting phase transitions: application to UP t;
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Form ulticom ponent superconductors, it is known that the presence of sym m etry breaking elds
can lad to muliple superconducting phase transitions. This phenom enon is best illustrated in
UPts.M otivated by recent an all angle neutron scattering experin ents on the vortex state ofUPt3,
the London theory in the vicinity of such phase transitions is determ ined. It is ound that the fom
of this London theory is In general quite di erent than that for conventional superconductors. T his
is due to the existence of a diverging correlation length associated w ith these phase transitions. O ne
strik iIng consequence is that non-trivial vortex lattices exist arbitrarily close to H.; . It is also found
that the penetration depth develops a noveltem perature dependence and anisotropy. R esults ofthis
theory for UPt; are derived. Possible applications to CeIns, U1 xThxBejs, electron doped cuprate
superconductors, SRu0 4, and M gCN 1 are also discussed.

O ne ofthe qualitatively new phenom ena associated w ith unconventionalsuperconductors is the existence ofm ultiple
degrees of freedom in the C ooper pair wavefiinction 'Q,',g] T his leads naturally to the possibility of phase transitions
betw een superconducting statesofdi erent sym m etry. A wellknown exam ple isUP t3, which exhibits a phase diagram
w ith three superconducting phases, each describbed by an order param eter w ith di erent sym m etry E{E]. R ecently,
using am all angle neutron scattering (SANS), Huxley et al. observed a realignm ent of the ux-line lattice as the
phase boundary between two di erent phases of UPt; is crossed i_d]. T his m easurem ent provides the m otivation
to derive the London theory in the vicihity of such transitions (see Ref. ﬂ] for a recent study of this problem ).
Conosptually this raises the question: does the phase transition lead to non-trivial consequences for the low eld
vortex phases? Here we address this question and nd that the London theory indeed develops a novel form near
the transition. T he resulting theory profoundly changes the vortex phase diagram from that expected from the usual
London theory. O ne resul is the appearance of a rectangular ux lattice structure at the lower critical eld H 7).
Such a Jattice structure isnot thought to be possble in the dilute vortex 1im it nearH ; . P hysically, this arisesbecause
the ocoherence length associated w ith the second transition diverges and thus becom es an In portant length scale near
H .1 . The diverging coherence length allow s a non-trivial anisotropy to exist arbitrarily close to H .1 . T his anisotropy
dictates the appearance of the resulting rectangular vortex phase. W e show that such behavior should exist in UP t3.
Possbl applications to U; xThyBe3, Celns, electron doped cuprate superconductors, M gCN i3, and Srp,Ru0 4 are
also discussed.
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FIG .1l. Superconducting phase diagram of UPts;. W e are interested in the vortex phases near the A to B phase transition
for eldsnearH ;.
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To dem onstrate the physics described above the superconducting state of UP t3 w illbe considered. T he supercon—
ducting phase diagram ofUP t3 exhibits three distinct superconducting phases (see F igure 1). T here have been m any
theoretical interpretations of this phase diagram (see Ref. Eﬂ] for an overview ). However, i appears that only those
theories In which a doubly degenerate order param eter has its degeneracy broken by a sym m etry breaking eld are
consistent w ith the recent SANS m easurem ents of Huxley et al.. In particular, i was observed that the low— eld
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ux—lattice In the A -phase is not aligned w ith any of the crystallographic axes when the m agnetic eld is applied
along the six-old symm etry axis. i_é]. T his observation im plies the existence of a two-com ponent order param eter
since it cannot occur for any of the single-com ponent representations ofD gy Ej]. T he two m ost popular variants of
this class of m odels are based on the E,, and the E 14 representations of the hexagonalpoint group is,fj’] T he ordgin
of the symm etry breaking eld is taken to be antiferrom agnetic order [_5,:_8] However, the results are valid for any
weak symm etry breaking eld that reducesthe D gy symmetry to D 5 . W e consider the E,, and the E ;4 theories
w ith an applied m agnetic eld along the caxis and ignore spatial variations along this axis. T he resulting free energy
forthe E, orE 4 representations ofD ¢y is

f= FE+ (0 + D+ 23+ 230 F3 F
P F+H 7
+ ~[D +) Oy )+ cx) @)
where = (. T),Djs=1ry %Aj,h=r A ,and A isthe vectorpotential, andD = D, iD,. This firee

energy neglectsa term h, 3+ F j F) which willnot change any of the m ain physical results. This term has been
argued to be am all i_d]. Furthem ore, there is a coupling ofthe sym m etry breaking eld to the gradient tem s in the free
energy which has not been included E T his coupling is required to give rise to the observed phase diagram at high

elds [E‘a] but does not result In any signi cant changes in the low - eld regin e discussed In this paper. E xperim ents
constrain the phenom enological param eters HrUPt3. By tting to the size ofthe speci ¢ heat jum ps B ] the value of

2= 1= 0:775.From the splitting ofthe two transition tem peratures El] = o= 17mK (thisgivesT;a = 500mK and
Te;z = 440 mK). These param eters w ill be used throughout this paper. The crucial param eter that drives the m ain
results of this work is ~. The m agnitude of ~= has been the sub fct of debate [B,8]. Sauls has argued that ~= []
is sm allw hile Joynt E_é] has argued that ~ may be as argeas 1. In the follow Ing we w ill perform a perturbation in
~= and show that even a m oderate ~= has profound consequences on the vortex phase diagram orT T.p .

The goalofthis work is to develop the London theory for the eld along the six-fold symm etry axisasthe A to B
phase transition is crossed. T hisproblem hasbeen addressed recently by Cham peland M ineev in Ref. i_'/.]. The result
of this study is that the vortex lattice w illbe a stretched hexagonal lattice near H ; . This was found by determ ining
the linear com bination of , and that stabilizes the hom ogeneous ground state (this linear com bination w ill be
denoted below by ;) and by exam ining the spatial variations of this order param eter. Such an analysis w ill not
result in the physics discussed in the Introduction. T his physics is found by lncluding the order param eter com ponent
orthogonalto that which m inim izes the hom ogeneous m inim izing free energy (denoted by ). The com ponent
is Induced by spatial variations of ; through the ~ term In the free energy. A s willbe shown below, this coupling

qualitatively changes physics of the London theory from that found by setting = 0.
T he hom ogeneous free energy stabilizes ( +; )= (1;1) near Toy (the A phase) and at a lower tem perature there
is a second transition to the B phase, a state (+; ) = J joos( =2);sin(’ =2)] where ' 6 =2 and vardes w ith

tem perature. T his transition occurswhen ; > 0. This fiee energy w illbe used to determ ne the London theory w ith
the lowest order non—local correction (sin ilar to what was done for the superconducting state of Sr,RuO 4 f_S%]) . To

Inplement thisthe ( +; ) is rotated through an angle ’ =2 to give a basis ( 4 ; ). The angle ’ is chosen so that
(43 )/ (1;0) isthe stable solution for alltem peratures. For > 0, this requiresthat’ = =2 In the A phase and
thatsjn’=22—andj+f= in the B phase. T he rotated free energy is
f= "F+ kos’ (4 4 s’ G.F 3 P+ aFF+
2206+F+3 F? kos’ (s o+ H+sn’G.F 3 HF)
@ +F+d
% o +) 0+ ) O ) O+ +)+cxl+cos’ [ +) O+ )+ © ) O+ +)+ cxl
+ sin’ [D ) O+ ) © +) O+ +)+ cxll 2)

w here cc denotes com plex conjugate. If ~ = 0 then the two com ponents . and are decoupled, in plying that the
solution in the vortex phase nearH ; is described by = 0. Once ~ becom es non-zero, this term induces a non-zero

in the vortex phase. W e treat the tertm in ~ up to second order perturbatively. Alltem s in O ( 3),0 (~ 2) and
higher are ignored in the free energy which results in a quadratic free energy for . The free energy ism inim ized for

and the solution isused to get an e ective free energy for ; . A subtle point is this derivation is the treatm ent of
the relative phase between the two com ponents ;. and . W ihin the approxin ationsm ade below it can be shown
that this phase is spatially uniform . The e ective free energy or . isthen treated w ith standard m ethods to arrive
at a London free energy. In particular, writihg , = J ; jexp® , taking j ; jto be spatially uniform and equalto the



hom ogeneous valie, ntroducing vg = r ﬁ—‘ZA , keeping only term s of ordervﬁ, m inin izing this free energy w ith
regpect to A (o nd vs asa function ofb = r A) yildsthe follow Ing London energy for vortex lattice in the A

phase [the vortex lattice was Introduced as a gaussian source W ih a cuto given by the A phase coherence length
a ;+ ) for the London equation, as was done In Refs. ig,:_l-(_i]]
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where g is summ ed over all reciprocal lattice vectors of the vortex lattice, By is the spatially averaged m agnetic
- 2 2
induction, 5 = %2232 ~— Is the penetration depth in the A phasswhen ~= 0,and ., = 21+172=22l is the

coherence length that describes the transition to the B phase from the A phase. In the B phase vortex lattice the
London energy is

2 2
B2 X e @ 5
F=Fy+ — h + @)
8 2 g4 ~2 @ @?)?+4dcos?  E
a=¢ 1+ 3 ~sjn'q>2<+ +~sjn'q§ t sz = :
=+ i q
B ;
2 2
where 5 = —132 gz is the penetration depth in the B phasewhen ~= 0,sin’ = 2 (otesin’ = 1orT = Teg ),
2,
B; = & is the coherence length that describes the transition to the A phase from the B phase, and g4+ is

the ooherenoe Jength associated w ith the B phase ; order param eter component. W etake g = g=p5;+ = 60 as
is quoted by Huxley et al [_é]and for sinplicity wetake g=p;+ = a=a;+ Which iscorrect to within 10% ).
2
T he interesting physical behavior arises because %~ = 0 at the T.p so that the non-ocal tem (the tem

A (B);

proportionalto [~= F) becom es of order o and thus as in portant as the ocalterm . This is due to the divergence
of the correlation length associated w ith the A to B phase transition. Tprca]Jy near H .; the only relevant length
scale is the distance between vortices and the usual analysis can be applied fl]: However, near the A to B phase
transition the diverging correlation length appears as a second relevant length scale and, as w illbe seen below , plays
an im portant rol in the London theory. C orrections beyond the mean eld m odelused here can be ncluded in the
London theory. T his w ill change the tem perature dependence of 1= 5 g ); ,but willnot change the powers of q that
appear in the non-local tem ﬂj] Tt is the g dependence of the London theory that is in portant in what follow s.
T he com plete London theory w ill also contain additionalnon-localtem s (like those that appear in the borocarbides
th how ever these corrections are sm allbecause they form ally carry an additionalfactor (a @)+ = a @ >)2 1=3600
th,G] Consequently, near H .1, the above London energy w ill describe UPt; very well in the vicinity of the T .
Below we discuss som e observable consequences of this London free energy.
P enetration D epth

The tem perature dependence of the non-local tem becom es of order f at the Tes - This Indicates that the
tem perature dependence of the penetration depth w ill exhibit a non-trivial behavior. For the eld along the caxis
and a surface w ith a nomm alalong the crystallographic a axis, the penetration depth in the B phase is given by

2
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the result for the A phase is given by changing the labelB to A and setting sih’ = 1. Thisbehaviordi ers from the
usualG Inzburg Landau behavior. T he penetration depth will also exhibit an inplane anisotropy that ism axin alat
Te;s - However, this anisotropy w illbe cbscured by the existence ofm ultiple dom ains ofa symm etry breaking eld.
Vortex Iattice structure

The vortex lattice unit cellused here isde ned in Fig.d.
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FIG .2. Real space unit cell of the vortex lattice.

T he London energy derived above has them ost signi cant in pact on the vortex lattice structures for tem peratures
near T¢;z . Earlier analysis in plied a stretched hexagonal lattice near Tz i_‘/'] which is not strongly eld dependent
(thiswas found orarbitrary ~= ). Such a lattice results from a re-scaling ofthe variablesgy and g, to rem ovea of{ cﬁ
orthorhom bic symm etry term in the London energy [1]-] T he resulting London energy In the re-scaled variables is
isotropic (which In plies a hexagonalvortex lattice in the re-scaled param eters). T his analysis neglects the divergence
of A @); asthe tamperature approaches T, , which changes the results signi cantly. W e perform ed a num erical
analysis of the vortex lattice structure in the A phase for ~= = 036, the resuls are shown in Fjg.:_3. In this analysis,
the cﬁ cﬁ anisotropy in the London energy is rem oved by re-scaling the g; and g E[]_:] Since the rescaled and original
& and g, di er by only a factor ~= , this rescaling is jgnored in the non-localtem (note ncliding the re-scaling
in the non-bbcaltem is equivalent to keeping factors O (~3= 3) which haxbe been previously throw rbout) Fig. 3 only
show resuls for H 01 2B. (num erically it was found that H; = 0:03 2B, note also H ; 60 2B.).Ascan be
seen or T = Tz = 400 mK, the Jow— eld vortex lattice phase is not hexagonal, but square for a substantial range
of applied m agnetic eld. ForT € T.z , the Jow— eld vortex Jattice is hexagonal. T his can be understood by noting
that a; is nite orT € T, and consequently, only the usualLondon theory applies at the Iowest elds (since the
vorticesbecom e In nitely separated asH ! H). HoweverforT = Tcg, a; Isih nite, so that the non-localtem s
In the London theory are in portant even asH ! H ;. Furthem ore, it was found that for the lowest elds that were
num erically accessible, the stable vortex phase or T = T s was rectangular (a square lattice stretched along one of
its sides). This Jattice was found to be stable forH . < H < 1:003H o (this eld range isnot shown in Fjg.'g). In
com paring the theory to existing experin ental results, i is in portant to point out that the high— eld vortex phase
agrees w ith that observed by Huxly et al. t_é]. W e found that the high— eld (nearly) hexagonal lattice has one of the
basis vectors rotated 15 degrees from the crystallographic a axiswhich is In agreem ent Ref. Efli]. This is a non-trivial
result of the theory found here. In particular, the sign of the non-localterm derived In Eg. § is opposite that used
by Huxlky et al. to explain the observed orientation. For am aller ~= , the vortex phase diagram is very sin ilar to
that ound n F jg.-'_3 w ith one In portant di erence: the region where the square vortex lattice phase appears becom es
suppressed to lower elds and to tem peratures closer to T -
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FIG . 3. Vortex lattice structure as a function of applied eld and tem peratur%jr_l the A phase for tem peratures near the A
to B transition (Tc;z = 440 mK).Resuls have been included for eldsH > 0:d 2B.. The parameter = 1 throughout the
entire param eter range shown above.

G iven that the intriguing behavior found here was due the diverging correlation length at T.p , it is clear that
this physics is not restricted to UPt;. Tt will arise In other m ulti-com ponent superconductors that exhbit multiple
phase transitions. Som e additional candidates for this behaviorare U; ,Th,Beys [13], SmRuO 4 [14{16], Celns 7],
electron doped cuprates f_l-gl], and M gCN i3 I_l-g':_ég'] In U; xThyBe s multiple phase transitions have been observed
f_l-i_’;]. Cubic Celns is lkely to have a superconducting phase diagram sim ilar to UPt3 w ith a tw o-com ponent d-w ave
order param eter ig-]:]. Sr,RuO 4 has been established as an unconventional superconductor w ith a two-com ponent
order param eter [_1%{:_2[5] T he application of uniaxial stress should give rise to m ultiple transitions in this case {_2-2_:]
E lectron doped cuprates have been argued to exhbit a d to s-wave pairing sym m etry transition w ith doping E[g] If
this is lndeed the case, then there should exist a particular doping where the two sym m etries co-exist. This would
In ply muliple phase transitions. F inally, cubic M gCN i3 hasbeen argued to be a spin-triplet superconductor f_Z-(_)'], for
which i is lkely that a m ulticom ponent order param eter arises E}]. In this case, the application of uniaxial pressure
w ill then be required to give rise to m ultiple superconducting phase transitions.

In conclusion, we have show n that for superconductors that exhib it m uliple superconducting phases in zero applied
m agnetic eld, the London theory in the viciniy of phase transitions takes on a very novel form . In particular, the
diverging correlation length associated w ith the phase transition allow s non-trivial vortex lattice structures to exist
arbitrarily close to H 1 . Tt was also found that the penetration depth w illexhibit an unusualtem perature dependence
and anisotropy near such transitions. T his theory was applied to UP t3 and the possble application of this theory to
Ui xThyBes, SpRUO 4, Celns, electron-doped cuprates, and M gCN i was discussed.

W e thank A .Huxky, R .Joynt, J.M oreno, P .R odiere, and J. Sauls or usefildiscussions. D FA was supported by an
aw ard from R esearch C orporation and by a Research Comm ittee Award from the University ofW isconsin-M ilwaukee.
M JW D is supported by an EP SRC A dvanced Fellow ship AF /99/0725.

[L1M .Sigrist and K .Ueda, Rev.M od.Phys. 63, 239 (1991).
R] L P.Gorkov, Sov.Sci.Rev., Sect.A 9,1 (1987).
BIR A .Fisheretal, Phys.Rev.Lett. 62, 1411 (1989).
4] S.Adenwalla et al.,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 65, 2298 (1990).
B] JA .Sauls,Adv.Phys. 43, 113 (1994).
6] A .Huxky, et al.,, Nature 406, 160 (2000).
[71 T.Champeland V P.M ineev, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 4903 (2001).
Bl K A .Park and R .Joynt, Phys.Rev.B 53, 12346 (1996).
Pl R .Heeb and D F .Agterberg, Phys.Rev.B 59, 7076 (1999).
[10] V G .Kogan et al,, Phys.Rev B 55, R 8693 (1997).
[111 V G .Kogan, Phys. Lett. 85A , 298 (1981).
121 PM .Chakin and T C . Lubensky, P rinciples of condensed m atter physics, C am bridge U niversity P ress, New York (1995).
[I31R H.He neretal, Phys.Rev.Lett. 65, 2816 (1990).
[14] Y .M aeno et al.,, Nature (London) 372, 532 (1994).
5] T M .Rice and M . Sigrist, J. Phys. Condens. M atter 7, 1L.643 (1995).
6] Y .M aeno, T M .Rice, and M . Sigrist, Phys. Today 54,No. 1, 42 (2001).
[l7] N D .M athur et al.,, Nature (London) 394, 39 (1998).

[191 T.Heetal, Nature (London) 411, 54 (2001).

RO] H .Rosner et al.,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 88, 0270011 (2002).

R1]1 D F .A gterberg, unpublished.

R21 M .Sigrist, R .Joynt,and T M .Rice, Phys.Rev.B 36, 5186 (1987).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0111544

