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The G inzburg-Landau (G L) functionaland the resultant phase diagram in strong � elds where

the Pauliparam agnetic depairing is not negligible are exam ined in details by assum ing the weak

coupling BCS m odelwith a dx2� y2-like pairing.In contrastto previousworkson the sam e subject

forspin-singletpairings in which the orbitaldepairing e� ectwas nottreated consistently with the

param agnetic depairing,the tem perature at which the m ean � eld (M F) transition at Hc2 changes

into a discontinuous one lies m uch above another tem perature at which the H c2(T) and a second

ordertransition curveH F F LO (T)between an FFLO -likeand theordinary vortex solidsbranch,and

H F F LO (T)decreasesupon cooling.Based on these M F results,detailsofa realphasediagram near

H c2(T)-line are exam ined in term sofM onte Carlo sim ulation,and itisfound thatthe M F discon-

tinuoustransition ischanged due to the 
 uctuation into a crossover which is nearly discontinuous

in system swith weak enough 
 uctuation.These resultsinduced by the param agnetic depairing are

consistent both with recent observations ofthe M F discontinuous behavior and H F F LO (T) in the

heavy ferm ion superconductor CeCoIn5 with weak 
 uctuation and with their absence in organic

m aterialswith strong 
 uctuation.

IN T R O D U C T IO N

Traditonally,e�ectsofPauliparam agnetism on super-

conductorswith a spin-singletCooper-pairing havebeen

discussed by sim ply focusing on two energy scales[1,2];

the superconducting (SC) condensation energy and the

Zeem an energy preventing the singlet pairing. This is

a reasonable explanation on the �rst order transition

(FO T) in an exceptionalcase with no orbitaldepairing

creating �eld-induced vortices,i.e.,a thin-�lm supercon-

tuctorin parallel�elds[3].Further,thereisalso a possi-

blity ofa structuraltransition within theM eissnerphase

into theso-called FFLO state[4,5]with a periodicm od-

ulation,induced by the spin depairing,ofthe SC order

param eter. However,the orbitaldepairing e�ects,i.e.,

the vorticesare inevitably presentin m ostofcasesofa

type IIsuperconductorundera strong �eld,including a

layered m aterialunder a �eld parallelto the supercon-

ducting layers[7].Hence,we encounterquite a di�erent

issuefrom thatin theworks[1,2,4,5,6],thatis,e�ects

ofthe param agneticdepairing on the vortex state which

hasno M eissnerresponse. Clearly,treating in thiscase

the orbitaldepairing asa perturbation forthe casewith

no orbitaldepairing isnotvalid.

At present,it is wellunderstood [8,9]that,in lower

�eldswheretheparam agneticdepairing isnegligible,the

H -T phase diagram for the vortex states is drastically

changed byincludingthesuperconducting
uctuation ne-

glected in them ean �eld (M F)approxim ation.A typical

oneam ongsuch drastic
uctuation e�ectsisthefactthat

the second orderM F transition atH c2 isnotrealized as

a consequenceofthe
uctuation and givesway to a weak

�rstordertransition lying below H c2 between thevortex

solid and thevortex liquid region which needsnotbedis-

tinguished from the norm alstate.Atleasttheoretically,

itisim portant[10]toextend thisissuetothestrong�eld

region in which the spin depairing is notnegligible and

the M F transition atH c2 m ay be discontinuous.

Through previous M F works on the vortex states of

Pauli-lim ited superconductors[11,12,13],however,one

noticesthateven the H -T phasediagram in theM F ap-

proxim ation is an unsettled issue. Forinstance,a FO T

induced by the spin depairing was expected through a

calculation in dirty lim it[13],to the bestofourknowl-

edge,contrary to the experim entalfacts. Further,even

in the clean lim it, there are no consensus on the M F

phasediagram .In strong�eldsofourinterest,anyM eiss-

nerphase (i.e.,any phase occurring with no orbitalde-

pairing)isnotpossible,and we expectjustsom e vortex

solids,such as the ordinary solid consisting ofstraight

vortex lines and an FFLO -like solid state with a peri-

odic m odulation along the applied �eld,as SC ground

states in the pure lim it with no defects leading to a

vortex-pinning. Let us calla transition curve between

the above-m entioned two solid states as H FFLO (T). In

ref[11],thetransition atH FFLO wasargued to beof�rst

orderwith no detailed calculation,whileitwasobtained

asa second orderonein ref.[12]wheretheorbitaldepair-

ingrepresented by thegauge-invariantgradientistreated

perturbatively.Further,thetem peratureT � atwhich the

M F transition at H c2 changes into a discontinuous one

wasconcluded there[12]to liem uch below anothertem -

peratureTFFLO atwhich H FFLO (T)and H c2(T)branch.

In addition,H FFLO (T)-line is often suggested to be in-

sensitive to T. W e note that allofcon
icting results

raised above were obtained in the sam e m odel,i.e.,the

sim plestweak-coupling BCS m odel.

In thepresentpaper,we�rstreexam inetheM F calcu-

lationsin theweak-coupling BCS m odelprim arily in the

region wheretheSC orderparam eterisdescribed within
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thelowestLandau level(LLL)and show,by treating the

two depairing e�ects on the sam e footing,that m ostof

the previous M F results m entioned above are changed.

O uranalysisisessentially di�erentfrom thatin ref.[12]

in thatthegauge-invariantgradientisfully incorporated.

Exceptin the casewith a �ctitiously largeM akiparam -

eter,thistreatm entisneeded particularly in the high H

and low T region wheretheparam agneticdepairingplays

signi�cant roles, although, instead, m ultiple num erical

integralshaveto be perform ed to accom plish such a full

treatm ent. Further,bearing a com parison with data in

realsystem sin m ind,a weak im purity scattering should

be incorporated because the H FFLO (T) line which m ay

appearin high H and low T iseasily suppressed by the

im purity strength.Consequently,theM F phasediagram

is determ ined by a com petition am ong the two depair-

ing e�ects and the im purity strength. W e �nd that,in

quasi-two-dim entionalsuperconductors under m agnetic

�elds perpendicular to the SC layers,the tem perature

T � always lies above other two characteristic tem pera-

turesTFFLO and Tnext below which the vortex solid will

be described by the nextlowestLandau level(LL).This

resultwillbecom pared with thehigh �eld phasediagram

ofthe heavy ferm ion superconductor CeCoIn5 reported

very recently [14],and they are found to be consistent

with each other.

Next,we also explain here resultsofourM onte Carlo

sim ulations on a G L m odeljusti�ed at the m icroscopic

levelperform ed by focusing on the high �elds in which

a FO T at H c2 (M F-FO T) m ust occur in the M F ap-

proxim ation com pletely neglecting the 
uctuation. As

explained elsewhere [10], the strong M F-FO T induced

by the spin depairing is expected theoretically to never

occur in realsystem s with 
uctuation. O therwise,the

high �eld portion ofthe H -T phase diagram would not

becom ecom patiblewith itslow �eld portion becausethe

absenceofthesecond orderM F transition atH c2 in lower

�eldsisalready well-established. The only transition in

the case with no pinning disorder should be the m elt-

ing transition ofa vortex solid.In the presentcasewith

a M F-FO T,however,the G L m odelneedsto have non-

linear term s other than the quartic term ,and this fact

m akesan analyticstudy m oreinvolved.Forthisreason,

we have chosen to perform M onte Carlo sim ulations to

exam ine the ture phase diagram . O ur results are con-

sistent with the theoreticalprediction and revealthat

the above-m entioned M F-FO T atH c2 ischanged into a

crossover from a norm alstate into a vortex liquid re-

gion broadening with incleasing 
uctuation. Together

with the im purity-induced disappearance of the M F-

FO T,this 
uctuation-induced broadening ofthe sharp

behaviorre
ecting theM F-FO T explainswhy thenearly

discontinuous behavior at H c2 has not been observed

so far in, except the recent observations in CeCoIn5

[14,15,16,17,18],m ostofbulk typeIIsuperconductors

with a spin-singletpairing. O n the otherhand,we �nd

that,in spiteoftheabsenceofthegenuineFO T atH c2,a

hysterisism ay appearnearH c2 in num ericalsim ulations

forcaseswith weaker
uctuation asa resultofan incom -

pleterelaxation at�nitetim escalesin num ericalsim ula-

tions.Toclarify thisargum ent,thecorrespondingresults

fora one-dim ensionalG L m odelin zero �eld,which has

no superconducting transition,willbepresented.In spe-

ci�cheatm easurem entson CeCoIn5 [14],a sm allhyster-

isis accom panying the FO T-like behavioratH c2 begins

to appearupon cooling atsom elow tem peraturein con-

trastto the resistivity data [18]ata lowertem perature.

Since there is no evidence that this onset ofhysterisis

is related to another phase transition and realspeci�c

heatm easurem entsaswellasnem ericalexperim entsare

notnecessarily perform ed ata truetherm alequilibrium ,

theexperim entalhysterisisseen only in thespeci�cheat

data atlow enough tem peraturesisconsistentwith our

scenario based on theabsenceofa genuineFO T atH c2.

This paper is organized as follows. In x2,we explain

ourm icroscopicderivation oftheG L functionaland dis-

cussthe disorderdependence ofthe resulting M F phase

diagram . In x3,our sim ulation results are explained in

details. In x4,the obtained resultiscom pared with the

observations in CeCoIn5. W e use the unit �h = c = 1

throughoutthe m anuscript.

Q U A D R A T IC T ER M

FollowingK lem m etal.[19],weintroduceaBCS ham il-

tonian fora quasitwo dim ensional(2D)superconductor

undera nonzero m agnetic�eld

H = H 0 + H J �
jgjs

2

X

�;j

Z
d2q?

(2�)2
B
�y

j (q? )B
�
j(q? ):(1)

Here,g isthe attractive interaction strength,’�j(r? )=

(1=
p

s)

P

p?
a�j(p? )e

ip? � r? istheannihilation operator

ofa quasi-particle with spin � (= + 1 or� 1)atthe in-

plane position r? on the j-th plane, and s and 
 is

the interlayer spacing and the area ofa layer,respec-

tively. The pair-�eld operator is de�ned by B �
j(q? ) =P

p?
wpa

� �
j (� p

�

?
)a�j(p

+

?
),where wp is the orbitalpart

ofthepairing-function and,in thecaseofdx2� y2-pairing,

iswritten as
p
2(̂p2x � p̂2y),where p̂ isthe unitvectorin

the p? direction,and p
�

?
im plies p? � q=2. The �rst

term H 0 in eq.(1)represents in-plane m otions ofquasi-

particles,

H 0 = s
X

�;j

Z

d
2
r?

 

’
�y

j
(r? )

(� ir? + jejA )2

2m
’
�
j(r? )

+ ’
�y

j
(r? )

h

uj(r? )� �I

i

’
�
j(r? )

!

; (2)

whereI = �0H isZeem an energy,and m isthe e�ective

m ass of a quasi-particle. The strength of the param -
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agnetic depairing is m easured by �0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0 cor-

responding to the M akiparam eter except a num erical

factor,where H orb
c2 (T)isthe M F transition curve in the

case neglecting the param agnetic depairing,and Tc0 is

the H = 0 transition tem perature. The random po-

tentialuj(r? ) obeys the following G aussian ensem ble:

uj(r? ) = 0,uj(r? )uj0(r
0
?
) = �(r? � r0

?
)�jj0=2�N (0)�,

whereN (0)isa 2D density ofstateattheFerm isurface,

and �� 1 the elastic scattering rate. The second term

representsthe inter-planehopping,

H J =
Js

2

X

�;j

Z

d
2
r?

 

’
�y

j (r? )’
�
j+ 1(r? )+ H:c:

!

(3)

where H.c. denotes Herm itian conjugate. Since we are

interested in a �eld region where electronshave a m uch

largercyclotronradiusthan theaveragedistancebetween

thequasiparticles,weusethefam iliarquasi-classicalap-

proxim ation forthe single-particlepropagator:

G
H
"�
(r;r

0
)= G

H = 0
"�

(r� r
0
)e

ijej

R
r
0

r

ds� A
: (4)

HeretheG reen’sfunction in zero�eld,G H = 0
"�

(r),isgiven

asthe Fouriertransform ofthe expression

G "� (p)=

h

i~"� �
�
�p?

+ J cos(pzs)
�i� 1

(5)

where ~"� = "+ s"=(2�)� i�I,and s" = sgn(").Through

thefam iliarStratnovich-Hubbard proceduretointroduce

the pair-�eld �,we can constructa G L functional.The

quadraticterm isgiven by

F2 =
X

qz

Z

d
2
r? ~�

�
qz
(r? )

�
1

jgj
� K̂ 2(� ;qz)

�

~� qz(r? );

(6)

where � = � ir? + (2�=�0)A ,�0 = �=jejis the 
ux

quantum ,� j = (sN layer)
� 1=2

P

qz
~� qze

iqzsj denotes the

pair-�eld on thej-th SC plane,N layeristhenum berofSC

planes,and theoperator K̂ 2 in thepurelim it(�
� 1 ! 0)

issim ply given by

K̂ 2(� ;qz) = 2�N (0)T
X

"

D̂ d(2");

D̂ d(2") =
1

�N (0)

Z

p



jwpj

2
G "� (p)G � "� (� + qzẑ� p)

�

�
:

(7)

Here,the notation
R

p
�

R
d
2
p?

(2�)2

H
d(pzs)

2�
was used. In

the im pure case,there are also contributions from the

im purity-laddervertexcorrections,and D̂ d(2")should be

replaced asfollows:

D̂ d(2") ! D̂ d(2"+ 1=�)

+ Ê d(2")
�

1� �D̂ s(2")
Ê d(2")

�
�
�
�
�
2"! 2"+ 1=�

;(8)

where� = (2�)� 1,and D̂ s and Ê d arede�ned by replac-

ingjwpj
2 in eq.(7)into1and wp respectively.In thedirty

lim it with 2��Tc0 � 1,the im purity vertex correction

expressed by �D̂ in thesecond term becom esim portant,

although thesuperconductingphaseissim ultaneouslyre-

duced in the present d-wave case. As is shown later,

however,the M F-FO T appearsonly when 2�Tc0� > 10,

and hence,wefocushereon thism oderately clearregion.

O ne �nds that,in this cleanerand d-wave pairing case,

the com binations �D̂ and �Ê are sm allenough to jus-

tify the neglect ofthe second term ofeq.(8). For this

reason,any contribution including the im purity-ladder

vertex correctionswillbe neglected hereafterin the text

and in Appendix A whereouranalysisusingthecoherent

stateforthe LLsisexplained.

W eshould noteherethat,striktly speaking,theeigen-

statesofthe operator K̂ 2 in the dx2� y2-wavepairing are

nottheLLs,and thattherearenonvanishingo�-diagonal

m atrix elem ents between LLL and higher LLs with in-

dices ofm ultiples offour (i.e.,N = 4m ). However,in

the range ofM akiparam eter considered in this paper,

the instability line for the N = 4 LL m odes, de�ned

by �4(0)= 0 in ournotation used below,liesfar below

H c2(T),and hence,we willneglect the o�-diagonalel-

em ents in considering the N = 0 and 1 vortex states.

Then,wp in eq.(7)m ay be replaced by 1,and ouranal-

ysisusing the LL basisbecom esstraightforward. W hen

~�
(N )
qz (r? ) belongs to the N-th Landau level,the corre-

sponding eigenvalueofK̂ 2 isgiven by

K 2;N (qz) = 2�TN (0)

Z 1

0

d�f(�)LN

�

2(
�

2�H
)
2
�

� e
�

�
�

2�H

�
2

J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�

;

(9)

whereLN istheN-th Laguerrefunction,J0 isthezeroth

Besselfunction,and the function f isde�ned by

f(�)=
e� �=� cos(2I�)

sinh(2�T�)
: (10)

Theproceduresleadingtoeq.(9)willbeexplained in Ap-

pendix A.Aftercutting thelogarithm icdivergenceby its

zero-�eld value, we obtain the �nalexpression for the

quadraticfree energy.

F2 = N (0)

1X

N = 0

X

qz

Z

d
2
r? aN (q

2
z)j

~�
(N )
qz

(r? )j
2
; (11)

aN (q
2
z) = ln(T=Tc0)+ 2�T

Z 1

0

d�

 

(sinh(2�T�))
� 1

� f(�)LN

�

2(
�

2�H
)
2
�

e
�

�
�

2�H

�
2

J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�
!

(12)
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG .1: D iagram s expressing the quartic term of the G L

action

A possibility of an instability to an FFLO -like vortex

solid in theN -th LL can bestudied,atleastnearH c2(T)-

line,by expanding �N in powersofQ � Jsin(qzs=2)like

aN (q
2
z)= aN (0)+ a

(1)

N
Q
2
+ a

(2)

N
Q
4
+ � � � ;(13)

where

a
(1)

N
= 2�T

Z 1

0

d��
2
f(�)e

�

�
�

2�H

�
2

LN

�

2(
�

2�H
)
2
�

; (14)

and

a
(2)

N
= �

�T

2

Z 1

0

d��
4
f(�)e

�

�
�

2�H

�
2

LN

�

2(
�

2�H
)
2
�

:

(15)

Asfarasa
(2)

N
> 0,theinstability pointto an FFLO solid

state is determ ined by a
(1)

N
= 0,and the corresponding

transition isofsecond order.

Q U A R T IC T ER M

Thecorresponding analysisforthehigherorder(quar-

tic and 6th-order) term s ofthe G L functionalis m ore

com plicated than thatforthequadraticone.Asalready

explained,the im purity-laddervertex correctionswillbe

neglected in the ensuing analysisofthenonlinearterm s.

Hereafter, it is convenient to work in a �xed Landau

gauge A = (0;H x;0) and to represent the pair-�eld in

term sofde�nite LL orbitalsuN ;k(r? )

� j(r? )=
1

p
SH

X

N ;k

�N ;k;juN ;k(r? ); (16)

where SH = rH Ly�
1=2. In the presentgauge,uN ;k(r? )

isgiven by

uN ;k(r? )=
�̂N+
p
N !

e
� 1

2r2

H

(x+ kr
2

H
)
2
+ iky

: (17)

where we introduce the creation and annhilation opera-

tors

�̂� =
rH
p
2
(� x � i�y) (18)

forLLs.

Fora m om ent,letusfocuson a vortex solid within the

LLL-subspace. An extension to the higher(N = 1)LL

willbeconsiderd later.Then,thequarticterm oftheG L

freeenergy functionalcan be written as

F4 =
1

2

X

j

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 4(f� ig)�

�
j(r? 1)� j(r? 2)�

�
j(r? 3)� j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(19)

=
X

j;fkig

�
�
0;k1;j

�0;k2;j�
�
0;k3;j

�0;k4;j

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 4(f� ig)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

; (20)

where � i = � (ri). In the im pure case K̂ 4 consists ofthree term s represented in �g.1 and willbe expressed as

K̂ 4 = K̂ 4a + K̂ 4bc.The term K̂ 4a isgiven by

K̂ 4a = 2�TN (0)
X

"

�
� is"jwpj

4

(2i~"� + v � �
�
1)(2i~"� + v � �2)(2i~"� + v � �

�
3)

�

�;F:S:

+ (� 2 $ � 4) (21)

= 2�TN (0)

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if(

3X

i= 1

�)

D

jwpj
4
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2+ �3v� �

�

3
)
E

F:S:
+ (� 2 $ � 4) (22)

wherethe function f isde�ned by eq.(10),and the bracketh i
F:S:

im pliesthe angle-averageovertheFerm isurface.

The sum ofFig.1 (b)and (c),K̂ 4bc,isgiven by

K̂ 4bc =
2�T

�
N (0)

X

"

��
jwpj

2

(2i~"� + v � �
�
1)(2i~"� + v � �2)

�

F:S:

�
jwpj

2

(2i~"� + v � �
�
3)(2i~"� + v � �4)

�

F:S:

�

�

+ (� 2 $ � 4) (23)
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= �
2�T

�
N (0)

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

D

jwpj
2
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2)

E

F:S:

D

jwpj
2
e
i(�3v� �

�

3
+ �4v� �4)

E

F:S:

+ (� 2 $ � 4)(24)

The following resultswhich arederived in the appendix arequite convenient.

e
i�v� �

u0;k(r? ) = e
�

(j�j
2
��

2
)

4 e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH + �)

2
+ iky

: (25)

e
i�v� �

�

u0;k(r? ) = e
�

(j�j
2
��

2
)

4 e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH � �)

2
� iky

: (26)

where � = ���=�H and � = p̂x + îpy isthe com plex coordinatespecifying the position p = pF p̂ on the Ferm isurface.

W ith thisidentity and eq.(57),weobtain the following results.

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 4a(f� ig)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(27)

=
2�TN (0)
p
2SH

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if(

3X

i= 1

�)

D

4(Re�
2
)
4
e
i(�1v� �

�
1
+ �2v� �2+ �3v� �

�
3
)
u
�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)

E

F:S:

�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

+ (k2 $ k4)

=
2�TN (0)
p
2SH

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if(

3X

i= 1

�)

D

4(Re�
2
)
4
I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�4= 0;�i= �i�

�=�H

E

�
+ c:c:: (28)

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 4bc(f� ig)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(29)

= �
2�TN (0)

�
p
2SH

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

D

2(Re�
2
)
2
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)

E

F:S:

�

D

2(Re�
2
)
2
e
i(�3v� �

�

3
+ �4v� �4)u

�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)

E

F:S:

�
�
�
r? i! r?

+ (k2 $ k4)

= �
2�TN (0)

�
p
2SH

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

D

4(Re�
2
)
2
(Re�

2
)
2
I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�1;2= �1;2�

�=�H ;�3;4= �3;4�
�=�H

E

�;�
+ c:c:: (30)

wherethe orbital-depairing weightfunction forthe quarticterm isgiven by

I4(f�ig)= e
� 1

4

h
P

4

i= 1
j�ij

2
+ 1

2
(�

�2

13
+ �

2

24
)+ (�

�

1
+ �

�

3
)(�2+ �4)+ 2rH (k13�

�

13
� k24�24)

i

; (31)

wherekij = ki� kj.Finally we havea quarticterm

F4 =
N (0)

2
p
2SH

X

j

X

fkig

�k1+ k3;k2+ k4V4(fkig)e
�

r
2

H
4
(k

2

13
+ k

2

24
)
�
�
k1;j

�k2;j�
�
k3;j

�k4;j;

(32)

V4(fkig) = 2�T

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if

�P 3

i= 1
�i

�

�

D

4(Re�
2
)
4
I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�4= 0;�i= �i�

�=�H

E

�

�
2�T

�

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if

�P 4

i= 1
�i

�

�

D

4(Re�
2
)
2
(Re�

2
)
2
I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�1;2= �1;2�

�=�H ;�3;4= �3;4�
�=�H

E

�;�
+ c:c::(33)

Later,we willcom m enton the factthat,consistently with the neglectofthe second term in eq.(8),the second line

ofeq.(33) arising from K̂ 4bc is safely negligible com pared with the �rst K̂ 4a term in the relatively clean case with

2�Tc0� > 10 ofourinterest.
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(a) (b)

FIG .2: D iagram sexpressing the 6th orderterm ofthe G L action.

6T H O R D ER T ER M

Ifwerestrictthe pair-�eld into the LLL subspace,6th orderterm ofthe G L functionalareexpressed asfollows.

F6 = �
1

3

X

j

Z

r?

K̂ 6(f� ig)� j(r? 1)
�
� j(r? 2)� j(r? 3)

�
� j(r? 4)� j(r? 5)

�
� j(r? 6)

�
�
�
�
�
�
ri! r

(34)

=
X

j;fkig

�
�
0;k1;j

�0;k2;j�
�
0;k3;j

�0;k4;j�
�
0;k5;j

�0;k6;j

�

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 6(f� ig)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)u
�
0k5j

(r? 3)u0k6j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

;(35)

In contrastto the quartic term ,the kernelK̂ 6 also includes diagram s(see Fig.2 (b)) with two orthree im purity

linesin addition to thosewith a singleim purity linesuch asFig.1(b),and hence,consistsofm any term s.Fortunately,

according to the statem entfollowing eq.(33),allterm sotherthan Fig.2 (a)m ay be neglected in the range ofpurity

param eterwefocuson.Thediagram Fig.2 (a)isexpresed as

K̂ 6 = 2�TN (0)
X

"

is"

*  

jwpj
6

6Y

i= 1

1

zi

!

z6 + z4 + z2 +
z3z6

z2 � z3 + z4
+

z1z4

z3 � z4 + z5
+

z2z5

z1 � z2 + z3

+

�;F:S:

� K̂ 6a + K̂ 6b + K̂ 6c + K̂ 6d + K̂ 6e + K̂ 6f (36)

where zi � 2i~"� + v � �i foreven iand 2i~"� + v � �
�
i forodd i. Although the above expression has�xed quantum

num bers(the indicesof� i),itisnotsym m etrized with respectto them atthisstage.Howeverasexplained below,

the corresponding sym m etry issatis�ed in the corresponding G L functionalin LLL,and its 6th orderterm can be

represented justby the 1stterm ofthe aboveexpression K̂ 6a.Firstly,letuscalculate the free energy corresponding

K̂ 6a.Using the param etricrepresentation (see Appendix A),itiswritten as

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 6a(f� ig)u

�
0k1j

(r? 1)u0k2j(r? 2)u
�
0k3j

(r? 3)u0k4j(r? 4)u
�
0k5j

(r? 3)u0k6j(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(37)

=
2�TN (0)
p
3SH

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

�)

Z
d2r?

S2
H

�

�

jwpj
6
e
i(
P

i= 1;3;5
�iv� �

�

i
+
P

i= 2;4
�iv� �i)

u
�
0;k1

(r? 1)u0;k2(r? 2)u
�
0;k3

(r? 3)u0;k4(r? 4)u
�
0;k5

(r? 5)u0;k6(r? 6)

�

F:S:

�
�
�
�
r? ;i! r?

(38)

=
2�TN (0)
p
3S2

H

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

�)

D

8(Re�
2
)
6
I6(f�ig)

�
�
�
�6= 0;�i= �i�

�=�H

E

�
: (39)

It willbe clear that K̂ 6b and K̂ 6c take the sam e expression as this. Next we exam ine K̂ 6d. Using the param eter

representation,this term is expressed by changing the integralvariable in the above expression as �2 ! �2 + �3,

�3 ! � �3,and �4 ! �3 + �4.

Since itisobviousthatthe aboveexpression isalready sym m etrized,wehavethe 6th orderfree energy,

F6 =
N (0)

3
p
3S2

H

X

j

X

fkig

�k1+ k3+ k5;k2+ k4+ k6V6(fkig)e
�

r2
H
6

P

(i;m )
k
2

im
�
�
k1;j

�
�
k3;j

�
�
k5;j

�k2;j�k4;j�k6;j; (40)
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.50

~ V
6

T Tco/

(b)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.50
0

1

2

3

4

5

FIG .3: Num ericalresults ofthe dim ensionless coe� cients (a) ~V4 = V4(fkj = 0g)=�
2

H and (b) ~V6 = V6(fkj = 0g)=�
4

H on the

H c2-curve at lower tem peratures T � 0:5Tc0. The value �0H
orb

c2 =2�kB Tc0 = 0:8 and (2�T c0�)
� 1 = 0:05 was com m only used.

In (a),the crosssym bolsrepresentthe resultdue only to � g.1(a).

whereV6a isgiven by

V6(fkig) = � 3� 2�T

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

)

(
D

8(Re�
2
)
6
I6(f�ig)j�6= 0;�i6= 6= �i�

�=�H

E

�

+

D

8(Re�
2
)
6
I6(f�ig)j�6= 0;�1;5= �1;5��=�H ;�3= � �3�

�=�H ;�2;4= (�2;4+ �3)�
�=�H

E

�

)

(41)

In deriving the M F phase diagram and its im purity dependence,we willuse an additionalapproxim ation below.

Asm entioned in x1,the orbitaldepairing e�ectarising from the gauge invariantgradients� j,in low T lim it,have

to be incorporated nonperturbatively. Consequently,additionaldependenceson kij appearin V4 and V6,while the

gaussian factorson kij in F4 and F6 are directconsequencesofrestricting the pair-�eld into the LLL subspace and

also appear in the fam iliar G L expression with spatially localnonlinear term s. That is,the kij dependences in V4

and V6 can beseen asspatially nonlocalcontributionsto the nonlinearterm sand a�ectthestructureofvortex solid.

Actually,in LLL and the case with no param agnetic depairing,this nonlocality in the quartic G L term results in

the structuraltransition ofvortex solid between the rhom bic and squarelattices[21].However,an energy di�erence

a�ecting the lattice structure isextrem ely sm allre
ecting a sm alldi�erence ofthe Abrikosov factor(denoted as� A

and 
A below),and,atleastasfarastheSC transition in the M F approxim ation atH c2 isconcerned,such nonlocal

contributionsare safely negligible. Forthisreason,the kij’sin V4 and V6 willbe replaced hereafterby zero. Then,

the G L m odelderived m icroscopically takesthe form

Floc = N (0)

Z

d
2
r?

"
X

qz

a0(q
2
z)j

~�
(0)
qz
(r? )j

2
+
X

j

�
V4(fkig = 0)

2
j� jj

4
+
V6(fkig = 0)

3
j� jj

6
�
#

: (42)

Tem peraturevariationsofthecoe�cientsV 4(fkjg = 0)

and V6(fkjg = 0)calculated along the H c2(T)-curveare

shown,respectively,in Fig.3 (a)and (b).To clarify that

thecontributionsofFig.1(b)and (c)aresafelynegligible,

V4 in Fig.3 (a)wascalculated in term sof(2�Tc0�)
� 1 =

0:05,the value used in Fig.4 (b) below. The coe�cient

V4 isnegativeatlowertem peratures,whileV6 ispositive

over a broad region so that the G L expression (42) is

well-de�ned.

M EA N FIELD P H A SE D IA G R A M

Below,theM F phasediagram willbeexam ined based

on the functional,eq.(42). First,let us neglect a pos-

sibility ofan FFLO -like state and assum e the uniform

vortex solid independentofj asthe M F solution.Then,

the �rst term in the bracket of eq.(42) is replaced by
P

j
a0(0)j� jj

2,and theM F solution isobtained in astan-

dard way.ThecharacteroftheM F transition atH c2(T)-

line changeswith increasing �eld from the second order

one to a discontinuous one at a tem perature T � where

the coe�cientV 4 ofthe quartic term becom esnegative,

re
ecting thatthe spin depairing ism ore e�ective upon
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FIG .4: M F phasediagram sin (a)clean lim it((2�T c0�)
� 1

=

0)and (b)the m oderately clean case ((2�T c0�)
� 1 = 0:05).

cooling and with increasing H .To obtain M F resultsin

T < T �,highernonlinearterm sarenecessary in the G L

expression.Asalready seen,the coe�cientV 6(fki = 0g)

ispositiveovera broad tem peraturerange,and thus,the

expression eq.(42)term inated atthe 6th orderterm will

be su�cient for our purpose. Further,let us introduce

the e�ectivecoe�cients ~b= V4(fki = 0g)�A ofthe quar-

tic term and ~c= V6(fki = 0g)
A ofthe 6th orderterm ,

respectively,where

�A =



j� j(r? )j

4
�

(hj� jj
2i)2

;


A =



j� j(r? )j

6
�

(hj� jj
2i)3

: (43)

Then,the following M F results in T < T � are found.

First,the M F transition pointin T < T � and in LLL is

determ ined by

a0(0)= a0;c �
3~b2

16~c
; (44)

while the supercooling (superheating) point is given by

a0(0) = 0 (a0(0) =
~b2=(4~c)). Next,the energy barrier

Ubarr between the j�j= 0 solution and the jum p value

ofj�jatthe transition,j�j c =

q

3j~bj=4~c,isgiven by

Ubarr = N (0)
j~bj3

48~c2
: (45)

Further, by calculating the m ean squared am plitude

j��j2

�
oftheG aussian 
uctuation ��when a 0(0)= a0;c

and in 2D lim it,onealso �nds



j��j2

�
/
Tc2 j�j

2
c

Ubarr

; (46)

where Tc2 isthe transition tem perature.Thus,the 
uc-

tuation strength isenhanced with decreasing j~bjand in-

creasing ~c and,as expected,is m easured at Tc2 by the

inverseoftheenergy barrier.Hence,ifthisM F-FO T oc-

cursasa true FO T in realsystem s,a clearhysterisisis

expected in a system with weaker
uctuation.

However,in higher�eldsand lowertem peratureswhere

the spin depairing becom es m ore im portant,an FFLO -

like helicalvortex solid m ay becom e m ore favorable.As

far as the width a0;c is su�ciently sm all,the gradient

term s have only to be incorporated in the lowest or-

derterm s in � j. Thatis,this structuraltransition line

H FFLO (T) between the FFLO -like solid and the uni-

form vortex solid m ay bediscussed within thecoe�cient

a0(q
2
z). Actually,according to the calculation resultsof

V4 and V6 in Fig.3,a0;c in Fig.4 is at m ost ofthe or-

derof10� 2.Assum ing,e.g.,a solution ~� qz � eiqzz with

a uniform currentalong the �eld,a second orderstruc-

turaltransition line H FFLO (T)isobtained according to

eq.(13)astheposition a
(1)

0 = 0ifa
(2)

0 > 0there.W ehave

veri�ed thata
(2)

0 isalwayspositivealong theH FFLO (T)-

line and increases upon cooling at a �xed �eld above

H FFLO (T). Further, since the param agnetic depairing

e�ect is enhanced with increasing �eld and decreasing

tem perature,as the exam ple in Fig.4 shows,a possible

H FFLO (T)-curveshould decreaseupon cooling.

The M F phase diagram s following from the G L co-

e�cients derived above are shown in Fig.4 for two dif-

ferent im purity strengths ((�Tc0)
� 1-values). The used

value ofparam agnetic param eter �0H
orb
c2 =2�Tc0,corre-

sponding to the M akiparam eter,is 0.8,where H orb
c2 =

0:56�0=(2��
2
0) is the 2D orbitallim iting �eld at T = 0

in pure case,and �0 = vF =2�Tc0. The �eld values in

the �gureswere norm alized by H orb
c2 . The curve H �(T)

indicated by the cross sym bols is de�ned by the condi-

tion V4 = 0 and cannotbe directly seen in experim ents.

The coe�cient V 4 is positive in H < H �(T) (see Fig.3

(a)). In contrast,the portion (open circles) in T < T �

ofH c2(T)on which the M F SC transition becom esdis-

continuous is experim entally m easurable together with

the second ordertransition line H FFLO (T)(solid curve)

to the FFLO vortex solid. In the tem perature regions

where the M F-FO T does not occur,the dashed curves

indicated by N = 0 or N = 1 becom e the H c2(T)-line,

on which a0(0) or a1(0) = 0,and a second order M F

transition occursthere.

It will be im portant to, in relation to real phase

diagram s of related m aterials, understand how the

H FFLO (T)curveand thecharacteristictem peraturesare

a�ected by the im purity strength. By com paring both

�gures with each other,the region H FFLO (T) < H <

H c2(T)is found to be easily lostby a slightincrease of

im purity strength (�Tc0)
� 1.In contrast,the onsetT � of

theM F-FO T behaviorisrelativelyinsensitivetothesam -

ple purity. Nevertheless,when (2�Tc0�)
� 1 goes beyond

0:095 while �0H
orb
c2 =2�Tc0 = 0:8 waskept,the M F-FO T

region at H c2(T) is also lost,and the M F transition at

H c2(T) is continuous at alltem peratures. This result

is contrastto other works[6,13]in which the presence

ofa M F-FO T was argued under the use ofdirty lim it.

W e �nd that, instead, the FO T obtained in the dirty
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lim it [13]never occurs in T ! 0 lim it when E F � > 1

underwhich the usualdirty lim itm ay be valid. O n the

otherhand,theresultsin ref.[6]arederivedbycom pletely

neglecting the orbitaldepairing and are notcom parable

with thepresentones.Further,westressthat,in contrast

to resultsin previousworks[12]taking accountofboth

theorbitaland spin depairing e�ects,theresultsin Fig.4

im ply thatalwaysT � > TFFLO .Thus,ifthe M F transi-

tion atH c2 truly occurasa genuine transition,a strong

FO T should havebeen observed in superconductorswith

strong Pauliparam agnetic depairing e�ect. This point

willbe discussed in x4 in relation to realm aterials.

Since,as already m entioned,the width a0;c is unex-

pectedly sm all,the M F-FO T in Fig.4 m ay be regarded

as being relatively weak. However,it does not m ean a

strong
uctuation.Actually,insystem swith alargeN (0)

in zero �eld such as CeCoIn5,the 
uctuation strength

T=Ubarr itselfbecom esextrem ely sm allin the low T re-

gion ofourinterest.

In T < Tnext,theH c2(T)lineand hence,thevortexlat-

ticeitselfjustbelow itaredeterm ined by thenextlowest

(N = 1) LL.Thus,a com petition between the FFLO -

like solid within LLL and the solid within the N = 1

LL has to be exam ined just above the H FFLO (T) line.

Since thisisan issue ofa transition between vortex lat-

ticestructuresde�ned within theplanesperpendicularto

the �eld,a detailed description ofthe stable vortex lat-

ticesin d-wave pairing casesisrequired to addressthis.

As already m entioned,however,the nonlocality ofthe

nonlinear term s a�ecting the in-place lattice structure

wasneglected in thispaper.W ewillpostponea study of

structuraltransitionsto higherLL solidsin H > H FFLO

to ourfuture study.

SIM U LA T IO N R ESU LT S

In thissection,weexplain ourresultson M onteCarlo

sim ulationsforthem odeleq.(42).Theirprelim inary ver-

sion and thecorresponding resultsin itsextension to the

m ultilayered case were reported in ref.[22]and [10],re-

spectively. Below,the size dependence for 2D case and

resultsforthecasewith weaker
uctuation arepresented

togetherwith thosefora one-dim ensionalG lm odelwith

no phasetransition.

The partition function weexam ineis

Z = Tr exp(� F ); (47)

wherethe functionalF = Floc=kB T isrewritten as

F =
X

j

Z

d
2
r

 

�j	 jj
2 �

j�j

2
j	 jj

4
+
1

3
j	 jj

6

!

; (48)

where 	(r) is the order param eter �eld de�ned within

0

1

2

3

4

5

-10 -5 0 5 10

α

2
ψ

Hm (|β|=2.0)

(|β|=3.0)Hm

FIG .5: Num ericaldata (sym bols)of�-dependence(i.e.,H -

dependence)of< j	 j
2
> in 2D case. The system size (6,4),

and the j�jvalues2:0,3:0 were used.The dashed curvesde-

note the corresponding resultsin the Hartree approxim ation

in which no phase transition occurs.

LLL,and

� =

�
r2H N (0)

kB T

� 2=3
a0

V
1=3

6

’ �0
H � H0

H 0

;

j�j =

�
r2H N (0)

kB T

� 1=3
jV4j

V
2=3

6

; (49)

where H 0 denotes H c2 in the case with no M F-FO T.

Since,asm entioned earlier,a0;c m easuring thedi�erence

(H c2 � H0)=H 0 is quite sm allin the param eter values

used in thispaper,H 0 willnotbedistinguished from H c2

below.Notethat,excepta num ericalfactor,j�j3 isiden-

ticalwith Ubarr=kB T.Thus,theT-dependentparam eter

j�j� 1 m easuresthe
uctuation strength,and a changeof

tem pearture can be represented asa change only ofj�j

ifthem agnetic�eld variable� isappropriately rescaled.

O ursim ulation m ethod closely followsthatused in the

sim ulations [23,24]for the case with a positive quartic

term in place of� j�jin eq.(48). The order param eter

�eld 	 is expanded in term s ofthe LLL basis function

�n(x;y)consistentwith a quasiperiodic boundary con-

dition [23]as 	 =
P

n
cn n(x;y),and the system sizes

Lx and Ly ofa rectangularcellsatis�y thecom m ensura-

bility with a triangularlattice ground state through the

relation Lx=Ly =
p
3N x=2N y (Asm entioned earlier,due

to the neglectofnonlocality in the G L nonlinearterm s,

the ground state in the presentcase is a triangularlat-

ticealthough thepairing stateisa four-fold d-waveone).

TheM arkov chainsforcn aregenerated by theM etropo-

lis algorithm . The system sizes we have studied were

(N x,N y)= (6,4)and (8,6).W eused 5� 105 M C steps

fortherm alization which wasfurtherveri�ed in term sof

another1� 106 M C steps.Further,regarding them icro-

scopicdetails,thesam eparam etervaluesasin Fig.3 and

4 wereused.

First,letuspresentand explain 2D sim ulation results.

To study 
uctuation e�ectson the M F-FO T,the m ean-
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FIG .6: S(q) data for j�j= 2:0 corresponding to Fig.5 at

(a) � = 0:75 and (b)� 2:0. (c) S(q) at � = � 2:0 for larger

system size (8,6).

squared averageofthepair-�eld < j	j2 > wascalculated.

Itcorrespondsto them agnetization when a0 isthem ea-

sure,prim arily,ofH .Hence,ifitshowsnota truejum p

(insensitive to the system size)but a rounded behavior

nearH c2,a genuine FO T atH c2 isjudged to be absent.

Further,as a m easure ofthe vortex-positionalordering

(vortex-solidi�cation)presum ablyoccurringbelow H c2 in

2D and 3D,wehaveexam ined the structurefactorS(k)

de�ned [25]as the Fourier transform ofthe correlation

function ofj (r)j2.

Results are shown in Fig.5 and 6 and essentially the

sam e asthose in the layered case [10]. As isclearfrom

the j�j= 2 data ofFig.5,the discontinuous jum p of<

j j2 > atH c2 in theM F approxim ation isrounded dueto

the 
uctuation,and thus,no genuine FO T hasoccurred

at H c2. W e note that the coe�cient � 0(T) is beyond

50 in the tem perature assum ed there. If the abscissa

in Fig.5 isexpressed by the reduced �eld (H � H0)=H 0,

even therounded behaviorof< j j2 > forj�j= 2cannot

be distinguished from a strictly sharp discontinuity. As

thecorresponding S(k)resultsin Fig.6 show,the vortex

solidi�cation pointliesjustbelow H c2.Further,through

the sizedependence ofS(k)data illustrated in Fig.6 (b)

and (c),thesolidi�cation isfound to beenhanced by the

boundary condition in a sm allersystem ((b)).Itwillbe

clearthatthe six-fold sym m etry ofBragg peaksism ore

rem arkable in (b). This willbe su�cient for justifying

ourexpectation thatthesolidi�cation occursbelow H c2.

Next, we report on consequences of an extension of

sim ulation forthe layered system [10]com posed offour

layersto weaker 
uctuation caseswith j�j> 3:0.In our

sim ulation for the layered case,we used 1:5 � 106 M C

steps for therm alization and another 2� 106 M C steps

forfurtherobservation,and weused thelateralboundary

condition Lx=Ly = 2N x=
p
3N y with (N x;N y) = (6;6).

As the num ericaldata in Fig.7 show,a hysterisis sug-

gesting a genuineFO T appearsin < j j2 > curvesin the

vicinity ofH c2 forj�j> 3.Asm entioned below eq.(49),

however,setting a largerj�j-value correspondsto sim u-

lating the sam e (original) G L m odeleq.(42),with �xed

values ofG L coe�cients a 0,V4,and V6,at a lower T-

value,and hence,this hysterisisis notan evidence ofa

genuineFO T at�niteT.Actually,thedata in Fig.7 sug-

gestthatthe system ,atleastin the vicinity ofH c2,has

notreached thetherm odynam icequilibrium even during

2
ψ

α

2
ψ

1.5 1.6 2.01.7 1.8 1.9

2.32

2.36

2.4

2
ψ

1.5 1.6 2.01.7 1.8 1.9

1.84

1.8

1.76

Monte Carlo step

[x 10  ]6

[x 10  ]6

(a)

(b)

0 1 2 3 4 5

cooling

heating

3

2

1

0

FIG .7:(a)Num ericaldata,sim ilartoFig.5,forj�j= 3:5.(b)

The history ofhj j2i for heating process at � = 1:5 (upper

panel) and � = 2:125 (lower panel). Note the large tim e

variation ofhj j
2
iwhen �= 2:125.
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theM C stepswehaveobserved.Below,weshow in Fig.8

thata sim ilarhysterisissuggestiveofa genuineFO T oc-

curs in a m ore fam iliar m odelwith no phase transition

at�nite T,i.e.,a 1D G L m odelexpressed by

F1d =

Z

dx

�

aj	(x)j2+ c

�
�
�
�
d	(x)

dx

�
�
�
�

2

�
jbj

2
j	(x)j4+

1

3
j	(x)j6

�

;

(50)

where 	 isa function only ofx. This1D m odelisused

here for com parison because the 
uctuation in 3D G L

m odelwithin LLL is expected to be sim ilar to the cor-

responding 1D G L m odelin zero �eld. W e chosen the

valuesjbj= 5:0 and c= 4:0.Due to the sm allerdegrees

offreedom in the superconducting 
uctuation in the 1D

case,the relaxation to the therm alequilibrium (i.e.,a

disappearanceofhysterisis),asFig.8 (b)shows,m anages

to be reached within the practically possible M C steps.

Itisquite di�cultto verify the coresponding relaxation

ofthepresentlayered system expressed by eq.(48)within

practically possibleM C stepsbecauseofextrem ely m any

degrees offreedom ofthe quasi2D superconductors in

nonzero �eld. Nevertheless,when com bining this result

with thesim ulation resultsin j�j� 3 and thepurely the-

oreticalargum ent [10],it is clearly reasonable to argue

the absenceoftrue FO T atH c2 atany �nite T.

D ISC U SSIO N

As explained in Introduction, the present work was

originally m otivated as an extension ofthe problem of

vortex phase diagram to the m ore general cases with

spin (param agnetic)depairing.Sincethe absenceofM F

second order transition at H c2 in lower �elds is well-

established,itisunreasonableto expecttheM F-FO T at

H c2 resulting from the Pauliparam agnetic depairing in

higher�eldsto truly occurasa genuineFO T.Therecent

�nding of the FO T-like nearly discontinuous crossover

at H c2 in the heavy ferm ion superconductor CeCoIn5

provides us for a good occasion ofa close com parison

between the present theory and realdata. Further,re-

centdata showing a sm allhysterisisin heatcapacity and

suggesting a second ordertransition between theFFLO -

like vortex solid and the ordinary vortex solid stim ulate

necessity ofdetailed theoreticalstudies ofvortex phase

diagram in the Pauli-lim ited region.

O nem ightwonderwhywethink asm allhysterisisseen

in speci�cheatm easurem entsofref.[14]isconsistentwith

the presenttheory [10]arguing the absence ofa genuine

FO T at H c2. As explained in the last section,a hys-

terisisarising from an incom plete relaxation atlong but

�nite tim e scales arises even in num ericalexperim ents

atlow enough T fora system in which a M F-FO T can-

notoccurasa trueFO T.Sincethetheoreticalreasoning

[10]ofthe absence ofthe transition atH c2 isvalid irre-

spective ofthe sign ofthe quartic term ofthe G L func-

2
ψ

2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0

2

4

6

a
(a)

(b)

Monte Carlo step

1.0 3.0 4.0 5.0

4

3

2

0

1

2
ψ

2.0

heating

cooling

heating

cooling

[x 10  ]6

FIG .8: (a) D ata sim ilar to Fig.7 (a) for the 1D G L m odel,

eq.(50). (b)D ata showing a recovery oftherm alequilibrium

afterm any M C steps.

tional,westrongly believethisto be a valid explanation

on the observed hysterisis [14]accom panying the FO T-

like behavior.Actually,the onsetofhysterisisin ref.[14]

liesslightly abovethetem peatureTFFLO atwhich FFLO

transition linebranchesfrom theM F-FO T (i.e.,H c2(T))

line and thus,does not seem to correspond to another

phase boundary separating a true FO T from the nearly

FO T behaviorathighertem peratureswith no hysterisis

[17].

W hatwewish to stresswithin the M F approxim ation

isthat,in bulk system swith orbitaldepairing e�ect,the

FFLO onsettem peratureTFFLO liesm uch below theon-

setofthe discontinuousM F transition atH c2 and that,

depending on the purity ofthe sam ple,the tem perature

and �eld region of the FFLO -like solid easily shrinks.

ThisresultthattheFFLO region israrelyseen com pared

with the nearly discontinuouscrossoveratH c2 is oppo-

site to those in previous works [12], where the orbital

depairing wastreated only perturbatively,and isa new

theoreticalresultconsistentwith the data in CeCoIn5.

Finally,letuspointoutthatthepresenttheory easily

explains why the transition to an FFLO -like phase and

the nearly discontinuous crossover at H c2 im plying the

M F-FO T were m easured not in organic m aterials with
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larger anisotropy but in a heavy ferm ion m aterialwith

weaker anisotropy. At least at the M F level,the case

with a �eld parallelto thelayersin m oreanisotropicm a-

terialshasweakerorbitaldepairinge�ectsand isthebest

candidateforobservingPauli-lim ited phenom enasuch as

the FFLO state and the M F-FO T.The organic m ateri-

als satisfy this requirem ent,and actually,the observed

upwardlyincreasingH c2(T)curvedeterm ined resistiviely

[26]underhigh �eldsparallelto thelayersim pliesa large

M akiparam eterand isan evidencethatthespin depair-

ing is m icroscopically im portantwithout being disturb-

ing by the im purity e�ect. However,both the FFLO -

transition and the M F-FO T have not been seen in the

organicm aterials.Although the heavy ferm ion m aterial

CeCoIn5 with a m uch weakeranisotropy hasno such up-

ward H c2(T)-curvepresum ably asa resultofa relatively

weakerspin depairinge�ect,onem ightwonderwhy both

the transition behaviorsdue to the spin depairing have

occurred in thism aterial. Thispuzzling factsare easily

resolved by taking account of
uctuation e�ects exam -

ined in thispaper.Typically,in theorganicand cuprate

m aterials[26,27],the
uctuation e�ectism uch stronger

com pared with thoseofCeCoIn5.Actually,a shorterco-

herencelength tendstoresultin alargerM akiparam eter

and to enhance the 
uctuation even in the parallel�eld

case[7,28].Consequently,asshown in x3,the M F-FO T

behavior is rounded and becom es m erely a continuous

crossoveras a resultofthe absence ofthe true FO T at

H c2.Further,a rem arkable�eld and tem perature range

ofthevortexliquid region in which theresistanceis�nite

m ay be created below H c2(T)-curve even in the parallel

�eld case [28]where the 
uctuation e�ectism inim ized.

Since the FFLO phase islim ited to a narrow �eld range

below H c2,and the m odulation parallelto the�eld does

notlead to any ordering in the vortex liquid,the vortex

liquid region should m ask and erasetheFFLO phasein a

strongly 
uctuating superconductor. For these reasons,

cleaner superconducting m aterials with weaker 
uctua-

tion such asCeCoIn5 are the bestcandidatesforexam -

ining the M F high �eld phase diagram in the case with

Pauli-lim iting e�ect.

A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F K̂ 2

In thisappendixwepresenthow tosolvetheeigenvalue

problem ofK̂ 2 orequivalently ofD̂ . Using the identity

1=� =
R1
0

d�e� �� and after the energy integration,we

getthe de�erentialoperatorofin�nite order

D̂ (2") =
X

"> 0

Z 1

0

d�e
� (2"+ 1=�)�J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�

� cos(2I�)

h

jwpj

2
e
� iv� � �

�

F:S:
+ c:c:

i

;(51)

whereJ0 isthe 0-th Besselfunction.Expanding the ex-

ponentialand averaging on the Ferm isurface,the last

partofthe aboveequation becom es



jwpj

2
e
� iv� � �

�

F:S:
= e

� (
�

2�H
)
2 X

m

�

� 2
�

�

2�H

�2
�m

(m !)2
�̂
m
+ �̂

m
�

+ o� diagonal term s;(52)

where �̂� are given below the eq. (17),and an circular

Ferm isurface wasassum ed. As explained above eq.(9),

we are interested in the diagonalterm s. Noticing the

eigenvalue of�̂m+ �̂
m
� in the N-th Landau levelis N !

(N � m )!

and perform ing the m -sum m ation,we obtain eq.(9).

A P P EN D IX B :EX P R ESSIO N S O F I4 A N D I6

In thisappendix we study the function ei�v� �u0;k(r? )

and derivetheexpressionsofI4 and I6.Ifwedenotethe

position on a(2-dim ensional)Ferm isurfaceby acom plex

num bervF � = vF (cos� + isin�)and de�ne � = ���=�H ,

wehave

e
i�v� �

= e
i

p
2
(��̂ + + �

�
�̂� )

= e
�

j�j
2

4 e
i

p
2
��̂ +

e
i

p
2
�
�
�̂�
; (53)

where we used the operator identity eÂ + B̂ =

e�
1

2
[A ;B ]eÂ eB̂ if [Â ;B̂ ] is a classical num ber. From

this expression it is su�cient to know the form of

e
i

p
2
��̂ +

u0;k(r? ).Using the aboveidentity to obtain

e
i

p
2
��̂ +

= e
� �

2

8 e
�

2
(irH @y � xr

�1

H
)
e
�

2
rH @x ; (54)

and noticing e�@ x g(x)= g(x + �) for any non-sim gular

function g(x),we �nally have

e
i�v� �

u0;k(r? ) = e
� 1

4
(j�j

2
� �

2
)
e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH + �)

2
+ iky

:

(55)

e
i�v� �

�

u
�
0;k(r? ) = e

� 1

4
(j�j

2
� �

2
)
e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH � �)

2
� iky

:

(56)
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W ith the help ofthe aboveidentities,the following resultsareeasily derived.

Z
d2r?

SH
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2+ �3v� �

�

3
+ �4v� �4)u

�
0;k1

(r? 1)u0;k2(r? 2)u
�
0;k3

(r? 3)u0;k4(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? ;i! r?

=

r
�

2
�k1+ k3;k2+ k4e

�
r
2

H
4
(k

2

13
+ k

2

24
)
e
� 1

4

h
P

4

i= 1
j�ij

2
+ 1

2
(�

�2
13
+ �

2

24
)+ (�

�
1
+ �

�
3
)(�2+ �4)+ 2rH (k13�

�
13
� k24�24)

i

�

r
�

2
�k1+ k3;k2+ k4e

�
r
2

H
4
(k

2

13
+ k

2

24
)
I4(f�ig) (57)

Z
d2r?

SH
e
i(
P

i:odd
�iv� �

�

i
+
P

i:even
�iv� �i)u

�
0;k1

(r? 1)u0;k2(r? 2)u
�
0;k3

(r? 3)u0;k4(r? 4)u
�
0;k5

(r? 5)u0;k6(r? 6)

�
�
�
�
r? ;i! r?

=

r
�

3
�K odd;K even

e
�

r
2

H
6

P

(i;j)
k
2

ij

� e
� 1

4
�
6

i= 1
j�ij

2
+ 1

4
(

�

i:odd
�
�
i+

�

i:even
�i)�

1

12
(

�

i:odd
�
�
i+

�

i:even
�i)

2
� 1

6
(

�

(i;j):odd
�
�2
ij +

�

(i;j):even
�
2

ij)+
rH
3
(

�

(i;j):odd
kij�

�
ij�

�

(i;j):even
kij�ij)

�

r
�

3
�K odd;K even

e
�

r
2

H
6

P

(i;j)
k
2

ij
I6(f�ig) (58)

whereK odd = k1 + k3 + k5;K even = k2 + k4 + k6 and (i;j)= f(1;3);(3;5);(5;1);(2;4);(4;6);(6;2)g.
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