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The G Inzburg-Landau (G L) functional and the resultant phase diagram in strong elds where
the Pauli param agnetic depairing is not negligble are exam ined in details by assum ing the weak
coupling BCS m odelw ith a d,» 2 -lke pairing. In contrast to previous works on the sam e sub jct
for spin-singlet pairings in which the orbital depairing e ect was not treated consistently w ith the
param agnetic depairing, the tem perature at which themean eld M F) transition at He, changes
into a discontinuous one lies m uch above another tem perature at which the H » (T) and a second
order transition curve Hrr1o (T ) between an FFLO -lke and the ordinary vortex solids branch, and
Hrrro (T) decreases upon cooling. Based on these M F resuls, details of a real phase diagram near
H <2 (T )-line are exam ined in termm s of M onte C arlo sim ulation, and it is found that the M F discon-—
tinuous transition is changed due to the uctuation into a crossover which is nearly discontinuous
in system sw ith weak enough uctuation. T hese resuls induced by the param agnetic depairing are
consistent both w ith recent observations of the M F discontinuous behavior and Hrr1o (T) in the

heavy fermm ion superconductor CeColns wih weak

m aterials w ith strong uctuation.

INTRODUCTION

Traditonally, e ects ofP auliparam agnetisn on super—
conductors w ith a soin-singlet C ooper-pairing have been
discussed by sin ply focusing on two energy scales [1,14];
the superconducting (SC) condensation energy and the
Zeam an energy preventing the singlt pairing. This is
a reasonable explanation on the rst order transition
FOT) n an exceptional case w ith no orbital depairing
creating eld-induced vortices, ie., a thin—- In supercon-
tuctor In parallel elds [3]. Further, there is also a possi-
blity ofa structural transition w ithin the M eissner phase
Into the socalled FFLO state [4,|5]w ih a periodicm od—
ulation, Induced by the spin depairing, of the SC order
param eter. However, the orbital depairing e ects, ie.,
the vortices are inevitably present in m ost of cases of a
type II superconductor under a strong eld, lncluding a
layered m aterial under a eld parallel to the supercon—
ducting layers [1]. Hence, we encounter quite a di erent
issue from that in the works [1,14,14,19,1€], that is, e ects
of the param agnetic depairing on the vortex state which
has no M eissner response. C lkarly, treating in this case
the orbital depairing as a perturbation for the case w ith
no orbital depairing is not valid.

At present, it is well understood [, 9] that, In lower
elds w here the param agnetic depairing is negligble, the
H -T phase diagram ffor the vortex states is drastically
changed by including the superconducting uctuation ne—
glected in themean eld M F) approxin ation. A typical
one am ong such drastic uctuation e ects isthe fact that
the second order M F transition at H -, is not realized as
a consequence ofthe uctuation and givesway to a weak
rst order transition lying below H ., between the vortex
solid and the vortex liquid region which needsnot be dis—
tinguished from the nom alstate. At least theoretically,

uctuation and w ith their absence in organic

it is In portant [L(] to extend this issue to the strong eld
region in which the spin depairing is not negligble and
the M F transition at H ., m ay be discontinuous.

Through previous M F works on the vortex states of
P aulidim ited superconductors [11,114,113], however, one
notices that even the H -T phase diagram in the M F ap-—
proxim ation is an unsettled issue. For instance, a FO T
Induced by the spin depairing was expected through a
calculation in dirty lm it [L3], to the best of our know -
edge, contrary to the experin ental facts. Further, even
in the clan lim it, there are no consensus on the M F
phasediagram . In strong eldsofour Interest, any M eiss—
ner phase (ie., any phase occurring w ith no oroital de—
pairing) is not possble, and we expect just som e vortex
solids, such as the ordinary solid consisting of straight
vortex lines and an FFLO -lke solid state wih a peri-
odic m odulation along the applied eld, as SC ground
states In the pure lmm it wih no defects leading to a
vortex-pinning. Let us call a transition curve between
the above-m entioned two solid states as Hrr1o (T). In
ref11], the transition at Hrrro wasargued to be of rst
order w ith no detailed calculation, while it was obtained
as a second order one in ref.[14] w here the orbitaldepair-
Ing represented by the gauge-invariant gradient is treated
perturbatively. Further, the tem perature T atwhich the
M F transition at H ., changes into a discontinuous one
was concluded there [14] to lie m uch below another tem —
perature Trrro atwhich Hrpro (T) and H o, (T ) branch.
In addition, Her1o (T )-line is offen suggested to be in—
sensitive to T. W e note that all of con icting results
raised above were obtained in the sam e m odel, ie., the
sim plest weak-coupling BC S m odel.

In the present paper, we rst reexam inetheM F calcu—
lations in the weak-coupling BC S m odel prin arily in the
region where the SC order param eter is described w ithin
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the Iowest Landau level (LLL) and show , by treating the
tw o depairing e ects on the sam e footing, that m ost of
the previous M F results m entioned above are changed.
O ur analysis is essentially di erent from that in ref.[14]
In that the gauge-invariant gradient is fully incorporated.
Except In the case with a ctitiously large M akiparam —
eter, this treatm ent is needed particularly in the high H
and low T region w here the param agnetic depairing plays
signi cant roles, although, instead, m ultiple num erical
Integrals have to be perfom ed to accom plish such a full
treatm ent. Further, bearing a com parison with data in
real system s In m ind, a weak im purity scattering should
be ncorporated because the Hrrpro (T) line which may
appear n high H and low T is easily suppressed by the
In purity strength. C onsequently, the M F phase diagram
is determ ined by a com petition am ong the two depair-
Ing e ects and the in purity strength. W e nd that, in
quasi-tw o-din entional superconductors under m agnetic

elds perpendicular to the SC layers, the tem perature
T always lies above other two characteristic tem pera-
tures Trro and Thext below which the vortex solid will
be described by the next lowest Landau level (LL).This
result w illbe com pared w ith the high eld phase diagram
of the heavy ferm ion superconductor CeC oIns reported
very recently [14], and they are found to be consistent
w ith each other.

Next, we also explain here results of our M onte C arlo
sinulations on a GL m odel justi ed at the m icroscopic
level perform ed by focusing on the high elds in which
aFOT atHy; MF-FOT) must occur in the M F ap-—
proxin ation com pletely neglecting the uctuation. As
explained elsewhere [1(0], the strong M F-FOT induced
by the spin depairing is expected theoretically to never
occur in real system s wih uctuation. O themw ise, the
high eld portion of the H -T phase diagram would not
becom e com patblew ith is low eld portion because the
absence ofthe second orderM F transition atH ., in lower

elds is already wellestablished. The only transition in
the case with no pinning disorder should be the melt—
Ing transition of a vortex solid. In the present case w ith
aMF-FOT, however, the GL m odel needs to have non—
linear term s other than the quartic tem , and this fact
m akes an analytic study m ore Involved. For this reason,
we have chosen to perform M onte Carl sin ulations to
exam Ine the ture phase diagram . O ur results are con—
sistent w ith the theoretical prediction and reveal that
the abovem entioned M F-FOT at H ., is changed Into a
crossover from a nom al state Into a vortex liquid re-
gion broadening w ith inclasing uctuation. Together
w ih the inpurity-nduced disappearance of the M F-
FOT, this uctuation-induced broadening of the sharp
behavior re ectingtheM F-FO T explainswhy the nearly
discontinuous behavior at H ., has not been observed
so far in, except the recent observations in CeColns
[14,115,116,117,118], m ost ofbulk type II superconductors
w ith a spin-singlet pairing. O n the other hand, we nd

that, in spite ofthe absence ofthe genuineFO T atH ,, a
hysterisism ay appear near H ., In num erical sin ulations
for casesw ith weaker uctuation asa result ofan incom —
plkte relaxation at nite tim e scales In num erical sin ula-
tions. To clarify thisargum ent, the corresponding resuls
for a onedin ensionalGL m odelin zero eld, which has
no superconducting transition, w illbe presented. In spe—
ci cheatm easurem entson CeCoIns [14], a sm allhyster-
isis accom panying the FO T -lke behavior at H .o begins
to appear upon cooling at som e low tem perature n con—
trast to the resistivity data [18] at a lower tem perature.
Since there is no evidence that this onset of hysterisis
is related to another phase transition and real speci ¢
heat m easurem ents as well as neam erical experin ents are
not necessarily perform ed at a true them alequilbrium ,
the experin ental hysterisis seen only in the speci c heat
data at low enough tem peratures is consistent w ith our
scenario based on the absence ofa genuine FO T at H 2.

T his paper is organized as ollows. In X2, we explain
our m icroscopic derivation of the G L functionaland dis—
cuss the disorder dependence of the resulting M F phase
diagram . In x3, our sinulation results are explained in
details. In x4, the obtained result is com pared w ith the
observations In CeColns. Weuss theunith = ¢c= 1
throughout the m anuscript.

QUADRATIC TERM

Follow ingK lemm etal.[l9], we introducea BC S ham i
tonian for a quasitwo dim ensional (2D ) superconductor

under a nonzero m agnetic eld
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Herg, g j%the attractive interaction strength, ’ § (r: ) =
1= s) o, 8; 7 )eP? ¥ istheannhilation operator
of a quasiparticle with soin = +1lor 1) at the n—
plne position r, on the jth plane, and s and is
the interlayer spacing and the area of a layer, respec—
Ejye]y. The pair- eld operator is de ned by B j (@2 ) =

0. Wpa; ( P,)ay (P} ), where w, is the orbital part
ofthe pairing-function and, in the case ofd,> 2-pairing,
iswritten as 2@} ), where P is the unit vector in
the p, direction, and p, imples p- g=2. The st
term H( In eg.(l) represents in-plane m otions of quasi-
particles,
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where I = H isZeem an energy, and m is the e ective
m ass of a quasiparticle. The strength of the param -



agnetic depairing is measured by oH Z° (0)=2 Ty cor-
resoonding to the M aki param eter except a num erical
factor, where H 9° (T') isthe M F transition curve in the
case neglecting the param agnetic depairing, and Ty is
the H = 0 transition tem perature. The random po—
tential uj (r; ) obeys the llow ing G aussian ensamble:
Uz ) = 0, u5 )up@d) = @ B)59=2 N 0) ,
whereN (0) isa 2D density of state at the Ferm isurface,
and ! the elastic scatterihg rate. The second tem

represents the interplane hopping,
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where H c. denotes Hem itian conjigate. Since we are
Interested In a eld region where electrons have a m uch
larger cyclotron radiusthan the average distance betw een
the quasiparticles, we use the fam iliar quasiclassical ap—
proxim ation for the single-particle propagator :

R.o

H=0 ]9)6'1)‘@3 . ds A:
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Here the G reen’s function in zero eld, G ¥ =0 (1), is given
as the Fourder transform of the expression
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where® = "+ sv=@2 ) 1iI,ands= sgn(").Through
the fam iliar Stratnovich-H ubbard procedure to introduce

the pair- eld , we can construct a GL functional. T he
quadratic tem is given by
x ) .
Fo= d'r Ty ) - Kol %) Tq @)
%
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w here = ir. + 2 = 0)%, 0 = =$jisthe ux

quantum , 4 = (sN layer) 1=2 & @ e 53 denotes the
pair- eld on the j-th SC plane, N 1aye, isthe num berofSC

planes, and the operatorKAz inthepurelimi ( *! 0)
is sin ply given by
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Here, the notation C(lzzp)?z dfzs) was used. In

the In pure case, there are also contributions from the
In purity-ladder vertex corrections, and B4 2") should be
replaced as ollow s:
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where = 2 ) !,and D and Ey4 are de ned by replac—
ing 3, ¥ i eq.[ into 1 and w, respectively. In the dirty
Imitwih 2 Ty 1, the In purity vertex correction
expressed by B in the second term becom es in portant,
although the superconducting phase is sin ultaneously re—
duced in the present dwave case. As is shown later,
however, the M FFOT appearsonly when 2 T,y > 10,
and hence, we focus here on thism oderately clear region.
One nds that, in this claner and d-wave pairing case,
the combinations D and E are snall enough to jis—
tify the neglect of the second tem of eq.(8). For this
reason, any contrbution incliding the im puriy-ladder
vertex corrections w illbe neglected hereafter in the text
and in Appendix A where our analysisusing the coherent
state for the LLs is explained.

W e shoul note here that, striktly speaking, the eigen—
states of the operator KAZ In the dy: 2-wave pairing are
not the LLs, and that there are nonvanishing o -diagonal
m atrix elem ents between LLL and higher LLs with in-
dices of multiples of our (e, N = 4m ). However, In
the range of M aki param eter considered in this paper,
the instability line for the N = 4 LL m odes, de ned
by 4(0) = 0 in our notation used below, lies far below
H (T), and hence, we will neglect the o -diagonal el-
em ents n considering the N = 0 and 1 vortex states.
Then, w, In eq.(7) m ay be replaced by 1, and our anal
ysis using the LL basis becom es straightforward. W hen
"% ) (r; ) belongs to the N-th Landau lvel, the corre—
soonding eigenvalie of K, is given by
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where Ly istheN-th Laguerre function, J¢ is the zeroth
Bessel fuinction, and the fiinction f is de ned by
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T he procedures leading to eq.(9) w illbe explained n Ap-
pendix A . A fter cutting the logarithm ic divergence by is
zero— eld value, we obtain the nal expression for the
Huadratic free energy.
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FIG. 1:
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D jagram s expressing the quartic term of the GL

A possbility of an instability to an FFLO -lke vortex
solid in theN -th LL can be studied, at least nearH ., (T )—
line, by expanding y In powersofQ Jsin (@ s=2) lke

ay @)= ay O+ al’0?+ a0+ ; (13)
where
Zl 2
a'=2T d %f()e T Ly 2(—)%; (4)
0 H
and
2) TZl 2
at = — d Yf(le Ts Ly 2(—)>?
N 2, () N (2H)
@5)

Asﬁrasaﬁ) > 0, the instability point to an FFLO solid

state is determ ined by ab(ll) = 0, and the corresponding

transition is of second order.

QUARTIC TERM

T he corresponding analysis for the higher order (quar-
tic and 6th-order) tem s of the GL fiinctional is m ore
com plicated than that for the quadratic one. A s already
explained, the In purity-ladder vertex correctionsw illbe
neglected in the ensuing analysis of the nonlinear temm s.
Hereafter, it is convenient to work in a xed Landau

gauge A = (0;H x;0) and to represent the pair- eld n
term s of de nite LL orbitals uy x (7 )
1 X
3 () = p— N ;k;3UN k (2 ); 1e)
SH N ;k

where Sy = 1y Ly 2. In the present gauge, uy x (r; )
is given by
AN 1

2r2

+
uy x (@2 ) = p=—e
N !

(x+ krfI )2+ iky
: a7

w here we Introduce the creation and annhilation opera-
tors

~ =19—§(x iy) 18)

for LLs.

Foram om ent, let us focus on a vortex solid w ithin the
LLL-subspace. An extension to the higher N = 1) LL
w illbe considerd later. T hen, the quartictem oftheGL
free energy functional can be w ritten as
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where ; = (r;). In the Inpure case KA4 consists of three tem s represented n gl and will be expressed as

KA4 = KA4a + KA4bc. T he tem KA4a is given by

aA X is Jp f
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. et +v e +v  )RH™ +v ) o
Z oy x3 D , E
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w here the fiinction f is de ned by eq. {I0), and the bracket h i 5. In plies the angleaverage over the Fem i surface.

The sum of Figl () and (c), K 4pe, is given by
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where = =y and =+ I, isthe com plex coordinate specifying the position p = prP on the Ferm i surface.
W ith this identity and eq.[&), we obtain the Hllow ing results.
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w here the orbitaldepairing weight function for the quartic tem is given by
hP i
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where kj; = k; k. Finally we have a quartic term
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Later, we will comm ent on the fact that, consistently w ith the neglect of the second tem in eg.(8), the second line
of eq.(33) arising from K s is safely neglighbl com pared with the rst K4, term in the relatively clean case w ith
2 Teo > 10 ofour interest.
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FIG .2: D iagram s expressing the 6th order tetm ofthe GL action.

6TH ORDER TERM

If we restrict the pair- eld into the LLL subspace, 6th order term ofthe GL functional are expressed as follow s.
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In contrast to the quartic tem , the kemelK ¢ also includes diagram s (see Fig2 (o)) wih two or three In purity
lines in addition to those w ith a single in purity line such asFig.l (), and hence, consists ofm any temm s. Fortunately,
according to the statem ent ollow ing eq.(33), all term s other than Fig2 (@) m ay be neglected in the range of purity
param eter we focuson. The diagram Fig2 (a) is expresed as
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where z; 2% + v ; oreven iand 2i% + v ;, forodd i. A lthough the above expression has xed quantum

num bers (the ndices of ;), it is not sym m etrized w ith respect to them at this stage. H owever as explained below,
the corresponding symm etry is satis ed in the corresponding GL functional in LLL, and is 6th order term can be
represented just by the 1st term of the above expression KAga . Firstly, Jet us calculate the free energy corresponding
KA6a . U sing the param etric representation (see Appendix A ), it is written as
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It will be clear that KAgb and K/\gc take the sam e expression as this. Next we exam ine K/\gd. U sing the param eter
representation, this term is expressed by changing the integral variable in the above expression as , ! 2+ 3,
3! 3,and 4 ! 3+ 4.
Since it is obvious that the above expression is already sym m etrized, we have the 6th order free energy,
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w here Vg, is given by
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In deriving the M F phase diagram and is in purity dependence, we w ill use an additional approxin ation below .
A smentioned in x1, the orbitaldepairing e ect arising from the gauge nvariant gradients 4, in low T lin it, have
to be incorporated nonperturbatively. C onsequently, additional dependences on ki appear in V4 and Vg, while the
gaussian factors on ki; In F4 and F ¢ are direct consequences of restricting the pair- eld into the LLL subspace and
also appear in the fam iliar G L. expression w ith spatially local nonlinear term s. That is, the k;; dependences in V,
and Vg can be seen as spatially nonlcal contributions to the nonlinear tem s and a ect the structure of vortex solid.
Actually, In LLL and the case w ith no param agnetic depairing, this nonlocality in the quartic GL tem results in
the structural transition of vortex solid between the rhom bic and square lattices 21]. H owever, an energy di erence
a ecting the lattice structure is extrem ely sm all re ecting a sn alldi erence of the Abrikosov factor (denoted as a
and a below), and, at least as far as the SC transition in the M F approxin ation at H ., is concemed, such nonlocal
contributions are safely negligble. For this reason, the ki5’s in V4 and V¢ w illbe replaced hereafter by zero. Then,
the G L m odel derived m icroscopically takes the form

" #
7
X X v, (fkig= 0) Vg (Fkig = 0)
Fpe=N 0) d&r a0 )70 ) F + 3+ ——3,F : 42)
Az J
[
Tem perature variations ofthe coe cientsV 4 (fkyg= 0) M EAN FIELD PHASE DIAGRAM

and Vg (fkyg = 0) calculated along the H , (T )curve are
shown, respectively, In Fig3 (@) and (). To clarify that
the contributionsofF ig.l () and (c) are safely negligble,
V, h Fig3 (@) was calculated in temsof 2 Tgy ) * =
005, the value used In Fig4 () below . The coe cient
V,; isnegative at lower tem peratures, w hile V¢ is positive
over a broad region so that the GL expression (42) is
wellde ned.

Below, theM F phase diagram w illbe exam ined based
on the finctional, eq.(42). First, ket us neglect a pos-
sbility of an FFLO -lke state and assum e the uniform
vortex solid independent of jasthe M F solution. T hen,

e rst term In the bracket of eq.(42) is replaced by

5 8o (O] jf,andtheM F solution isobtained in a stan—
dard way. T he characteroftheM F transition atH o, (T )—
Iine changes w ith increasing eld from the second order
one to a discontinuous one at a tem perature T where
the coe cient V 4 of the quartic term becom es negative,
re ecting that the spin depairing ism ore e ective upon
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FIG .4: MF phasediagram s in (a) clean linit (2 Teo ) * =
0) and (o) the m oderately clean case (2 Tco ) 1= 0905).

cooling and w ith increasing H . To obtain M F resuls in
T < T , higher nonlinear tem s are necessary In the GL
expression. A s already seen, the coe cient V ¢4 (fk; = 09)
ispositive over a broad tem perature range, and thus, the
expression eq.(42) tem inated at the 6th order term will
be su cient for our purpose. Further, ket us ntroduce

the e ective coe cients B= V, (fk; = 0g) a ofthe quar-
tic tem and e= Vg (fky = 0g) a of the 6th order tem ,
respectively, where

J5@)T .

0y 5302

Jy@)F

A= (43)
bty 5F4)

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

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

determ ined by

ki

ap (0) = ag. —
0() 0;c 16e

; 44)
w hile the supercooling (superheating) point is given by
ag @) = 0 (@ (0) = 52=(4e)). N ext, the energy barrier
Uparr between the j j= 0 so]u%on and the jump valie

of j jat the transition, j j ¢ = 3P¥4e, is given by
1]
Uparr= N (0)—=: 45
ba ( )48(?2 45)
Further, by calculating the mean squared am plitude
j 3% oftheGaussian uctuation whenag ()= ag;
and in 2D lim it, one also nds
Tez J 32
5 ¢ =23, 46)
Ubarr
where T, is the transition tem perature. T hus, the uc—
tuation strength is enhanced w ith decreasing jand in—
creasing e and, as expected, is m easured at T, by the
nverse of the energy barrier. Hence, ifthisM F-FO T oc—
curs as a true FOT in real system s, a clear hysterisis is
expected In a system with weaker uctuation.

However, In higher eldsand lowertem peraturesw here
the spin depairing becom es m ore In portant, an FFLO —
like helical vortex solid m ay becom e m ore favorable. A s
far as the width ap,c is su ciently small, the gradient
term s have only to be incorporated In the lowest or-
dertetm s in 5. That is, this stbructural transition line
Hrrro (T) between the FFLO -lke solid and the uni-
form vortex solid m ay be discussed w ithin the coe cient
ao (&) . Actually, according to the calculation resuls of
V4 and Ve In Fig.3, ag;c n Fig4 is at m ost of the or-
derof10 2. Assuming, eg., a solution ~,  &€%% wih
a uniform current along the eld, a second order struc—
tural transition line Hep1o (T) is obtained according to

€g.(13) asthe position aél) =0 J'fa((f) > 0 there. W ehave
veri ed that aéZ) isalwayspositive along the Herro (T)—
line and increases upon cooling at a xed eld above
Herro (T). Further, since the param agnetic depairing
e ect is enhanced with Increasing eld and decreasing
tem perature, as the example in Fig4 shows, a possble
Herro (T)-curve should decrease upon cooling.

The M F phase diagram s follow ing from the GL co—
e cients derived above are shown in Figd4 for two dif-
ferent im purity strengths (( Teo) ‘-values). The used
valie of param agnetic param eter (H §21b=2 T.o, COrre—
sponding to the M akiparam eter, is 0.8, where H J* =
056 o=@ 2) isthe 2D orbitallimiting ed at T = 0
In pure case, and ¢ = vw =2 Te. The el values In
the gureswere nom alized by H 2°. The curve H (T')
Indicated by the cross symbols is de ned by the condi-
tion V, = 0 and cannot be directly seen in experin ents.
The coe cient V4 ispositive m H < H (T) (see Fig3
@)). In contrast, the portion (open circles) n T < T
ofH o, (T) on which the M F SC transition becom es dis-
continuous is experin entally m easurable together w ith
the second order transition line Hrr1o (T) (solid curve)
to the FFLO vortex solid. In the tem perature regions
where the M FFO T does not occur, the dashed curves
Indicated by N = 0 orN = 1 becom e the H ., (T )-line,
on which ag (0) or a; 0) = 0, and a second order M F
transition occurs there.

& will be Inportant to, in relation to real phase
diagram s of related m aterials, understand how the
Herro (T) curve and the characteristic tem peratures are
a ected by the in purity strength. By com paring both

gures w ith each other, the region Hep1o (T) < H <
H (T) is ound to be easily lost by a slight increase of
inpurity strength ( T) . In contrast, the onset T of
theM FF0O T behavior is relatively Insensitive to the sam —
ple purity. Nevertheless, when (2 Te, ) ' goes beyond
0095 while oHZ°=2 Te = 08 waskept, the MFFOT
region at H ; (T) is also lost, and the M F transition at
H . (T) is continuous at all tem peratures. This result
is contrast to other works [@,13] in which the presence
ofa MFFOT was argued under the use of dirty 1l it.
W e nd that, Instead, the FOT obtained in the dirty



Imit [l3] neveroccurs in T ! O lm it when Ep > 1
under which the usualdirty lin i m ay be valid. On the
otherhand, the results in ref.[¢] are derived by com pletely
neglecting the orbital depairing and are not com parable
w ith the present ones. Further, we stressthat, in contrast
to results In previous works [12] taking acoount of both
the orbitaland soin depairing e ects, the results in Fig4
Imply that aways T > Tgrro - Thus, fthe M F transi-
tion at H ., truly occur as a genuine transition, a strong
FOT should have been observed in superconductorsw ih
strong P auli param agnetic depairing e ect. This point
w il be discussed in x4 In relation to realm aterials.

Since, as already m entioned, the width ap,c is unex-—
pectedly small, the MFFOT in Fig4 may be regarded
as being relatively weak. However, i does not mean a
strong uctuation. A ctually, In system sw ith a largeN (0)
In zero eld such as CeColns, the uctuation strength
T=Up.pr tself becom es extramely anallin the Iow T re-
gion of our interest.

InT < Thext,theH o (T) line and hence, the vortex lat—
tice itself Just below it are determm ined by the next lowest
N = 1) LL. Thus, a com petition between the FFLO —
like solid within LLL and the solid wihin the N = 1
LL has to be exam Ined just above the Hppro (T) line.
Since this is an issue of a transition between vortex lat—
tice structuresde ned w ithin the planesperpendicularto
the eld, a detailed description of the stable vortex lat—
tices In d-wave pairing cases is required to address this.
A's already m entioned, however, the nonlocality of the
nonlinear tem s a ecting the in-place lattice structure
wasneglcted In this paper. W e w ill postpone a study of
structural transitions to higher LL solidsin H > Hrr1o
to our future study.

SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we explain our results on M onte C arlo
sin ulations for them odeleq.(42). T heir prelin inary ver-
sion and the corresponding resuls in its extension to the
m ultilayered case were reported in ref.R22] and [L4], re—
spectively. Below, the size dependence for 2D case and
results for the case w ith weaker uctuation are presented
together w ith those for a one-dim ensional G 1m odelw ih
no phase transition.

T he partition finction we exam ine is

Z =Tr exp( F); @7)

w here the functionalF = F .=kg T is rew ritten as
I

1,
37 s$ 0 @)

X Z
F = &Er
J

. J 3,
J jj2 73 j]4+

where (r) is the order param eter eld de ned within
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FIG .5: Num ericaldata (symbols) of -dependence (ie. H —
dependence) of < j f > in 2D case. The system size (6,4),
and the j jvalues 2:0, 3:0 were used. T he dashed curves de—
note the corresponding resuls in the H artree approxin ation
in which no phase transition occurs.
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where Hy denotes H, In the case with no MFFOT.
Since, asm entioned earlier, ap;c m easuring the di erence
H Hg)=H ( is quite sn all in the param eter values
used in thispaper, H ¢ w illnot be distinguished from H -,
below . N ote that, except a num erical factor, j F is iden-
ticalw ith Up,r=ks T . T hus, the T -dependent param eter
j j ! measuresthe uctuation strength, and a change of
tem pearture can be represented as a change only of j j
ifthem agnetic eld variable isappropriately rescaled.
O ur simn ulation m ethod closely ollow s that used in the
sim ulations 23, 124] for the case w ih a positive quartic
term In place of j jin eq.(48). The order param eter
eld is expanded in tem s of the LLL basis function
n (X;Vy) consistent gjth a quasi perdodic boundary con—
dition R3ilas = .G n &;Y), and the system sizes
Ly and Ly ofa rectangular cell satis y the comm ensura—
bility with a tria lar lattice ground state through the
relation L,=L, = 3N,=2N, (& sm entioned earlier, due
to the neglect of nonlocality in the GL nonlinear tem s,
the ground state in the present case is a trangular lat—
tice although the pairing state is a our-old d-wave one).
TheM arkov chains for ¢, are generated by the M etropo-
lis algorithm . The system sizes we have studied were
Ny, Ny)= (6,4) and 8,6).Weused5 10 MC steps
for them alization which was further veri ed in tem s of
anotherl 10 M C steps. Further, regarding the m icro—
soopic details, the sam e param eter values as in Fig3 and
4 were used.
F irst, let uspresent and explain 2D sim ulation resuls.
To study uctuation e ectson the M FFO T, the m ean—
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FIG.6: S(q) data for j j= 20 corresponding to Fig.5 at
@ = 0J5and ) 20. ©) S@@) at = 20 for larger
system size (8, 6).

squared average ofthe pair- eld < j j? > wascalculated.
Tt corresponds to the m agnetization when ag is them ea—
sure, prin arily, ofH . Hence, if it show snot a true jum p
(insensitive to the system size) but a rounded behavior
nearH o, agenuine FOT at H ; is Judged to be absent.
Further, as a m easure of the vortex-posiional ordering
(vortex-solidi cation) presum ably occurringbelow H ., in
2D and 3D, we have exam ined the structure factor S (k)
de ned 28] as the Fourder transform of the correlation
fiinction of § () F.

Results are shown in Fig5 and 6 and essentially the
sam e as those In the layered case [L(]. A s is clear from
the j j= 2 data ofFigJ5, the discontinuous jum p of <
j > atH, in theM F approxin ation is rounded due to
the wuctuation, and thus, no genuine FO T has occurred
at H.,. W e note that the coe cient ( (T) is beyond
50 In the tem perature assum ed there. If the abscissa
In Fig.5 is expressed by the reduced eld #H Ho)=H o,
even the rounded behaviorof< j ¥ > forj j= 2 cannot
be distinguished from a strictly sharp discontinuiy. A s
the corresponding S (k) results In F ig.6 show , the vortex
solidi cation point lies just below H ., . Further, through
the size dependence of S (k) data ilustrated in Fig.6 ()
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and (c), the solidi cation is found to be enhanced by the
boundary condition in a sn aller system (()). Ik willbe
clear that the six-f©1d sym m etry of B ragg peaks ism ore
rem arkable n (o). This willbe su cient for justifying
our expectation that the solidi cation occursbelow H ;.

Next, we report on consequences of an extension of
sin ulation for the layered system [L(] com posed of four
layers to weaker uctuation caseswith j j> 30. In our
sinulation for the layered case, we used 15 10 MC
steps for them alization and another 2 16 M C steps
for firther observation, we used the lateralboundary
condition Ly=L, = 2N,= 3N, wih N,;N,) = (6;6).
A s the num erical data In Fig.7 show, a hysterisis sug-
gesting a genuine FO T appearsin < j § > curvesin the
vichhity ofH o, for j j> 3. A sm entioned below eq.(49),
how ever, setting a larger j jvalue corresponds to sin u—
lating the sam e (origihal) GL modeleq.(42), wih xed
values of GL coe cients a ¢, V4, and Vg, at a Iower T —
valie, and hence, this hysterisis is not an evidence of a
genuineFOT at nieT.Actually, thedata in Fig.7 sug—
gest that the system , at least In the vicinity ofH ,, has
not reached the them odynam ic equilbrium even during

heat i ng

e

cool i ng

1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 19 2.0
[x 106]

15 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2.0
[x 106]
Monte Carlo step

(b)

FIG .7: (@) Num ericaldata, sin ilarto Fig.5, for j j= 3:5. ()
The history of hj fi for heating process at = 15 (upper
panel) and = 2:125 (lower panel). Note the large tine
variation ofhj fiwhen = 2:25.



theM C stepswe have observed. Below , we show In Fig.8
that a sim ilar hysterisis suggestive ofa genuine FO T oc—
curs in a m ore fam iliar m odel w ith no phase transition

at nite T, ie., a 1lD GL model expressed by
g d ® ° Pj
. . J.
dx a 2y e —

J ®)J . 5 )

g, 1. .6
Fig = x)J +§] x)J

(50)
where isa function only of x. This 1D m odel is used
here for com parison because the wuctuation in 3D GL
modelwihin LLL is expected to be sim ilar to the cor-
responding 1D GL model n zero eld. W e chosen the
valies j= 5:0 and c= 40. D ue to the an aller degrees
of freedom in the superconducting uctuation in the 1D
case, the relaxation to the them al equilbriim (ie., a
disappearance ofhysterisis), asF ig.8 (o) show s, m anages
to be reached w ithin the practically possble M C steps.
It is quite di cul to verify the coresponding relaxation
ofthe present layered system expressed by eg.(48) w ithin
practically possble M C stepsbecause of extrem ely m any
degrees of freedom of the quasi 2D superconductors in
nonzero eld. Nevertheless, when com bining this result
w ith the sim ulation resultsin j j
oretical argum ent [L(], i is clearly reasonable to argue
the absence oftrue FOT at H; atany nite T.

D ISCUSSION

A s explained in Introduction, the present work was
origihally m otivated as an extension of the problem of
vortex phase diagram to the m ore general cases w ith
soin (param agnetic) depairing. Since the absence of M F
second order transition at H, n lower elds is well-
established, it is unreasonable to expect the M F-FOT at
H ., resulting from the Pauli param agnetic depairing in
higher eldsto truly occurasa genuine FO T . T he recent

nding of the FO T -lke nearly discontinuous crossover
at H ., In the heavy fermm ion superconductor CeColns
provides us for a good occasion of a close com parison
between the present theory and realdata. Further, re—
cent data show ing a sm allhysterisis in heat capaciy and
suggesting a second order transition between the FFLO —
like vortex solid and the ordinary vortex solid stim ulate
necessity of detailed theoretical studies of vortex phase
diagram in the P auli-lim ited region.

O nem ight wonderwhy we think a sm allhysterisis seen
In speci cheatm easurem entsofref.[14] is consistent w ith
the present theory [L0] arguing the absence of a genuine
FOT at H,. As explained in the last section, a hys—
terisis arising from an incom pkte relaxation at long but

nite tin e scales arises even In num erical experin ents
at low enough T fora system in which aMF-FOT can-—
not occur as a true FO T . Since the theoretical reasoning
[1(] of the absence of the transition at H o, is valid irre—
spective of the sign of the quartic term ofthe GL func—

3 and the purely the-
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heati ng
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FIG.8: (@) Data sin ilar to Fig.7 (@) for the 1D GL m odel,
eq.(50). (b) D ata show Ing a recovery of them al equilibbrium
afterm any M C steps.

tional, we strongly believe this to be a valid explanation
on the observed hysterisis [L4] accom panying the FO T -
like behavior. A ctually, the onset of hysterisis in ref.[14]
lies slightly above the tem peature Trr10 at which FFLO

transition line branches from theM F-FOT (ie., H (T))
line and thus, does not seem to correspond to another
phase boundary separating a true FOT from the nearly
FOT behavior at higher tem peratures w ith no hysterisis
1.

W hat we w ish to stressw ithin the M F approxin ation
is that, in buk system sw ith orbitaldepairing e ect, the
FFLO onset tem perature Trr1o liesmuch below the on—
set of the discontinuous M F transition at H ., and that,
depending on the purity of the sam ple, the tem perature
and eld region of the FFLO —lke solid easily shrinks.
Thisresult that the FFLO region is rarely seen com pared
w ith the nearly discontinuous crossover at H ., is oppo—
site to those In previous works [14], where the orbial
depairing was treated only perturbatively, and is a new
theoretical result consistent w ith the data in CeCoIns.

F inally, ket us point out that the present theory easily
explains why the transition to an FFLO -lke phase and
the nearly discontinuous crossover at H o, In plying the
MF-FOT were measured not In organic m aterials with



larger anisotropy but In a heavy ferm ion m aterial w ith
weaker anisotropy. At last at the M F lvel, the case
wih a eld parallelto the layers in m ore anisotropicm a—
terialshasweakerorbitaldepairing e ectsand isthe best
candidate for observing P auli-lin ited phenom ena such as
the FFLO state and the M FFO T . The organic m ateri-
als satisfy this requirem ent, and actually, the ocbserved
upw ardly increasing H , (T ) curve determ ined resistiviely
Ré]lunderhigh eldsparallelto the layers in pliesa large
M akiparam eter and is an evidence that the soin depair-
Ing is m icroscopically in portant w ithout being disturo—
Ing by the impurity e ect. However, both the FFLO —
transition and the M F-FOT have not been seen in the
organic m aterials. A though the heavy ferm ion m aterial
CeCoIns w ith a m uch weaker anisotropy hasno such up-
ward H o, (T )-curve presum ably as a result ofa relatively
weaker spin depairing e ect, onem ight wonderw hy both
the transition behaviors due to the soin depairing have
occurred in thism aterdial. This puzzling facts are easily
resolved by taking account of uctuation e ects exam —
ned in thispaper. T ypically, in the organic and cuprate
m aterdals 26,127], the uctuation e ect ism uch stronger
com pared w ith those 0ofC eC oIns . A ctually, a shorter co—
herence length tendsto result In a largerM akiparam eter
and to enhance the uctuation even in the parallel eld
case [1,128]. Consequently, as shown in x3, the MFFO T
behavior is rounded and becom es m erely a continuous
crossover as a result of the absence of the true FOT at
H ., . Further, a rem arkable eld and tem perature range
ofthe vortex liquid region in which the resistance is nite
m ay be created below H ., (T )-curve even in the parallel

eld case 28] where the uctuation e ect ism inin ized.
Since the FFLO phase is lin ited to a narrow eld range
below H -;, and the m odulation paralkelto the eld does
not lead to any ordering in the vortex liquid, the vortex
licquid region should m ask and erase the FFLO phase in a
strongly uctuating superconductor. For these reasons,
cleaner superconducting m aterials w ith weaker uctua—
tion such as CeC olns are the best candidates for exam —
Ining the M F high eld phase diagram in the case wih
Paulilim iting e ect.

APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF KAZ

In this appendix we presenthow to solve the eigenvalue
prob]emR?fKAz or equivalently of 0. U sing the identity
1= = , de and after the energy integration, we
get the de erential operator of in nite order

x 21 @s
D e" = de @170 g, 23 sin (=7)

ws O
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h i
cs@RI ) Jpfe ¥+ cxci; 6B
where Jg is the 0-th Bessel finction. Expanding the ex—
ponential and averaging on the Fem i surface, the last

part of the above equation becom es

2 m
i 2 X 27y
. v — 2 o Al AN
:ij?e F:S: = e “u (m|)2 +
m
+ o diagonal tem s;(52)
where &  are given below the eq. (17), and an circular

Fem i surface was assum ed. A s explained above eq.(9),
we are interested in the diagonal tem s. Noticing the
eijgenvalue of 7 ~" in the N-th Landau level is o

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

APPENDIX B:EXPRESSIONS OF I AND Ig

In this appendix we study the fiunction 'V ugy (13 )
and derive the expressions of I, and Is . Ifwe denote the
position on a (2-din ensional) Fermm isurface by a com plex
numberw = W (0s + isin ) and de ne =

=H7
we have
el v — ePi—E(A++ ~)
332 eLoa, B oa
= e * e:2 e 2 ; (53)
where we used the operator identity &**F
1 R o N . . i
e :PBIAPF if W8] is a clssical number. From

this expression it is su cient to know the form of

~

" Uupx (). Using the above identity to obtain

i
e 2

(irg @y er1 )

e7™ & (54)

and noticihg e 8*g) = g + ) ©r any non-sin gular
function g (x), we nally have

etV Uo () = e 1G5 e 1 (x=ry +krg + )2+J'.ky:
(55)
v Upy () = e $0F T plemmotkm )7 ky,
(56)



13

W ith the help of the above dentities, the follow ng results are easily derived.

Z
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where K oqqg = k1 + ks + k5;K even = ko + kg + kg and («H

REFERENCES

1A .M .Clgston, Phys.Rev.Lett. 9, 266 (1962).
R1K .M akiand T. Tsuneto, Prog. Theor. Phys. 31, 945
(1964).
B]1 T .Suzukiet al, J.Phys. Soc.Jdpn. 69, 1462 (2000).
A] P.FuldeandR .A .Ferrell, Phys.Rev.135, A 550 (1964).
Bl A . I Larkin and Y .N . Ovchinnikov, Sov. Phys. JETP
20, 762 (1965).
6] D .F .Agterberg and K . Yang, J.Phys.Condens.M atter
13, 9259 (2001).
[71R. Ikeda and K . Isotani, J. Phys. Soc. Jpon. 67, 983
(1998).
B] For instance, see T . Nattem ann and A . Sheidl, Adv.
Phys. 49, 607 (2000).
Pl R . Ikeda, J.Phys. Soc. Jon. 70, 219 (2001).
[I0] H. Adachi, S. Koikegam i, and
cond-m at/0303540.
1] L.W .G ruenberg and L. Gunther, Phys.Rev. Lett. 16,
966 (1966).

R. Ikeda,

WKL (€ 1g)

Ug e, (@2 1)U0k, (2 2)Ug, (2 3)U0k, (X2 4)

i

3 4)+ 2rg (ki3 g3

k2s 24)

7

i)
Mugg, (@2 1)Uo0k, (L2 2)U04, (2 3)00x, (2 4)Ug,, (L2 5)U0k, (T2 6)

2 1 2 2 Iy »
) 6((1;j):odd 1j+ (i;j) :even ij)+ 3 (1i;jhzodd kl] ij (i;j) :even kl] lJ)

(58)

3) =| £(1;3); (3;5); 5;1); 2;4); (4;6); (6;2)g.

[l2] M . Houzet and A . Buzdin, Phys. Rev. B 63, 184521
(2001).

131 K .M aki, Phys.Rev. 148, 362 (1966).

[14] A .Bianchiet al., cond-m at/0304420.

[I5] K . Izawa et al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87, 057002 (2001).

[l6] T.Tayam a et al.,, Phys.Rev.B 65, 180504 (2002).

[l7] A .Bianchiet al, Phys.Rev.Lett. 89, 137002 (2002).

8] T.P.M urhy et al,, Phys.Rev.B 65, 100514 (2002).

[lI9JR.A .Klmm etal,Phys.Rev.B 12, 877 (1975).

RO]1D . SaintJames, G . Sam a, and E. J. Thom as, Type I
Superconductivity (Pergam on, New York, 1969).

P11 H .A sahiand R . Ikeda, in preparation.

R2]1 H.Adachi and R . Ikeda, presented in Int. Conf. LT 23
(Physica C, in press).

R31Y .Kato and N .Nagaosa, Phys.Rev.B 48, 7383 (1993).

R4] J.Hu and A .M acD onald, Phys.Rev.B 49 15263 (1994).

R5]1R.Ikeda, T.Ohm i, and T . T suneto, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
59, 1397 (1990).

p6] T.J.Lee, M . J.Naughton, G.M .Danner, and P.M .
Chaikin, Phys.Rev.Lett. 78, 3555 (1997).

R7]1 T . Shbauchiet al,, Phys.Rev. Lett. 86, 5763 (2001).

R8] R . Ikeda and H . Adachi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 2993
(2000) .


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0303540
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0304420

