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TheG inzburg-Landau (G L)functionaland theresultantphasediagram ofquasitwo-dim ensional

superconductorsin strong � eldsperpendiculartothelayers,wherethePauliparam agneticdepairing

isnotnegligible,are exam ined in detailsby assum ing theweak coupling BCS m odelwith a dx2�y 2-

likepairing.Itisfound thatthetem peratureatwhich them ean � eld (M F)transition atHc2 changes

intoadiscontinuousoneliesm uch aboveanothertem peratureatwhich alineH F F LO (T)oftransition

to a helicalFFLO -likevortex solid m ay begin to appear.In addition to M F results,detailsofa real

phase diagram near H c2(T)-line are exam ined based on a theoreticalargum ent and M onte Carlo

sim ulations,and itisfound thatthe M F discontinuoustransition ischanged dueto the 
 uctuation

into a crossover which is nearly discontinuous in system s with weak enough 
 uctuation. These

results are consistent both with the M F discontinuous behavior and a suggestion ofH F F LO (T) in

theheavy ferm ion superconductorCeCoIn5 with weak 
 uctuation and with theirabsencein cuprate

and organic superconductorswith strong 
 uctuation.

PACS num bers:74.25.D w,74.40.+ k,74.70.Tx

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Traditionally, e�ects of Pauliparam agnetism on su-

perconductors with a spin-singlet Cooper-pairing have

been discussed by sim ply focusing on two energy scales

[1,2];thesuperconducting(SC)condensation energyand

the Zeem an energy preventing the singletpairing. This

is a reasonable explanation on the �rstordertransition

(FO T) in an exceptionalcase with no orbitaldepairing

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

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

bility ofastructuraltransition within theM eissnerphase

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

ulation,induced by the spin (param agnetic) depairing,

ofthe SC orderparam eter.However,the orbitaldepair-

ing e�ects,i.e.,the �eld-induced vortices,are inevitably

presentin m ostofcasesofa bulk typeIIsuperconductor

undera strong�eld,including a layered m aterialundera

�eld paralleltothesuperconductinglayers[7].Hence,we

encounterquite a di�erentissue from thatin the works

[1,2,4,5,6],that is,e�ects ofthe spin depairing on

the vortex state which has no M eissner response. Since

the num ber ofvortices is determ ined only by the m ag-

netic�eld strength and system sizes,treating theorbital

depairing asa perturbation forthe case with no orbital

depairing isnotvalid.

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

�elds where the spin depairing is negligible, the H -T

phasediagram forthevortex statesisdrasticallychanged

by including the SC 
uctuation neglected in the m ean

�eld (M F) approxim ation. A typicalone am ong such

drastic 
uctuation e�ectsisthe factthatthe second or-

derM F transition atH c2 isnotrealized asaconsequence

of the 
uctuation and gives way to a weak �rst order

transition lying below H c2 between the vortex solid and

thevortex liquid region which needsnotbedistinguished

from thenorm alstate.Atleasttheoretically,itisim por-

tant to extend this issue to the strong �eld region in

which the spin depairing is not negligible and the M F

transition atH c2 m ay be discontinuous.

Through previousM F workson thevortexstatesofsu-

perconductorswith param agnetic depairing [10,11,12],

however,one notices that even the H -T phase diagram

in the M F approxim ation is an unsettled issue. For in-

stance, a FO T induced by the spin depairing was ex-

pected through a calculation in dirty lim it [12],to the

bestofourknowledge,contrarytotheexperim entalfacts.

Further,even in pure (clean)lim it,there are no consen-

sus on the M F phase diagram . In strong �elds ofour

interest,any M eissner phase (i.e.,any phase occurring

with no orbitaldepairing) is not possible, and we ex-

pect just som e vortex solids,such as the ordinary solid

consisting ofstraightvortex linesand an,ifany,FFLO -

likesolid statewith a periodicm odulation along the ap-

plied �eld,as SC ground states in clean lim it with no

defectsleading to a vortex-pinning.Letuscalla transi-

tion curvebetween theabove-m entioned twovortex solid

statesasH FFLO (T).In ref.[10],thetransition atH FFLO

was argued to be of�rst order with no detailed calcu-

lation,while it was obtained as a second order one in

ref.[11]where the orbitaldepairing represented by the

gauge-invariantgradientis treated perturbatively. Fur-

ther, the tem perature T � at which the M F transition

at H c2 changesinto a discontinuous one was concluded

there[11]to liem uch below anothertem peratureTFFLO
at which H FFLO (T) and H c2(T) branch. In addition,

theH FFLO (T)-lineisoften suggested to beinsensitiveto

T. W e note that allofcon
icting results raised above

wereobtained in thesam em odel,i.e.,thesim plestweak-

coupling BCS m odel.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306060v2
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In the present paper, we consider the SC phase di-

agram of quasi two-dim ensional (2D) superconductors

with a singletd-wave pairing undera high �eld perpen-

diculartotheSC layerswhereboth theorbital-and spin-

depairingsarenotnegligible.In Sec.II,a M F calculation

for the weak-coupling BCS m odelis �rst perform ed by

focusing prim arily on the region wherethe SC orderpa-

ram eterisdescribed within thelowestLandau level(LLL

orN = 0 LL).W e dem onstrate by treating the two de-

pairing e�ectson the sam efooting thatm ostofthe pre-

vious M F results m entioned above m ay be signi�cantly

changed.O uranalysisisdi�erentfrom thatin ref.[11]in

that the gauge-invariant gradient is fully incorporated.

This nonperturbative inclusion ofthe orbitaldepairing

should becom eim portantupon coolingand with increas-

ing �eld,although,instead,m ultiple num ericalintegrals

haveto be perform ed to accom plish it.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

is found to be quite sensitive to the im purity strength.

Consequently,theM F phasediagram isdeterm ined by a

com petition am ong thetwo depairing e�ectsand theim -

purity strength.W e�nd thatthetem peratureT � always

lies above other two characteristic tem peratures TFFLO
and Tnext below which thevortex solid willbe described

by thenextlowestLandau level(N = 1 LL).In addition

tothesestudiesoftheM F phasediagram ,linearresponse

and elasticpropertiesin apossiblehelicalFFLO -likevor-

texsolidwillbeexam inedtogivearesultusefulforsearch

ofsuch a helicalsolid state.

Next,in Sec.III,we addresse�ectsofthe SC 
uctua-

tion on the phase diagram by neglecting vortex pinning

e�ects.W enoticethata theoreticalconsideration on the


uctuation e�ectson theorderingsin vortexstatesbelow

H c2 isuna�ected byachangeoftheG L m odelbroughtby

thepresenceofthespin depairing and naturally leadsto

theconjecturethattheFO T obtained in theM F approxi-

m ation (M F-FO T)atH c2 willnotoccurasatrueFO T in

realsystem s. Actually,otherwise,the high �eld portion

oftheH -T phasediagram would notbecom ecom patible

with itslow �eld portion in which theabsenceofthesec-

ond orderM F transition atH c2 iswell-established [8,9].

The only transition in the casewith no pinning disorder

should bethem elting transition ofa vortex solid.In the

present case with a M F-FO T,however,the G L m odel

needsto havehigherorder(nonlinear)term sotherthan

the quartic term ,and thisfactm akesan analytic study

m ore involved. For this reason,we have chosen to per-

form M onte Carlo sim ulations on a G L m odeljusti�ed

through ourm icroscopicanalysisin orderto exam inethe

true phase diagram . O ur sim ulation results are consis-

tentwith the above-m entioned conjecture thatthe M F-

FO T at H c2 is changed due to the 
uctuation into a

crossoverofwhich thewidth isnarrowerin system swith

weaker
uctuation. Togetherwith the im purity-induced

disappearance ofthe M F-FO T,this 
uctuation-induced

broadeningofthesharp behaviorre
ecting theM F-FO T

explains why the nearly discontinuous behavior at H c2

has not been observed so far in,except the recent ob-

servationsin CeCoIn5 [13,14,15,16,17],m ostofbulk

type IIsuperconductorswith a spin-singletpairing. O n

the otherhand,we �nd that,in spite ofthe absence of

the genuine FO T at H c2,a hysteresis m ay appear near

H c2 in sim ulationsforcaseswith weaker
uctuation (or

equivalently,atvery low tem peratures)asa resultofan

incom plete relaxation at�nite tim e scales.

Finally in Sec.IV,experim entalfacts in CeCoIn5 un-

derH kcand otherm aterialsarediscussed based on the

resultsobtained in Sec.IIand III.Itisconjectured there

that the SC 
uctuation m akes the H FFLO (T)-line and

the FO T-like behavior at H c2 unobservable in strongly


uctuating system s such as organic m aterials. Further,

it is also pointed out there that,although m icroscopic

resultsin Sec.IIare notapplicable to the H ? c case in

CeCoIn5,recentspeci�cheatdata [13,18]can beunder-

stood within ourresultsin Sec.III.

W e use the unit �h = c = kB = 1 throughout the

m anuscript.

II.M EA N FIELD A N A LY SIS

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

tonian for a quasi2D superconductor under a nonzero

m agnetic�eld perpendicularto the basalplane

H = H 0 + H J �
jgj

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 
 are

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

vj(r? )� �I

i

’
�
j(r? )

!

; (2)

wherethegauge�eld A hasno out-of-planecom ponent,

I = �0H isZeem an energy,and m isthe e�ective m ass
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ofa quasi-particle.Thestrength oftheparam agneticde-

pairing is m easured by �0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0 corresponding

to the M akiparam eterexcepta num ericalfactor,where

H orb
c2 (T)istheM F transition curvein thecaseneglecting

both the param agnetic depairing and im purity e�ects,

and Tc0 isthe zero �eld (H = 0)transition tem perature

in thepurelim it.Throughoutthenum ericalcalculations

in thisand nextsections,wewillchoose�0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0

to be 0.8 by bearing a com parison with observations

in CeCoIn5 in m ind (see sec.IV).The random potential

vj(r? )obeysthefollowing G aussian ensem ble:vj(r? )=

0,vj(r? )vj0(r
0
?
)= �(r? � r0

?
)�jj0=2�N (0)�,whereN (0)

isa 2D density ofstateattheFerm isurface,and �� 1 the

elastic scattering rate. The second term represents the

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. W e use

the fam iliarquasi-classicalapproxim ation forthe single-

particlepropagator

G
H
"�
(r;r0)= G

H = 0
"�

(r� r
0)e

ijej

R
r
0

r

ds� A
: (4)

Here,theG 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" denotestheM atsubara frequency "n = 2�T(n+

1=2)in thispaper,~"� = "+ s"=(2�)� i�I,ands" = sgn(").

Sincewetakeaccountoftheparam agneticdepairingsup-

pressing theM F uppercritical�eld,theuseofthequasi-

classicalapproxim ation,valid ifkF rH � 1,needsnotto

be questioned,where kF is the Ferm im om entum ,and

rH = (2jejH )� 1=2 isthe m agnetic length. According to

the fam iliar Stratonovich-Hubbard procedure to intro-

ducethe pair-�eld �,wecan constructa G L functional.

Throughout this paper, we neglect the internalgauge


uctuation and exam ine the resulting G L m odelin type

IIlim it. The validity ofthis approxim ation willbe ex-

plained in discussing the M F phasediagram later.

A .Q uadratic term

The quadraticterm ofthe G L functionalisgiven by

F2 =
X

qz

Z

d
2
r? ~�

�
qz
(r? )

�
1

jgj
� K̂ 2(� ;qz)

�

~� qz(r? );

(6)

where � j = (N layer)
� 1=2

P

qz
~� qze

iqzsj denotesthe pair-

�eld on the j-th SC plane,N layer is the num ber ofSC

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
T Tc0/

N=4

0

0.16

0.08

h

FIG .1:Com parison between H c2(T)-curvesfor(2�T c0�)
�1

=

0:1 determ ined from a0(0) = 0 by neglecting (crossed sym -

bols) and including (solid curve) the im purity-ladder vertex

correction. The dashed curve isthe line on which a4(0)= 0,

and h = H =H
orb
c2 (0).

planes,� = � ir? + 2jejA ,and the operator K̂ 2 in the

purelim it(�� 1 ! 0)issim ply given by

K̂ 2(� ;qz) = 2�N (0)T
X

"> 0

D̂ d(2");

D̂ d(2") =

Z

p



jwpj

2G "� (p)G � "� (� + qzẑ� p)
�

�

�N (0)
:

(7)

Here,the notation
R

p
�
R

d
2
p?

(2�)2

H
d(pzs)

2�
wasused.Here-

after,a bracketh� � � i� with subscript� m eansan average

over�,sothath� � � i� im plies2
� 1

P

�
.In theim purecase,

therearealsocontributionsfrom theim purity-ladderver-

texcorrections,and D̂ d(2")should bereplaced 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 are de�ned by re-

placing jwpj
2 in eq.(7) into 1 and wp respectively. In

the dirty lim it with 2��Tc0 � 1, the im purity-ladder

vertex correction expressed by the second term ofeq.(8)

becom esim portant,although the SC phase itselfin the

presentd-wave case issim ultaneously suppressed. Asis

shown later,however,the M F-FO T appears only when

2�Tc0� > 10,and hence,we focus here on this m oder-

ately clean case. In fact,as given in Fig.1,a change in

the H c2(T)-curve due to the inclusion ofthe im purity-

ladder vertex corrections is extrem ely sm alleven when

(2�Tc0�)
� 1 = 0:1.Based on thisresult,the second term

ofeq.(8) and any contribution including the im purity-

laddervertex correctionsin otherterm sofG L functional

willbeneglected hereafterin thetextand in Appendices.

W eshould noteherethat,strictly 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-

dicesofm ultiplesoffour.However,in therangeofM aki
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param eter considered in this paper,the instability line

fortheN = 4 LL m odes,de�ned by a4(0)= 0 in ourno-

tation used below,liesfarbelow H c2(T)(seethe dashed

linein Fig.1),and hence,wecan neglecttheo�-diagonal

elem entsin considering vortex statesin N = 0 (and 1).

Then,wp in eq.(7)m aybereplacedby1,and ouranalysis

usingtheLL basisbecom esstraightforward.W hen focus-

ing on a projection ~�
(N )
qz onto the N -th LL of ~� qz(r? ),

the corresponding eigenvalueofK̂ 2 isgiven by

K 2;N (qz) = 2�TN (0)

Z 1

0

d�f(�)LN

�
�2

2�2
H

�

� exp(� �
2
=4�2H )J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�

;

(9)

whereLN istheN-th Laguerrefunction,J0 isthezeroth

Besselfunction,�H = m rH =kF ,and the function f is

de�ned by

f(�)=
e� �=�cos(2I�)

sinh(2�T�)
: (10)

Theproceduresleadingtoeq.(9)willbeexplained in Ap-

pendix A.After,likein H = 0 case,elim inating thehigh

energy cut-o� by de�ningTc0,weobtain the�nalexpres-

sion forthe quadraticfreeenergy

F2 = N (0)

1X

N = 0

X

qz

Z

d
2
r? aN (q

2
z)j

~� (N )
qz

(r? )j
2
; (11)

where

aN (q
2
z) = ln(T=Tc0)+ 2�T

Z 1

0

d�

 
�
sinh(2�T�)

�� 1

� f(�)LN

�
�2

2�2
H

�

e
�

�
�

2�H

�
2

J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�
!

:

(12)

Forseveralpurposes,it is convenientto expand aN (q
2
z)

in powersofsin2(qzs=2):

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

(1)

N
Q
2 + a

(2)

N
Q
4 + � � � ;(13)

where Q � Jsin(qzs=2). W hen the SC transition in the

M F approxim ation isof�rstorderand occurswithin the

N -th LL,thisM F-FO T line,which isa partofH c2(T),

liesin the region where aN (0)> 0,and the quartic and

sixth order G L term s have to be considered to deter-

m ine the H c2(T)-line. A possibility ofan instability to

an FFLO -likehelicalvortex solid in theN -th LL m ay be

studied,atleastwhen jaN (0)j� 1(seediscussionsbelow

eq.(45)),by focusing on a
(1)

N
and a

(2)

N
,where

a
(1)

N
= 2�T

Z 1

0

d��
2
f(�)e

�

�
�

2�H

�
2

LN

�
�2

2�2
H

�

; (14)

a
(2)

N
= �

�T

2

Z 1

0

d��
4
f(�)e

�

�
�

2�H

�
2

LN

�
�2

2�2
H

�

: (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.

B .Q uartic term

The corresponding analysis for higher order (quartic

and 6th-order)term softhe G L functionalism ore com -

plicated than thatforthe quadraticone.Asalready ex-

plained, the im purity-ladder vertex corrections willbe

neglected in the ensuing analysis. Hereafter,it is con-

venientto work in a �xed Landau gauge A = (0;H x;0)

and to representthe pair-�eld in the N -th LL in term s

ofthe corresponding LL orbitalsuN ;k(r? )

�
(N )

j (r? )=
1

p
SH

X

k

�N ;k;j uN ;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)

whereweintroducethecreation and annihilation opera-

torsofLLs

�̂� =
rH
p
2
(� x � i�y): (18)

Hereafter,letusfocuson a vortex solid within the LLL-

subspace.The corresponding analysisin higherLLswill

be given elsewhere. Then,the quartic term ofthe G L

functionalcan be written as

(a) (b) (c)

FIG .2: D iagram s expressing the quartic term of the G L

functional.Thesolid lineim pliestheG reen’sfunction G ,and

the im purity (dashed)line carries(2�N (0)�)�1 .
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F4 =
1

2

X

j

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 4(f� ig)(�

(0)

j (r? 1)�
(0)

j (r? 3))
��

(0)

j (r? 2)�
(0)

j (r? 4)

�
�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(19)

=
1

2SH

X

j;fkig

�
�
0;k1;j

�0;k2;j�
�
0;k3;j

�0;k4;j

Z
d2r?

SH
K̂ 4(f� ig)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

;(20)

where � i = � (ri). In the im pure case K̂ 4 consists ofthree term s represented in Fig.2 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)

�

�;̂p

+ (� 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

p̂

+ (� 2 $ � 4); (22)

where v = kF p̂/m ,the function f isde�ned by eq.(10),and the bracketh î
p
im pliesthe angle-averageoverthe unit

vector p̂ = p=kF on Ferm isurface.Thesum ofFig.2 (b)and (c),K̂ 4bc,isgiven by

K̂ 4bc = �
2�T

�
N (0)

X

"

* �
jwpj

2

(2i~"� + v � �
�
1)(2i~"� + v � �2)

�

p̂

�
jwp0j2

(2i~"� + v0� �
�
3)(2i~"� + v0� �4)

�

p̂0

+

�

+ (� 2 $ � 4) (23)

= �
2�T

�
N (0)

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

D

jwpj
2
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2)

E

p̂

D

jwp0j2ei(�3v
0
� �

�

3
+ �4v

0
� �4)

E

p̂0
+ (� 2 $ � 4);(24)

wherev0= kF p̂
0=m .The following form ulaswhich arederived in Appendix B 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�j2�� �2
)

4 e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH � �

�
)
2
� iky

: (26)

where � = ���=�H and � = p̂x + îpy isthe com plex coordinate. Using this identity and eq.(60)in Appendix B,we

obtain the following results

Z
d2r?

SH
K̂ 4a(f� ig)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

=
2�TN (0)

p
2

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if(

3X

i= 1

�)

Z
d2r?

SH

*

jwpj
4
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2+ �3v� �

�

3
)

� u
�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)

+

p̂

�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

+ (k2 $ k4)

=
2�TN (0)

p
2

�k1+ k3;k2+ k4

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if(

3X

i= 1

�)

D

4(Re�2)4I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�4= 0;�i6= 4= �i�

�=�H

E

p̂

+ c:c:; (27)

Z
d2r?

SH
K̂ 4bc(f� ig)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

= �
2�TN (0)

�
p
2

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

Z
d2r?

SH

D

jwpj
2
e
i(�1v� �

�

1
+ �2v� �2)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)

E

p̂

�

D

jwpj
2
e
i(�3v

0
� �

�

3
+ �4v

0
� �4)u

�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)

E

p̂0

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

+ (k2 $ k4)
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(a) (b)

FIG .3: D iagram sexpressing the 6th orderterm ofthe G L functional.

= �
2�TN (0)

�
p
2

�k1+ k3;k2+ k4

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if(

4X

i= 1

�)

D

4(Re�2)2(Re�2)2I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�1;2= �1;2�

�=�H ;�3;4= �3;4�
�=�H

E

p̂ ;̂p0

+ c:c:;

(28)

where the su�x � i;j = �i;j�
�=�H im plies�i = �i�

�=�H and �j = �j�
�=�H .Here the function I4 forthe quartic term

isgiven by

ln

�

I4(f�ig)

�

= �
1

4

4X

i= 1

j�ij
2 �

1

8
(�� 213 + �

2
24)�

1

4
(��1 + �

�
3)(�2 + �4)�

rH

2
(k13�

�
13 � k24�24); (29)

where� = p̂0x + îp0y,kij = ki� kj,and �ij = �i� �j.Finally wehavea 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
)
�
�
0;k1;j

�0;k2;j�
�
0;k3;j

�0;k4;j;

(30)

V4(fkig) = 2�T

Z 3Y

i= 1

d�if

�P 3

i= 1
�i

�

�

D

4(Re�2)4I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�4= 0;�i= �i�

�=�H

E

p̂

�
2�T

�

Z 4Y

i= 1

d�if

�P 4

i= 1
�i

�

�

D

4(Re�2)2(Re�2)2I4(f�ig)

�
�
�
�1;2= �1;2�

�=�H ;�3;4= �3;4�
�=�H

E

p̂ ;̂p0
+ c:c::(31)

W e willshow later(see Fig.5 (a))that,consistently with the neglectofthe second term ofeq.(8),the second contri-

bution to eq.(31)arising from K̂ 4bc issafely negligible com pared with the �rst K̂ 4a term in the relatively clean case

with 2�Tc0� > 10 ofourinterest.

C .6th order term

W hen we restrictthe pair-�eld into the LLL subspace,the 6th orderterm ofthe G L functionalare expressed as

follows

F6 = �
1

3

X

j

Z

d
2
r? K̂ 6(f� ig)(�

(0)

j (r? 1)�
(0)

j (r? 3)�
(0)

j (r? 5))
��

(0)

j (r? 2)�
(0)

j (r? 4)�
(0)

j (r? 6)

�
�
�
�
�
�
ri! r

(32)

= �
1

3S2
H

X

j;fkig

�
�
0;k1;j

�0;k2;j�
�
0;k3;j

�0;k4;j�
�
0;k5;j

�0;k6;j

�

Z
d2r?

SH
K̂ 6(f� ig)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)u
�
0k5

(r? 3)u0k6(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

:

(33)

In contrastto thequarticterm ,thekernelK̂ 6 also includesdiagram s(seeFig.3 (b))with two orthreeim purity lines

in addition to those with a single im purity line such asFig.2 (b). Fortunately,according to the statem entfollowing
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0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.50

0

-1.2

0.6

-0.6

T Tc0/

F
4

2
N

la
ye

rΩ
N

(0
)

(
)

/
|∆

|2
2

(
)

τ H2

FIG .4: Resultson ~F4 � 2F 4=[N layer
 N (0)�
2
H (hj�

(0)
j
2
i)

2
]calculated underthree di� erentconditionsand in the pure (�Tc0 =

1 ) lim it. In the open-square sym bols,the square vortex lattice is assum ed with the nonlocalcontribution in ~F4 included,

while the triangularlattice isassum ed in both the crossed sym bolswith thenonlocalcontribution and the solid curve with no

nonlocalone.Note thatT � atwhich ~F4 = 0 isinsensitive to the nonlocalcontribution and to the typesoflattices.

eq.(31),allterm sotherthan Fig.3 (a)m ay be neglected in the rangeofpurity param eterwe focuson.The diagram

Fig.3 (a)isexpressed 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

�
+

�;̂p

� K̂ 6a + K̂ 6b + K̂ 6c + K̂ 6d + K̂ 6e + K̂ 6f (34)

wherezi � 2i~"� + v � �i foreven iand 2i~"� + v � �
�
i forodd i.Itiseasily seen that,dueto thesym m etry with respect

to � i and �
�
i,the aboveexpression can be represented in term sonly of,e.g.,its�rstand fourth term s.

Firstly,let us calculate the contribution to the G L functionalof K̂ 6a. Using the param etric representation (see

Appendix A),itiswritten as

Z
d2r?

SH
K̂ 6a(f� ig)u

�
0k1

(r? 1)u0k2(r? 2)u
�
0k3

(r? 3)u0k4(r? 4)u
�
0k5

(r? 3)u0k6(r? 4)

�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(35)

= 2�TN (0)

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

�)

Z
d2r?

SH

�

�

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)

�

p̂

�
�
�
�
�
r? i! r?

(36)

=
2�TN (0)

p
3

�k1+ k3+ k5;k2+ k4+ k6

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

�)

D

8(Re�2)6 I6(f�ig)

�
�
�
�6= 0;�i6= 6= �i�

�=�H

E

p̂

; (37)

wherethe function I6 isgiven by

ln

�

I6(f�ig)

�

= �
1

4

6X

i= 1

j�ij
2 +

1

4
(
X

i:odd

�
�
i +

X

i:even

�i)�
1

12
(
X

i:odd

�
�
i +

X

i:even

�i)
2

�
1

6
(
X

(i;j):odd

�
� 2
ij +

X

(i;j):even

�
2
ij)+

rH

3
(
X

(i;j):odd

kij�
�
ij �

X

(i;j):even

kij�ij): (38)

Nextweexam ine K̂ 6d.Usingtheparam eterrepresentation,thisterm isexpressed by changingtheintegralvariables

in the aboveexpression as�2 ! �2 + �3,�3 ! � �3,and �4 ! �3 + �4.

In thisway,wecan writethe 6th orderterm ofthe G L freeenergy functionalin the form

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
�
�
0;k1;j

�
�
0;k3;j

�
�
0;k5;j

�0;k2;j�0;k4;j�0;k6;j; (39)
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~ V
4

T Tco/
(a)

0.4

0.2

0

-0.2

-0.4

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 .5: 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 (2�T c0�)
�1 = 0:05 was com m only used. In (a),the cross sym bols

representthe resultdue only to Fig.2(a).

wherethe sum m ation
P

(i;m )
istaken overthe pairsf(1;3);(3;5);(5;1);(2;4);(4;6);(6;2)g,and V6 isgiven by

V6(fkig) = � 3� 2�T

Z 5Y

i= 1

d�if(

5X

i= 1

�i)

(
D

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

E

p̂

+

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

p̂

)

:(40)

MF-FOT

N=1

N=0

N=0

N=1

MF-FOT

0.2

0.1

h h

0.2

0.1
0 0T T0.2Tco 0.2Tco

(a) (b)

HFFLO(T)

H*(T)

T*nextT TFFLO T*

H*(T)

FIG .6: High H and low T region ofM F H -T phase diagram s in (a) clean lim it ((2�T c0�)
�1

= 0) and (b) the m oderately

clean case ((2�T c0�)
�1

= 0:05).See the textforfurtherdetails.

In deriving the M F phase diagram and its im purity

dependence,wewillusean additionalapproxim ation be-

low. Since a nonzero m agnetic �eld plays the roles of

cutting o� the low T divergences ofcoe�cients ofthe

higherorderG L term s,the orbitaldepairing e�ectaris-

ing from the gauge invariantgradients� j has been in-

corporated nonperturbatively in the above expressions.

Instead,algebraickij dependenceshavearisen in thever-

tices Vm (fkijg)with m = 4 and 6. O n the otherhand,

the G aussian kij-dependences in F4 and F6 are direct

consequences of restricting the pair-�eld into the LLL

subspace and also appearin the fam iliarG L expression

with spatially nonlocalhigherorderterm s. Thatis,the

additionalkij dependences in Vm (fkijg)can be seen as

spatially nonlocalcontributions to the higher order G L

term sand a�ectthe structure ofvortex solid. Actually,

in LLL and thecasewith noparam agneticdepairing,this

nonlocality in the quartic G L term resultsin the struc-

tural transition between the rhom bic and square vor-

tex lattices[20].However,an energy di�erence a�ecting

thelattice structureisextrem ely sm allre
ecting a weak

structure dependence ofthe Abrikosov factors(denoted
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as �A and 
A below). For instance,as shown in Fig.4,

the nonlocalcorrection to ~F4 and thus,to T � is negli-

gibly sm all. Therefore,atleastasfarasthe SC transi-

tion in the M F approxim ation atH c2 isconcerned,such

nonlocalcorrections are safely negligible. For this rea-

son,the localapproxim ation forthe higherorderterm s

willbeused hereafter,and Vm (fkijg)willbereplaced by

Vm = Vm (fkij = 0g). Then,the G L functionalderived

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

2
j�

(0)

j j4 +
V6

3
j�

(0)

j j6
�
#

:(41)

Tem perature variations ofthe coe�cients V 4 and V6

calculated along the H c2(T)-curve are shown, respec-

tively,in Fig.5 (a) and (b). To clarify that the contri-

butions ofFig.2 (b) and (c) are safely negligible,V4 in

Fig.5 (a)wascalculated in term sof(2�Tc0�)
� 1 = 0:05,

the value used in Fig.6 (b)below. The coe�cientV 4 is

negativeatlowertem peratures,while V6 ispositiveover

a broad region so that the G L expression (41) with a

M F-FO T atH c2(T)iswell-de�ned.

D .M ean �eld P hase diagram

Below,theM F phasediagram willbeexam ined based

on the functional,eq.(41). First,let us neglecta possi-

bility ofan FFLO -like state and assum e a straightvor-

tex solid independent ofj as the M F solution. Then,

the �rst term in the bracket of eq.(41) 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

oneto adiscontinuousoneatatem peratureT � whereV4
becom esnegative(seeFig.4and Fig.5(a)),re
ectingthat

thespin depairingism oree�ectiveupon coolingand with

increasing H . To obtain M F results in T < T �,higher

orderterm sarenecessary in theG L expression.Accord-

ingtoFig.5(b),thecoe�cientV 6 ispositiveoverabroad

tem peraturerange,and thus,the expression eq.(41)ter-

m inated at the 6th orderterm willbe su�cient forour

purpose. Further,let us introduce the e�ective coe�-

cients~b= V4�A ofthe quarticterm and ~c= V6
A ofthe

6th orderterm ,respectively,where

�A =

D

j�
(0)

j (r? )j
4

E

(

D

j�
(0)

j j2
E

)2
;


A =

D

j�
(0)

j
(r? )j

6

E

(

D

j�
(0)

j j2
E

)3
: (42)

2

0

1

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.50

T Tc0/

TFFLO

(2)a0
~ a1

(1)~

(1)a0
~

a
N(s

)
~

FIG .7: Tem peraturedependencesof~a
(1)

0
and ~a

(2)

0
on H c2(T)

and nearTF F LO ,where~a
(s)

0
= a

(s)

0
=�

2s
H (s= 1;2),and thepure

lim itwasassum ed.Thecorrespondingcurveof~a
(1)

1
= a

(1)

1
=�

2
H

isalso shown fora convenience.

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

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

determ ined by the condition

a0(0)=
3~b2

16~c
� a0;c; (43)

while the supercooling (superheating) point is given by

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

Ubarr between thej�
(0)j= 0 solution and thejum p value

ofj� (0)jat the transition,j� (0)jc =

q

3j~bj=4~c,is given

by

Ubarr = N (0)
j~bj3

48~c2
: (44)

Further, by calculating the m ean squared am plitude

j��(0)j2

�
of the G aussian 
uctuation �� (0) when

a0(0)= a0;c and in 2D lim it,onealso �nds

D

j��(0)j2
E

/
Tc2 j�

(0)j2c

Ubarr

; (45)

where Tc2 is the M F transition tem perature. Thus,the


uctuation strength isenhanced with decreasing j~bjand

increasing ~cand,asexpected,ism easured atTc2 by the

inverse ofthe energy barrier. Hence, ifthis M F-FO T

occursasa true FO T in realsystem s,a clearhysteresis

isexpected 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 within LLL m ay becom e m ore

favorable. As far as the width a0;c is su�ciently sm all,

the qz-dependentterm shave only to be incorporated in

thequadraticterm sin �
(0)

j .Thatis,thisstructuraltran-

sition line H FFLO (T) between the FFLO -like solid and

thestraightvortex solid m ay bediscussed within theco-

e�cient a 0(q
2
z). Actually,according to the calculation
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resultsofV4 and V6 in Fig.5,a0;c in Fig.6 isatm ostof

the orderof10� 2. Assum ing a helicalstate with the j-

dependence �
(0)

j � eiqzjs in H > H FFLO ,a second order

structuraltransition line H FFLO (T) is obtained within

LLL according to eq.(13) as the curve a
(1)

0 (T) = 0 if

a
(2)

0 (T)> 0 there.Num ericalresultson a
(1)

0 and a
(2)

0 are

shown in Fig.7.W e�nd thata
(2)

0 nearH c2 isalwayspos-

itive along the H FFLO (T)-line and increases upon cool-

ing ata �xed �eld above H FFLO (T). Further,since the

param agnetic depairing e�ectis enhanced with increas-

ing �eld and decreasing tem perature,asthe exam ple in

Fig.6 shows,a possibleH FFLO (T)-curveshould decrease

upon cooling.

Now,theM F phasediagram sFig.6 following from the

G L coe�cientsderived aboveand fortwo di�erentim pu-

rity strengths ((�Tc0)
� 1-values) willbe explained. The

used valueofparam agneticparam eter�0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0,

correspondingto theM akiparam eter,is0.8,which leads

to the value T � = 0:36Tc0 in the pure lim it(Fig.6 (a)),

where H orb
c2 (0)= 0:56�0=(2��

2
0) is the 2D orbitallim it-

ing �eld atT = 0 in pure lim it,and �0 = kF =2�m Tc0 is

thecoherencelength.The�eld valuesin the�gureswere

norm alized by H orb
c2 (0)(i.e.,h = H =H orb

c2 (0)).Thecurve

H �(T)indicated by the crosssym bolsis de�ned by the

condition V4 = 0 and m ay notbedirectly seen in experi-

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

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

ousisexperim entally m easurable togetherwith (ifany)

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

to the FFLO vortex solid. In the tem perature regions

wheretheM F-FO T doesnotoccur,thehigheroneofthe

dashed curvesindicated by N = 0 orN = 1 becom esthe

H c2(T)-line,on which a0(0) or a1(0) = 0,and the M F

transition thereisofsecond order.

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 Figs.6

(a)and (b)with each other,theregion H FFLO (T)< H <

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

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

theM F-FO T behaviorisrelativelyinsensitivetothesam -

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

0:095 while the value �0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0 = 0:8 waskept,

the M F-FO T region atH c2(T)isalso lost,and the M F

transition at H c2(T) is continuous at alltem peratures.

This result is contrast to other works [6,12]in which

the presence ofa M F-FO T wasargued underthe use of

dirty lim it. W e �nd that,instead,the FO T obtained in

the dirty lim it [12]never occurs in T ! 0 lim it when

E F � > 1 underwhich theusualdirty lim itm ay bevalid.

O n the other hand,the results in ref.[6]are derived by

com pletely neglecting the orbitaldepairing and are not

com parable with the present ones. Further, we stress

that,in contrastto resultsgiven in a previouswork [11]

taking accountofboth theorbitaland spin depairing ef-

fects,theresultsin Fig.6 im ply thatalwaysT � > TFFLO

in thepresentquasi2D caseundera perpendicularm ag-

netic �eld.

Since,asalready m entioned,the width a0;c in Fig.6 is

relatively sm all,the M F-FO T there m ay be regarded as

being weak.However,itdoesnotm ean a strong 
uctua-

tion.Actually,in system swith a largeN (0)in zero �eld

such asCeCoIn5,the 
uctuation strength T=U barr itself

becom esextrem ely sm allin thelow T region ofourinter-

est. O n the other hand,the m agnetization jum p value

�M c at the M F-FO T should be quite sm allcom pared

with the applied �eld in order to justify our neglect of

a spatially varying internalm agnetic �eld. In CeCoIn5
underan applied �eld in the tesla range,this condition

iswellsatis�ed [15](seealso Sec.IV).

In T < Tnext where a1(0) < a0(0) (< a2(0)), the

H c2(T) line and hence,the vortex lattice itselfjust be-

low it are determ ined by the next lowest (N = 1) LL.

According to thea
(1)

1 (T)-curvein Fig.7,thisN = 1 state

is not a m odulated FFLO -like state but a straightvor-

tex solid. Further,note thatTnext and TFFLO are close

to each other(see Fig.6 (a)). These results im ply that,

in quasi2D m aterials under �elds perpendicular to the

SC layers, the presence itself of the FFLO -like vortex

solid isvery subtle even in pure lim it.Thus,a com peti-

tion between theFFLO -likesolid within LLL and a solid

within the N = 1 LL hasto be exam ined justabovethe

H FFLO (T)line. Since thisisan issue ofa transition be-

tween vortex latticestructuresde�ned within the planes

perpendicular to the �eld,a detailed description ofthe

stable vortex latticesin d-wave pairing casesisrequired

toaddressthis.Asalready m entioned,however,thenon-

locality,atleast,ofthesixth orderG L term a�ecting the

in-placelatticestructurewasneglected in thispaper.W e

willpostpone a study ofstructuraltransitionsto higher

LL solidsin H > H FFLO to ourfuture study.

E.P roperties ofH elicalV ortex Solid

Here, we brie
y com m ent on linear responses and

elastic properties in vortex solid phases, prim arily in

an FFLO -like helical solid with a m odulation � j ’
~� qm e

iqm js in LLL with qm 6= 0.To exam ine the electro-

m agnetic linear responses in an ordered vortex lattice

phase,we haveonly to focuson the gradientterm swith

an externalgauge
uctuation substituted and toexam ine

theG aussian
uctuation around aM F solution of� j.An

appropriateform ,consistentwith the abovem icroscopic

analysis,ofthe gradientenergy willbe

Fgrad =

Z

d
3
r� �(r? ;z)

"

A (� 2)

 

� i
@

@z
� az

! 4
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� 2B(�2)

 

� i
@

@z
� az

! 2

+ (A (� 2))� 1(B(� 2))2

#

�(r ? ;z); (46)

whereacontinuousvariablezwasused forthecoordinate

paralleltothe�eld.IfconsideringtheSC responsein the

x ory direction,� needsto be accom panied by a gauge


uctuation a = a? + azẑ in the form � � a? . W ithin

theG aussian approxim ation forthe
uctuation,no cross

term slikea? az appearbecauseany term / a? becom es

o�-diagonalwith respectto the LLsand hence,zero af-

terspatialaveraging.Hence,the linearresponsesin the

paralleland perpendicular directions can be considered

independently.

First,letusconsiderthe response parallelto the �eld

in which a? = 0.Ifthe spatialvariationsperpendicular

to H ofthe M F pair-�eld solution are described within

LLL,the argum ent� 2 in A and B can be replaced by

r
� 2

H
. For the m om ent,let us focus on the helicalsolid

phasein which B(r� 2
H
)> 0.Assum ing the 
uctuation of

� j tobedom inated bythatofitsphase�,the
uctuation

partof�Fgrad sim ply becom es

�Fgrad = A (r
� 2

H
)hj�j2i

Z

d
3
r

" 

(@z�)
2 � q

2
m

� 2@z�az

! 2

+ (@2z�)
2

#

’ 4B(r
� 2

H
)hj�j2i

Z

d
3
r(@z�� � az)

2
: (47)

Here,�� is the phase 
uctuation, and higher gradient

term s were om itted in the expression following the sec-

ond equality. Further,the fact that the M F value q2m
ofq2z is B(r� 2

H
)=A (r� 2

H
) was used. As seen in the sem i-

nalwork [5],the sam e form asabove occursin the case

with no orbitaldepairing in an isotropic 3D system (see

eq.(31)in ref.[5]).Thisfam iliarresult(47)im pliesthat,

in the helicalsolid state,there is no stationary current

even along H and thata supercurrent/ az can 
ow in

thisdirection,although the super
uid rigidity / B(r
� 2

H
)

vanisheswith approaching H FFLO (T).

The absence ofSC responsein x and y directionscan

be seen,aswellasin the ordinary (qm = 0)case,m ost

easily within the phase-only approxim ation [25]. Not-

ing thatany term accom panied by the in-plane periodic

variation in a vortex lattice disappears after averaging

spatially and thatthe uniform 
uctuation partof@? ��

isgiven byr
� 2

H
(̂z� s),one�ndsthatthe
uctuation of� 2

in the lim itofvanishing wave num bercan be expressed

everywherein A and B asr� 4
H
((̂z� s)� a? )

2,wheresisa

uniform in-plane displacem entofa vortex lattice. After

integratingovers,a? disappearstogetherin theresulting


uctuation free energy,im plying no SC response. This

non-SC perpendicular response is a consequence ofthe

establishm entofthe Josephson relation a? = r
� 2

H
(̂z� s)

(leading to an electric �eld E proportionalto a vortex

velocity v�,i.e.,E = � v� � H ) and is quite di�erent

from the corresponding one in the case with no orbital

depairingin theidealisotropic3D system which isa con-

sequence ofspontaneous form ation ofa direction ofthe

helicalm odulation [26].

Next,let us brie
y discuss the vortex elastic energy.

The shearelastic energy forin-plane sheardistortionsis

obtained,as in the case ofstraightvortex lattice,from

the phase 
uctuation energy. It was already shown in

ref.[22]thatthequarticdispersion on the2D wavevector

q? ofthem asslessphase
uctuation and hence,theway

ofidentifying theshearelasticm odewith thephase
uc-

tuation areuna�ected by any changeofthehigherorder

term softheG L m odel.No calculation ofshearm odulus

willnotbe perform ed here,and we sim ply assum e,just

for qualitative consideration,the resulting shearenergy

term to be positive de�nite.In contrast,som e com m ent

willbenecessary on the tiltenergy which should change

through H FFLO (T). For sim plicity,we focus on its ex-

pression in type IIlim itwith no internalgauge 
uctua-

tion [21,23].Accordingtoeq.(47),thetiltenergy in type

IIlim ittakesthe form

E tilt = A (r
� 2

N
)hj�j2i

 

2�H

�0

! 2
X

q

k2z(k
2
z + 4q2m )

q2
?

jsTq j
2
;

(48)

where jkzj= jjqzj� qm j, and the relation [21,22, 23]

��q = � i(q
� 2

?
r
� 2

H
)(q? � sTq )z between thetransversedis-

placem ent sT and the phase 
uctuation was used. O n

the otherhand,in the straightvortex solid (i.e.,in H <

H FFLO (T)) where B(r
� 2

H
) < 0,the dispersion k2z(k

2
z +

4q2m )in eq.(48)isreplaced by2jB(r
� 2

H
)jq2z=A (r

� 2

H
).Thus,

the m acroscopicpropertiesin both the vortex solidsare

qualitatively the sam easeach other.

However,the tilt rigidity decreases with approaching

H FFLO (T). In particular,the k2z=q
2
?
dependence ofthe

tilt m odulus just on H FFLO (T) im plies a short-ranged

phasecoherenceofthevortex solid therewhich isconsis-

tentwith thevanishing super
uid rigidity on H FFLO (T).

Because this absence ofSC order in the criticalvortex

solid (i.e.,the case just on H FFLO (T))is due to a soft-

ening (orweakening)ofan elasticm odulus,an enhanced

peak e�ect due to an increase ofthe criticalcurrent is

expected near H FFLO (T), as wellas the ordinary one

nearH c2(T)[27],in realm aterialswith random pinning

e�ects. This conjecture m ay be usefulfor searching a

transition curveto the FFLO -likevortex solid.

III.ST U D Y O F G EN U IN E P H A SE D IA G R A M

In thissection,the realphase diagram ofsystem sde-

scribed by eq.(41) is studied by including the 
uctua-
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tion e�ects. W e willfocus here on the range H �(T) <

H < H FFLO (T)and hence,rewrite the �rstterm in the

bracketofeq.(41)into
P

j
(a0j�

(0)

j
j2 + 
0j�

(0)

j
� �

(0)

j+ 1
j2)

with 
0 > 0. Although we have not extended our sim -

ulation work to (ifany) the range H > H FFLO de�ned

within the lowestLL,
uctuation e�ectssim ilarto those

in H < H FFLO should be also expected in such higher

�elds(see below). The partition function we should ex-

am ineis

Z = Tr exp(� F ); (49)

wherethe functionalF = Floc=T isrewritten as

F =
X

j

Z

d
2
r

 

�j	 jj
2+ 
j	j� 	j+ 1j

2�
j�j

2
j	 jj

4+
1

3
j	 jj

6

!

;

(50)

where	 j(r)istherescaled orderparam eter�eld de�ned

within LLL,
 � 0,

� =

�
r2H N (0)

T

� 2=3
a0

V
1=3

6

’ �0(T)
H � H0

H 0

;

j�j =

�
r2H N (0)

T

� 1=3
jV4j

V
2=3

6

; (51)

and the in-plane coordinates r were norm alized like

r=rH ! r. Further,H 0 denotesH c2(0)in the case with

no M F-FO T.Since,asm entioned earlier,a0;c m easuring

thedi�erence(H c2� H0)=H 0 issm allfortheM akiparam -

etervalueused in thispaper,H 0 willnotbedistinguished

from H c2 below. Note that,except a num ericalfactor,

j�j3 isidenticalwith Ubarr=T.The T-dependentparam -

eter j�j� 1 m easures the 
uctuation strength,while the

m agnetic�eld dependenceisassum ed only in �.Thus,a

changeofj�jcan beregarded nearH c2 asa changeonly

ofT in eq.(49)underthe sam e Floc with �xed valuesof

a0,
0,V4,and V6,ifthe m agnetic�eld variable� isap-

propriately rescaled,and a di�erence in the anisotropy

(i.e.,
0-value)playsno im portantrole.

A .T heoreticalconsideration

First,letusexplain how an ordinary physicalpicture

on low energy 
uctuationsand their e�ecton orderings

lead to the absence ofa genuine transition atH c2. Like

in thefam iliarcase[9,21]with a second orderM F tran-

sition atH c2,letusstartfrom a description deep in the

ordered phase.First,sincean inclusion oftheorbitalde-

pairing requiresthe presence of�eld-induced vortices,a

low energy excitation in the ordered phase isinevitably

an elastic m ode ofa vortex solid. As already noted in

the �nalpart ofSec.II,it is clear that the form ofthe

elastic energy and the relation between the phase 
uc-

tuation and the vortex displacem ent[23]are essentially

H

T

H

T

c2
(0)H

c2
(0)H(a) (b)

FIG .8: Two candidatesofa schem atic H -T phase diagram

of bulk type II superconductors with param agnetic depair-

ing in the case with therm al
 uctuation and with no vortex

pinning e� ect. The solid curve,the thick dashed curve,and

thin dashed one are the m elting line H m (T)ofvortex solids,

theM F-FO T curveon H c2(T),and theordinary H c2 curveof

the second orderM F transition,respectively. D ashed curves

are not genuine transition lines. A possible presence ofthe

structuraltransition to an FFLO -like vortex solid,neglected

here for sim plicity,does not lead to any essentialchange on

H m (T)and H c2(T)

una�ected by di�erencesin theform sofhigherorderG L

term s.Then,itisclearfrom the previousworks[21,23]

thatthe phase
uctuation ism arginally relevanteven in

3D case,and thattherigidity controlling thequasilong-

ranged phase coherence in the vortex solid is the shear

m odulus.[21]Thatis,ifthevortex solid ism elted atH m

below H c2,wehaveonly short-ranged ordersforboth the

phaseand the vortex position in the vortex liquid above

H m with no �nite shear m odulus,and thus,the vortex

liquid should becontinuously connected with thenorm al

phase above H c2 [9,21]. In this sense,the M F-FO T at

H c2 should notoccur. Further,to understand thisfrom

anotherpointofview,letusnote thatthe quasi2D SC

orderparam eterin the lowestLL hasthe form [28]

	(�;z)= A (z)e� y
2
=(2r

2

H )

N s� 1Y

i= 0

(� � �i(z)); (52)

where � = x + iy,z = js,�i(z) is the com plex coordi-

nateperpendiculartoH ofthei-th vortex,and aLandau

gauge was assum ed for the externalgauge �eld. Since

thevortex positionsarehighly disordered aboveH m ,the


uctuation e�ectaboveH m isessentially described only

by the am plitude A (z).However,A (z)dependsonly on

z irrespective ofthe form ofthe higherorderG L term s.

That is,since the am plitude 
uctuation itselfhas a re-

duced dim ensionality and is 1D-like in 3D system s [29]

even in the presentcase,the am plitude 
uctuation will

push thevortex latticefreezing �eld H m down to a lower

�eld,and the M F-FO T should notbe realized asa true

FO T in real3D system s[30].

O ncenoting thattheq2z-form ofthetiltelasticterm in

H < H FFLO isreplaced in H > H FFLO by (jqzj� qm )
2,

the above argum ent precluding a genuine FO T at H c2



13

can beapplied to such higher�eldswith no m odi�cation.

Note also that the continuous transition at H FFLO is a

structuraltransition between the ordered vortex solids

and hence,together with FFLO -like states them selves,

willnotbelostdueto theSC 
uctuation asfarasH m >

H FFLO (seeSec.IV).

Thetheoreticaldiscussion given aboveim pliesthat,as

far as H m < H c2,a genuine transition at H c2 cannot

occur. Then,it is at least naturalto expect that,fol-

lowing the fam iliarcase in T > T � with a second order

H c2-transition,H m < H c2 atany nonzero T and hence

that,asin Fig.8(a),agenuinetransition atH c2 neveroc-

cursatany nonzero tem perature.However,caution will

be necessary in the present case with a M F-FO T.For

instance,a H m de�ned in term softheLindem ann crite-

rion [23]m ay lie above H c2 in a case with weak enough


uctuation becauseany elastic m odulus,proportionalin

the lowestLL to som e power ofhj	j2i,is nonvanishing

on approaching H c2 from below.O fcourse,therewillbe

no possibility thatthe actualH m liesabove H c2.Then,

one m ay consideranother possible phase diagram Fig.8

(b)realizablefora casewith weak enough 
uctuation,in

which,re
ecting a reduction oftherm al
uctuation upon

cooling,H m (T)atlow enough tem peraturesvirtually co-

incideswith H c2,and both a largejum p ofm agnetization

(re
ecting a large condensation energy)and a tiny hys-

teresis,arising from the vortex lattice m elting,willbe

seen at H c2 on the solid curve. An im portant point is

that,even in the scenario Fig.8 (b), a large hysteresis

occurring asa consequence ofa large jum p ofm agneti-

zation,i.e.,a hysteresisattherm alequilibrium resulting

directly from the M F-FO T,cannotoccur. According to

theexperim entaldata [13,15,16]in thesituation ofour

interestin thispapercorresponding to CeCoIn5 undera

�eld H k c,the phase diagram ofFig.8 (a)seem s to be

alwaysrealized. However,it istheoretically valuable to

clarify whether Fig.8 (b) m ay be realized ornotin real

system s.Resultsofournum ericalsim ulation,perform ed

forexam iningourtheoreticalargum entsgiven above,will

be reported below.

B .Sim ulation results

In thissubsection,weexplain ourm ethodsand results

ofM onte Carlo (M C)sim ulationsforthe m odeleq.(49).

O ur sim ulation m ethod closely follows that used in the

sim ulations[32,33]forthefam iliarG L m odelwith apos-

itivequarticterm in placeof� j�jin eq.(50).O n a �xed

SC layer,the pair-�eld 	 is expanded in term s ofthe

LLL basisfunctions�n(x;y)consistentwith a quasipe-

riodic boundary condition [32]as 	 =
P

n
cn�n(x;y),

and the system sizes Lx and Ly of a rectangular cell

satisfy the com m ensurability with a triangular lattice

ground state through the relation Lx=Ly =
p
3N x=2N y

(= 2N x=
p
3N y)in 2D (layered)case.Notethat,asm en-

tioned earlier,the ground state in the present case is,

due to the neglectofnonlocality in the G L higherorder

term s,a triangularlattice,although thepairing stateas-

sum ed originally is a four-fold d-wave one (see the sen-

tences above eq.(41)). In the layered case, a periodic

boundary condition is assum ed across the layers. The

system sizeswehavestudied were(N x,N y)= (6,4)and

(8,6) in 2D case and (6,6) in the layered case. The

M arkov chainsforcn aregenerated by theM etropolisal-

gorithm . For 2D case (layered case),we used 5 � 105

(1:5 � 106) M C steps for therm alization and another

5� 105 M C stepsforfurtherobservation in both cases.

Asin the�guresin Sec.II,wehaveassum ed thevalue0:8

for �0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0. Further,when assum ing a N (0)

valueappropriateto CeCoIn5 [31]and thatT=Tc0 = 0:1,

the j�(T)jvalue isestim ated to be in the rangebetween

2:0 and 3:0 used in the sim ulations.

Tostudy
uctuation e�ectsontheM F-FO T,them ean-

squared averageofthepair-�eld hj	j2iwascalculated.It

correspondstothem agnetizationwhen a0 isthem easure,

prim arily,ofH .Hence,ifitshowsnota truediscontinu-

ousjum p butaroundedbehavioratH c2 broadeningwith

decreasing j�j,a genuine FO T at H c2 is judged to be

absent. Further,as a m easure ofthe vortex-positional

ordering (vortex-solidi�cation), we have exam ined the

structure factor S(k) de�ned [29]as the Fourier trans-

form ofthecorrelation function ofj	(r)j2.In the�gures,

�-dependences of these physical quantities are shown.

Although a changeof� im pliesa changeofH ata �xed

T,the vortex density is�xed atany sim ulation.

First,letuspresentand explain 2D sim ulation results

in which 
 = 0. The obtained results (sym bols) are

shown in Fig.9and 10.ThecorrespondingM F curvesare

also drawn forcom parison. The feature,thatthe sim u-

lation data lieabovetheM F curvein H m < H < H c2,is

α
0-5-10 5 10

4

3

2

1

0

ψ
2

Hm (|β|=3.0)

Hm(|β|=2.0)

FIG . 9: Num erical data of �-dependence (i.e., H -

dependence)ofhj	 j
2
iin 2D case,forj�j= 2:0 (crossed sym -

bols)and j�j= 3:0 (plussym bols). D ashed and solid curves

are the corresponding M F results. According to eq.(43),the

M F transition pointcorrespondsto�= 0:75 (1:69)in � = 2:0

(3:0).The system size (6,4)wascom m only used.
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(c)

FIG .10: S(k) data corresponding to the j�j= 2:0 data in

Fig.9 at(a)�= 0:75 and (b)� 2:0.(c)S(k)at�= � 2:0 for

largersystem size (8,6).

notsurprisingbutpresum ablyare
ectionofadim ension-

ality dependence ofthe am plitude 
uctuation (com pare

with Fig.11 below).Itisfound in theliterature[34]that

a sim ilardim ensionality dependenceappearsin them ag-

netization in the case with a positive quartic coe�cient.

As is clear particularly from the j�j= 2 data ofFig.9,

thenearlydiscontinuousjum p ofhj	j2iatH c2 isrounded

dueto the
uctuation,and thus,nogenuineFO T hasoc-

curred atH c2.W enotethat�0(T = 0:1Tc0)’ 50forthe

param eter values used here. Hence, if the abscissa in

Fig.9 is reexpressed as the reduced �eld (H � H0)=H 0,

even this rounded behaviorofhj	j2iforj�j= 2 cannot

be distinguished from a strictly sharp discontinuity,and

the di�erenceH c2 � Hm willnotbe visible(see Sec.IV).

Thus,the presence ofa genuine FO T cannotbe argued

through m erely a steep growth ofhj	j2iin a realsystem

with weak SC 
uctuation.

Next,letusexam inewhetherthe m elting position co-

incidesornotwith the M F transition �eld H c2(T).The

m elting transition iswidely believed to be a weak FO T,

and thisshould befound [32]in M onteCarlosim ulations

asatiny discontinuity in therm odynam icquantities.Un-

fortunately,due prim arily to num ericaldi�culties,our

sim ulation is restricted to too sm allsystem s to observe

such adiscontinuity.Forourpurposeofdeterm iningH m ,

however,itissu�cientto �nd wheretheBragg peaksof

the vortex lattice disappear. Figure 10 showssnapshots

ofthe structure factor on j	(r ? )j
2 when j�j= 2:0. No

vortex positionalordering isseen atH c2.By com paring

Fig.10(a)and (b)with Fig.9,one�ndsthatnearly sharp

Bragg peaksappearatH m below H c2,whilem ostofthe

entropyhasbeen lostnearH c2 aboveit.Thetwo�eld (or

tem perature)scales,onecharacterizing thesteep growth

ofhj	j2iand anothercorrespondingtothesudden growth

ofvortex positionalordering,areclearly distinguished.

W e have also exam ined the size dependence ofS(k)

data.By com paring the data in Fig.10 (b)and (c)with

each other,it willbe clear that the six-fold sym m etry

ofBragg peaks is m ore rem arkable in the form er,i.e.,

in a sm allersize. It m eansthat the solidi�cation is en-

hanced by the boundary condition in a sm allersystem .

Thissize dependence willbe su�cientforjustifying our

expectation thatthevortexsolidi�cation (orm elting)oc-

cursbelow H c2.

Thecorresponding resultsin a layered (quasi2D)sys-

tem consistingoffourlayersareshown in Figs.11and 12,

wheretheparam etervalues
 = 0:25and j�j= 2:0 or3:0

wereassum ed.Theobtained com putation resultsarees-

sentially thesam easin 2D case,exceptthe featurethat

thedi�erenceH c2 � Hm becam enarrowerin thelayered

case. Thus,the anisotropy or dim ensionality,i.e., the

m agnitude of
0,does not seem to induce an essential

changeofthetruephasediagram .Thenearly discontin-

uousbehavioratH c2 isalsosm eared outin thisquasi2D

case asthe 
uctuation isenhanced,and no hysteresisis

presentaccom panying thisbehavioratH c2.Thesim ula-

tion resultsgiven aboveim ply that,atleastforj�j� 3:0,

the correctphasediagram isFig.8 (a).

Next, we report on consequences of an extension of

sim ulation forthe layered system com posed offourlay-

ers to weaker 
uctuation cases with j�j> 3:0 (i.e.,at

ψ
2

Hm (|β|=3.0)

Hm(|β|=2.0)

4

3

2

1

0

α
0-5-10 5 10

FIG .11: Num ericaldata ofhj	 j2i in the layered case com -

posed offourlayers.The crossed sym bols(plussym bols)are

resultsin j�j= 2:0 (3:0).
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FIG .12: Structure factor de� ned from the correlation func-

tion ofj	 (r)j2 forj�j= 3:0 at(a)�= 1:65,(b)�= 1:25.

lower tem peratures). As the num ericaldata in Fig.13

(a) show,a hysteresis in the vicinity ofH c2 suggestive

ofa genuineFO T appearsbetween two hj	j2icurvesfor

j�j= 3:5,respectively,in increasingH (corresponding to

aheating)and decreasingH (correspondingtoacooling).

However,thishysteresisisnotdue to the vortex lattice

freezing orm elting included in the scenario ofFig.8 (b)

because,asthesim ulation resultsin j�j� 3 haveshown,

thehysteresisaccom panying them elting isunobservably

sm all(Although them elting �eld H m isestim ated to lie

closeto � = 2:0 through S(k)data,itisnoteasy to con-

clude a separation between H m and H c2 for this case).

Further,since,as m entioned below eq.(51),an increase

ofj�(T)jcan be regarded asa decrease only ofT in the

partition function (49)underthesam eFloc (41),itisdif-

�culttoim agineascenario[30]thattheM F resultwould

becom eexactin a very low but�niteT region.Actually,

the hysteresisin Fig.13 (a)isnotdue to a genuine FO T

in therm alequilibrium :The � = 2:19 data in Fig.13 (b)

show thatthesystem ,atleastin thevicinity ofH c2,has

notreached thetherm alequilibrium even during theM C

stepswe could observe.

Actually,a sim ilarsituation occurs,ifthe 
uctuation

is weak enough,in other system s with a M F-FO T but

no true phase transition. To illustrate this statem ent,

weshow in Fig.14 results,corresponding to Fig.13,fora

fam iliar1D G L m odelwith a negativequarticcoe�cient

F1d =

Z

dx

�

aj	(x)j2 + f

�
�
�
�
d	(x)

dx

�
�
�
�

2

�
jwj

2
j	(x)j4

+
1

3
j	(x)j6

�

; (53)

where 	 isa function only ofx,and a in thiscase m ay

be regarded as a tem perature variable. This 1D m odel
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FIG .13:(a)Num ericaldata,sim ilarto Fig.11,forj�j= 3:5.

(b)The history ofhj	 j2iat� = 2:0 and � = 2:19 in the H -

increaseprocess.Notethestrong dependenceon M onteCarlo

stepsofhj	 j
2
iwhen �= 2:19,i.e.,in the vicinity ofH c2.

is used here for com parison because the 
uctuation in

3D G L m odelwithin LLL is expected to be sim ilar to

thatofthecorresponding1D G L m odelin zero �eld.W e

chosen the values jwj= 5:0 and f = 4:0,together with

the system size com posed of102-sites. Due to a sm aller

num berofdegreesoffreedom in SC 
uctuationsin this

1D case,a tendency ofa fullrelaxation to the therm al

equilibrium (i.e.,adisappearanceofhysteresis),asFig.14

(b)shows,m anagesto be veri�ed within the practically

observable M C steps. In contrast,in the case ofquasi

2D system s expressed by eq.(50),it is quite di�cult to

verify such a fullrelaxation within practically possible

M C stepsbecauseofa m uch largernum berofdegreesof

freedom in a quasi2D vortex state.

Sum m arizing this subsection, for any j�j-value with

H m lying below H c2,no true FO T occurs at H c2,and

the phase diagram Fig.8 (a) is justi�ed. For larger j�j

valueswhen H m m ay notbe distinguished from H c2,it

ispracticallydi�culttoverifywhetherFig.8(b),in place

ofFig.8 (a),is realized as a true phase diagram ,and a

hysteresis can appear in num ericalexperim ents at H c2

even withouta genuineFO T occurring there.
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FIG . 14: (a) hj	 j
2
i D ata sim ilar to Fig.13 (a) for the 1D

G L m odel, eq.(53), taken at M C steps 1 � 106. (b) D ata

at a = 4:74 showing a recovery oftherm alequilibrium after

m any M C steps.

IV .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 ofan FO T-likenearly discontinuouscrossoverat

H c2 in the heavy ferm ion superconductor CeCoIn5 in

H k c [15, 16]provides us with a good occasion of a

detailed com parison between thepresenttheory and real

data.Further,recentdata in H ? c[13]showing a sm all

hysteresis in heat capacity and suggesting a second or-

der transition between the FFLO -like vortex solid and

theordinary vortex solid willstim ulatedetailed theoret-

icalstudies ofvortex phase diagram in the region with

param agneticdepairing.

As shown in Sec.II,in quasi2D system s under �elds

perpendicular to the layers,a FO T at H c2 should nat-

urally occur in T < T � at the m ean-�eld levelin clean

enough superconductorswith a m oderately strong para-

m agnetic depairing,and the onset tem perature TFFLO

from which an FFLO -like vortex solid begins to appear

lies m uch below T �. The results, that this m odulated

solid state is rarely seen com pared with the apparent

FO T at H c2 and is easily lost by a sm all am ount of

im purities,are consistent with the observations [13]in

a heavy ferm ion superconductor CeCoIn5 in H k c but

seem to be a contrast to the conclusions on phase dia-

gram in previous works [11]. Further,the range ofT �

(0:2< T �=Tc0 < 0:36)shown in Fig.6 following from the

value �0H
orb
c2 (0)=2�Tc0 = 0:8 and sm all(�Tc0)

� 1-values

is com parable with that (T �=Tc0 ’ 0:25) in CeCoIn5
under H k c [13, 15, 16]. W hen the N (0)-value in

CeCoIn5 in zero �eld [31]is used further,we �nd the

nearly discontinuousjum p valueofm agnetization atH c2

when T = 50 (m K ) to becom e 20 (G ) which is com pa-

rable with the estim ated value 30 (G ) in ref.[15]. Fur-

ther, the width �H (T) of the m agnetization jum p at

H c2 willbeestim ated using thenum ericaldata ofFig.11

asfollows. Using the relations�0(T)’ 50(0:1Tc0=T)
2=3

and �(T) / T� 1=3,suggested in Sec.III,and assum ing

j�(T = 0:1Tc0)j= 2:0,thedata in Fig.11 im ply �H (T =

0:1Tc0) ’ 0:1(T) and �H (T = 0:025T c0) ’ 0:03 (T),

which seem to be rather narrower than those ofavail-

able data [15,17]. It is notsurprising because,even in

a genuineFO T,an entropy (ora m agnetization)jum p is

broadened due to an inhom ogeneity in realm aterials.

As shown and m entioned in Sec.III,the absence ofa

true FO T at H c2 should be an appropriate interpreta-

tion forobservations[15,16]atleastin H k c where no

m easurable hysteresis was observed although the ordi-

nary m agnetic hysteresisrelated to the peak e�ectnear

H c2 [35] m ight appear. O n the other hand, observa-

tionsofatinyhysteresiswererecentlyreported in speci�c

heatdata [13,18]and also in m agnetization data [15]of

CeCoIn5 in H ? c. Exam ining m icroscopic aspects in

H ? c leading to a M F phase diagram is beyond the

scope ofthe present paper and willnot be considered

here. However,the issue ofthe genuine phase diagram

in Sec.IIIis m ore generic and m ay be applicable to the

H ? c case in CeCoIn5. Because the 
uctuation e�ect

in H ? c is weaker than that in H k c at the sam e T,

the observed hysteresisin refs.[13,15,18]can be under-

stood within thepresenttheory arguing theabsenceofa

genuine FO T atH c2,ifithasthe sam e origin asa hys-

teresisin num ericalsim ulationsatlow enough T,shown

in Figs.13 and 14,which arises from an incom plete re-

laxation atlong but �nite tim e scales in a system with

a strong M F-FO T.In relation to this,we pointoutthat

the onset ofhysteresis in ref.[13]lies slightly above the

tem perature TFFLO at which H FFLO (T) branches from

the M F-FO T (i.e.,H c2(T))line. Itim pliesthatthe on-

setofhysteresishasnothing to do with the appearance

oftheFFLO -likestateand thusthatthereisno physical

reason favoringaterm ination ofsom egenuineSC (super-
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conducting)FO T.Alternatively,the observed hysteresis

m ightaccom pany a true m agnetic FO T induced by the

hj�j2i-nucreation atH c2 asa consequenceofa coupling

between the SC and a m agnetic order param eters. In

relation to this,we pointoutthe observation ofa large

m agnetichysteresis[17]in H ? cjustbelow H c2 towhich

the corresponding one was not seen in the vanishing of

resistivity (i.e.,a SC ordering).

Finally,letuspointoutthatthepresenttheory easily

explains why,in �elds parallelto the layers,the transi-

tion to an FFLO -likephaseand thenearly discontinuous

crossoverat H c2 im plying the M F-FO T were m easured

not in organic m aterials with 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

the layers in m ore anisotropic m aterials is subject to a

stronger param agnetic depairing and is the best candi-

date for observing the param agnetic e�ects such as the

FFLO -likestateand theM F-FO T.Theorganicm aterials

satisfy this requirem ent,and actually,the upwardly in-

creasing H c2(T)curve determ ined resistiviely [36]under

high �eldsparallelto the layersisan evidence [37]that

the spin depairing ism icroscopically im portantwithout

being disturbing by an im purity e�ect. However,both

theM F-FO T and atransition toan FFLO -likestatehave

not been seen in the organic m aterials. O n the other

hand,sincesuch a upward H c2(T)-curveisnotvisiblein

theheavy ferm ion m aterialCeCoIn5 with a m uch weaker

anisotropy,one m ight wonder why these crossover and

transition arising from the spin depairing have occurred

in this m aterial. This puzzling facts are easily resolved

by taking accountof
uctuation e�ectsexam ined in this

paper. Typically,in the organic and cuprate m aterials

[36,38],the
uctuation e�ectism uch strongercom pared

with those of CeCoIn5. Actually, a shorter coherence

length tendsto resultin a largerM akiparam eterand si-

m ultaneously to enhancethe
uctuation even in thepar-

allel�eld case[7,39].Consequently,asshown in Sec.III,

theM F-FO T behaviorisrounded and istransm uted into

a broad continuouscrossoverby the SC 
uctuation,re-


ecting the absence ofthe true FO T at H c2. Further,

a rem arkable �eld and tem perature range ofthe vortex

liquid region in which theresistanceis�nitem ay becre-

ated below H c2(T)-curve even in the parallel�eld case

[39]where the 
uctuation e�ectism inim ized. Since the

FFLO -like state is lim ited to a narrow �eld range be-

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

not lead to any ordering in the vortex liquid,the vor-

tex liquid region should m ask and erase the FFLO -like

phasein astrongly
uctuatingsuperconductor.Forthese

reasons,cleaner superconducting m aterials with weaker


uctuation such asCeCoIn5 are the bestcandidatesfor

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

with Pauliparam agnetice�ects.
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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 di�erentialoperatorofin�nite order

D̂ d(2") =
X

"> 0

Z 1

0

d�e
� (2"+ 1=� )�J0

�

2J sin(
qzs

2
)�

�

� cos(2I�)

h

jwpj

2
e
� iv� � �

�

p̂
+ c:c:

i

; (54)

whereJ0 isthezeroth orderBesselfunction.Expanding

the exponentialand averaging on the Ferm isurface,we

have



jwpj

2
e
� iv� � �

�

p̂
= e

� (
�

2�H
)
2 X

m

�

� 2
�

�

2�H

�2
�m

(m !)2
�̂
m
+ �̂

m
�

+ o� diagonal term s;(55)

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

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

wehaveonlytofocuson thediagonalterm s.Noticingthe

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

(N � m )!

and perform ing the m -sum m ation,we �nally 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,wederivetheexpressionsofI4 and I6
in term sofa convenientexpression forei�v� �u0;k(r? ).If

wedenotetheposition ona(2-dim ensional)Ferm isurface

by a com plex num ber vF � = vx + ivy 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
�
�
�̂�
; (56)

where we used the operator identity eÂ + B̂ =

e�
1

2
[A ;B ]eÂ eB̂ valid when [Â ;B̂ ] is a constant. 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 ; (57)
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and noticing e�@x g(x) = g(x + �) for any non-singular

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

:

(58)

e
i�v� �

�

u
�
0;k(r? ) = e

� 1

4
(j�j

2
� �

�2
)
e
� 1

2
(x=rH + krH � �

�
)
2
� iky

:

(59)

W ith the help ofthe aboveidentities,the following resultsareeasily derived.

Z
d2r?

SH
e
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�

1
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�

3
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where(i;j)= f(1;3);(3;5);(5;1);(2;4);(4;6);(6;2)g.
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