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N ature of the FuldeFerrell-1.arkin-O vchinnikov phases at low tem perature in 2
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W e investigate, m ostly analytically, the nature of the FuldeFerrell Larkin-O vchinnikov super-

uid phases for an isotropic tw o-din ensional superconductor, which is relevant for the experin ental

observation of these phases. W e show that there is, in the low tem perature range, a cascade of
transitions tow ard order param eters w ith ever increasing com plexity.
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The transition to FuldeFerrellarkin-O vchinnikov
EFFLO ) super uild phases ﬁ_:,:_i] has given rise to much
work, but a full theoretical understanding of these inho—
m ogeneous phases has not yet been reached. This is of
high practicalim portance since experin ent relies heavily
on theory when it needs to test ifthese phases have actu—
ally been observed. Indeed beside their basic theoretical
Interest which, in addiion to superconductivity and is
coexistence with m agnetian 5], ranges from ultracold
gases E!] to quark m atter as it m ight occur in the core of
neutron stars E}' ,:_6], FFLO phasesare also ofvery high ap—
plied Interest, because they correspond to the supercon—
ducting phases which should appear In superconductors
w ith very high critical elds In the viciniy of the tran—
sition to the nomm al state. A m ain strategy to observe
these transitions in superconductors isto get rid ofthe or-
bitalcurrents, responsble forthe standard disappearance
of the superconducting phase at low critical elds, and
reach the regin e of P auli param agnetic lin itation. This
can be done in clan quasitwo-dim ensional system s such
asorganic com poundsm ade ofw idely ssparated conduct—
Ing planes, or n high T, com pounds. In these cases hop—
ping between planes is very strongly inhibited. So when
a strong m agnetic eld is applied parallel to the planes,
the resulting orbital currents perpendicular to the planes
are very weak and there isbasically no orbitalpairbreak—
Ing e ect which laves open the possibility of transitions
to FFLO phases at much higher elds. N evertheless the
an all interplane coupling is necessary to suppress phase
uctuations and produce phase which can be properly
described by amean eld theory. Indeed observations of
this transition have been clain ed quite recently in such
organic compoundsas -BEDT-TTF),CuNCS), Ej-@]

or -BETS-TTF),GaCL orFeCl [ 0].

Actually when the eld is not exactly parallel to the
planesthere are an allorbitalcurrents and associated vor-
tices appear. T he physics of the evolution from this vor-
tex state to the pure FFLO phase is quite rem arkable,
both in the Inear {1{3,3] and i the non linear regin e
t_l-é] since it involves a series of vortex states phases corre—
soonding to Landau levelsw ith increasing quantum num —
ber. C om pared to this com plex structure the lim iing 2D

FFLO phase sounds sin ple. Indeed the FFLO transition
in 2D system s is believed to be second order and in par-
ticular Burkhardt and R ainer [15] have studied in details
the transition to a planarphase, w here the order param e—
ter (r) isa sin ple cos(qx) at the transition. Thisphase
hasbeen found by Larkin and O vchinnikov t_:.’] to be the
bestonein 3D at T = 0 for a second order phase transi-
tion. And in 3D i is also und to be the preferred one
in the vicinity of the tricritical point and below {L6{18],
although in this case the transition tums out to be rst
order (except at very low tem perature). However it is
not clear that this sin ple order param eter is always the
best one since, as rst explored by Larkin and O vchin—
nikov, it is In com petition w ith any superposition ofplane
w aves, provided that their w avevectorshave all the sam e
m odulus.

In this paper we explore the low tem perature range
In 2D for the pure FFLO phase transition in the sin -
ple isotropic case and show that surprisingly there is a
cascade of the second order transitions tow ard order pa—
ram eters w ith ever increasing com plexity. In principle
there isan In nite num ber ofphases. T herefore the pure
FFLO phasedisplay a structure jist as rich as the vortex
phases that we m entionned above, and the interplay be-
tw een both prom ises to be ofexceptional nterest. A  rst
step In this direction has been m ade recently by Shin a—
hara f_l-S_i] who, Instead of sin ple cosine, found a tran—
sition toward a superposition of up to six plane waves
when looking for m ore com plex ‘cristalline’ structures.
W e nd agreem ent w ith his results. However we w ill see
that cristallinity does not give the proper understanding
ofthese phases. Instead we show that, when the tem per-
ature is owered toward T = 0, the cascade of transitions
tow ard order param eters w ith an ever Increasing num ber
ofplane waves is due to the shgular nature ofthe T = 0
Iim i, which isalready appearent in the T = 0 wavevector
dependence of the second order term in the free energy
expansion in pow ers of the order param eter.

Our study follows the general fram ework set up by
Larkin and O vchinnikov P] and used by Shin ahara [19]
In the 2D case. The free energy di erence s n
betw een the superconducting and the nomm al state is ex—


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306575v1

panded to %urth order in powers of the order param e~
ter (r) = @ $XP (igi ). The second order contri-
bution to N o , 2(@ ;T)J qF, whereN, is the
single soin density of states at the Fem i surface and

= (o #)=2 is half the chem ical potential di er—
ence between the two soin populations. At the FFLO
transition we have ,(g; ;T)= 0. Naturally the actual
transition corresponds to the largest possble at xed
T . It iseasily seen [g] that the corresponding w avevector
g for the order param eter is ocbtained by m inin izing:
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P
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with respect to g, where we have introduced the di-
mensionless wavevector g = gvy =2 and !, h i
wih !, = T @n + 1) being the M atsubara frequency.
This can be rew ritten as an integralover real frequency.
tT = 0 one ndsexplicitely IT(g; ;T) = Relh (@ +
In2,which isminhimum forg= 1, in agree-
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ment with Shinahara 0] and Burkhardt and Rainer
f_l-g]. W e note that the location g = 1 of the m inim um
is a singular point for I since I = In(=2) Prg> 1, so
I is continuous while its derivative is discontinuous for
g= 1l.ForT 6 0 but low enough tem perature, the con—
dition giving the m Inimnum can be expanded In powers
of ™2 where t = T= is a reduced tem perature. W e
have found that expandingq 1 up to £ givesa result in
excellent agreem ent w ith a straight num erical evaliation
fort < 0:d. Here (and sim ilarly below ) we do not give
the som ew hat lengthy fiill expression Q-]_:], but we om it
the last two tem s and digplay only the low est order cor—
rection which is:

1= t n 2
q ;05 @)

T he second order term in xes only the m odulus,
given by Eq.(2), ofthe N wavevectors entering the plane
w ave expansion ofthe orderparam eter. T his leaves open
allthe various possbl order param eters arising from any
com binations of these plane waves. The selected state
w il correspond to the lowest fourth order tem , which is

given [_2] In generalby:
N, X . .
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where 4,;q, isthe angle between g; and g5. Just as or
the second order term J () and J( ) can be expressed
f_Z-J_J'] as frequency integrals, expanded at low tem perature
t 1 and evaluated for the optin alvalie of g (given by
Eqg.@) to leading order). A s for the optin al g we have
carried this expansion up to second order in 2. Ifwe
restrict ourseles to leading orderasin Eq.(2) we nd for
example orJ ( ):

1

16t 2J ()= ——— @
cosh” [1=4) In5  2=2]
Z
R 8 boexp( W)
T @+ cos( =2)) v2+ 2
wherewehave set 2= (1  cos( =2))=t. The resulk up

to second order in t'7? isnot m uch m ore com plicated. A
sin flar result Pi] is und orJ( ).

FIG.1. J( ) forvalues 0:01 and 0:05 of the reduced tem —
perature t= T=(Q ) = t=q (Wih essentially g 1 in allthis
range). The lines are calculated using our low tem perature
expansion for J( ), whilke the points correspond to the di-
rect num erical sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies. The
dashed line in the insert (which displaysthe sam e resultsw ith
di erent scalk) J'_?'the asym ptotic behaviour for J ( ) in the
T! 0lmitEqg.@).

P otsofJ ( ) forvarious low tem peratures can be seen
nFig. :!:, either obtained from these Iow tem perature ex—
pressions or from exact calculations ofJ ( ) obtained by
direct num erical sum m ation over M atsubara frequencies
after analytical anqgular averaging. W e see that, at this
levelofaccuracy, both agree rem arkably wellup to rather
high tem peratures which show s that our low tem pera—
ture expansion is quite under control. Now Fig.l shows
that J ( ) hasatlow T a quite rem arkably structured be-
haviour which can be easily understood from som e lin —
iting cases. First et ustakethe Im it T ! 0 at xed
Thisinpliess 2 ! 1 ,the rsttem in Eq.@) goes to
zero and the easy integration leads to:

J()= ! ! )

4 2 Sjnz( :2)
On the otherhand ifat xed T wetakethelmit ! O,
wehave 2 ! 0. The lin g behaviour of the integral
is =2 ) =2, the dom lnant divergent contrioutions

from the two term s n Eq.(4) cancelout giving:
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=

which goes naturally to In nity forT ! 0. From these
two lim iting situations we can understand that, form ost
of the range;J () is negative as i can be seen from

Eqg.(5) and it goes to large negative values when gets
very small. On the other hand for = 0 or very small
J () is positive and very large, as results from Eq.(6)
(surprisingly J ( ) starts st to Increase strongly before
going down to very negative valies).

W e have m ade the sam e kind of treatm ent [_2-1:] for
J(). ThelmitT ! Owih xed ladsto 2J()=

=4sih whieihthelmi ! Oat xed T we nd
23( )= 1=4. These two cases m ake reasonable that
J( ) is always negative, as we nd. However, just as
for J( ), one nds also a singular behaviour at snall

. W hike for =@8t)'? land 2J( ) diverges as

=4 , it goestothe nitevalie 1=4 for = 0.Never-
theless the divergent behaviourin ! isweakerthan the
onein 2 found orJ () and sin ilark J (0) 37 0)jat
Iow T. So J( ) willply the dom inant role and at rst
weom it J( ) from our considerations.

Let us now consider which is the m ost favorable or-
derparam eter. W ew illalways nd that the fourth order
term is positive, so we have to m ake it as an all as pos—
sble In order to m inim ize the free energy. W e note rst
that there is uneviably a strongly positive contribution,
proportionalto J (0), com ing from theN tem sqg; = g5 in
the st sum ofEqg.(3). However their unfavorable e ect
is relatively reduced when N increases since there areN ?
term s In this sum . Since we clearly have to avoid other
positive contrbutions of this kind, we want to forbid the
anglkedomain 0< < owherewecan take ( asgiving
J( 9)= 0,which is very close to the (strongly negative)
mihmmum ofJ () asi can be seen on Fig. 1. So the an-—
gk between any two di erent wavectorsq; and g5 should

be at least (. On the otherhand it is of interest to have
angls close to ¢ since they give strongly negative con-—
tributions to . Since it is better to have the num ber of

wavevectorsN as largeaspossble, we com e from symm e~
try reasons to the conclusion that we have to choose the
w avevectors q; angularly equally spaced with the angle
between two nearest wavevectors as close as possble to

0.Now ! OwhenT ! 0.Therefore we have indeed
a cascade of transitions corresponding to order param —
eters with an ever increasing number N of wavevectors
when T ! 0. This sihgularbehaviour is clearly linked to
the fact that it is not possble, in particular or J ( ), to
perform an expansion in the lm it T ! 0, ie. this lim it
is sihngular.

M ore precisely it is quite a di cul problem to han-
dle this m inin ization from scratch, and for exam ple to
prove that the m Inin um is not obtained for a com —
pletely disordered situations. H owever sym m etry m akes
such a result quite unlikely. O n the otherhand ifwe take

for granted that the wavevectors are equally spaced an—
gularly it is easy to prove that the weight j 4, jare all
equal, because this problem can be m apped on a tight
binding H am ittonian on a ring. C onversely ifwe assum e
that all these weights are equal the problem is equiva—
lent to nd the equilbrium position of atom s on a ring
w ith repulsive short range Interaction and attractive long
range interaction. W e expect the equilbrium to be a
crystalline structure corresponding in our case to equally
spaced w avevectors.
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FIG.2. G,  asa function oftem perature for various plane
waves num berN (for clarity only solutionsup toN = 14 are
presented). T he arrow s give the values of the successive tran—
sitions. In the upperpanelthe dashed lines are the exactM at—
subara sum m ations. T he full lines in the upper panel, aswell
as all the lines In the lower panel, are from the low tem pera-—
ture expansion for J ( ) and J( ). In the insert the full dots
are the exact tem perature locations ofthe transitions together
w ith the corresponding values of N (the em pty dots jast give
N 2). The full line gives the low tem perature evaluation of
these transitions from the solution ofa sin ple transcendental
equation, and the alm ost undistinguishable dashed line com es
from the explicit rst iteration solition of this equation.
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In the low tem perature lim it (& 1), we can easily be
m ore quantitative and w rite sin ple analyticalanswers for
ourproblem . Indeed the result isdom inated by the an all

behaviour of J ( ). In this range Eq.(4) becom es:
2 p 1
IO — = — (1)
16t cosh®X
where X = x  (1=4)Ih( =2t) with x = ?=16t. The

second termm is the asym ptotic form Eq.@). T he zero of
J() we are ]oBk_jng for is found for large X and sat-
isese® = k= 2)x™* wih k = @ *=)'*, which is
easily so]ygi_jteratjyely for large k. The lading order
x = hk= 2) gives o = @BtIf( *=2)"=t)'™*. The

rst order ieration isx = Ink= 2)+ 1=4nhh k= 2).
Then the optimum valie of N is given by the integer
valie of 2 = (, which conversely xes the tem perature
at which the system sw itches from N 2to N wavevec-
tors. In the insert ofF ig .3, one seesthat the rst iteration
gives resuls alm ost undistinguishable from the exact so—
Jution of the above transcendental equation for x.

E xact resuls can be obtained by handling num erically
the various steps. The m inin ization of the free energy
with respect to j qjgives =N o = 2@ ;T)=G, W)
wih:

N 1
NG,MN)=2J(0)+ 4 J @2 n=N) @8)

n=1

w here we have om itted the J tem s for sin plicity. O ne
sees In Fig. 3 the results (ncluding the J tem s) for
G 21 N ), ie. essentially the free energy, for variousvalues
OfN . The stable state has the highest G, (N ). The cas-
cade ofphase transitions is clearly seen in the low erpanel,
corresponding to the lower tem perature range. The ar-
row s show the successive transition tem peratures. The
results from straight num erical M atsubara summ ation
can not be distinguished from those obtained from our
low T analyticalexpression forJ ( ) and J( ), except for
the higher tem perature, as seen In the upper panel. The
critical tem peratures for sw itching from N 2toN are
shown asdots in the Insert ofFig. 3. Ik can be seen that
our above asym ptotic calculation for these tem peratures,
shown as full curves, are actually quite good.

At low tem perature we can m ake an asym ptotic calcu—
lation ofG, N ).AsssenonFig. 1 J ( ) sw tches rapidly
above ¢ to is large angle asym ptotic behaviour. M ore-
overat low T the numberofplanewavesN islarge and in
Eq.(:g) the sum is dom inated by the sm all angles tem s,
which leads P1] to:

N

= )

2
G 14
207 N 3

T his expression corresoonds in F ig. 3 to the rising part,
on the low tem perature side, ofG21 N ). On the other
hand the dow ntum is due to contributions from the pos—
itive part of J ( ) which can not be evaluated so easily.

W hen we substitute in Eq.{9) the valieN = 2 = ; for
the optin um plane wave num ber we have:

2
, 0 8 2t
G =21
2 IN) t 32

10)

Sihce 8= 2  1=In(l=t) from our above evaluation, we

nd that G, NN ) isalwaysbe positive in the low tem pera—
ture range, w hich m eans that the transition staysalways
second order. W hen we take Into account the contribu-—
tion of the J term s In Eq. 3 that we had om itted so
far, one gets an additional hN contrbution in E q.:@),
which arises only when N is even because for equally
spaced wavevectors, the J term s contrbute only in this
case since they require opposite wavevectors. T his con—
tribution is jist enough to system atically tilt the balance
in favorofeven N . In this respect thephaseN = 3 ound
by Shin ahara Qé] appears as an exoeption. O therw ise
our cascade of phase transitions contains only order pa-—
ram eters w ith an even num ber of plane waves, and the
order param eter is jist a realsum of cosines, w ith stilla
degeneracy due to the freedom of choosing the phases in
these cosines.

W e note that, although the transitions between the
various FFLO phases and the nom al phase are second
order, we expect the transitions between di erent FFLO
phases in the super uid dom ain to be rst order sihoe
one can not go continuously from a given order param —
eter to the next one. Finally we have seen that these
successive transitions are directly due to the shgulariy
which occurs in 2 D at T = 0. This sihngularity iself
arises because the two Fem icircles corresoonding to op—
posite spins com e just In contact when one applies the
shift corresponding to the wavevector g of the FFLO
phase. Therefore this singularity is a general feature
of 2D physics and we expect i to give rise to sin ilar
consequences in m ore realistic and m ore com plex m odels
descrbing actualphysical system s.
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