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Superconductivty w ithout inversion sym m etry: M nSiversus C eP t3S1
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Superconductivity In m aterials w ithout spatial inversion sym m etry is studied. W e show that in
contrast to com m on believe, spin-triplet pairing is not entirely excluded in such system s. M oreover,
param agnetic lim iting is analyzed for both spin-singlet and triplet pairing. The lack of inversion
sym m etry reduces the e ect of the param agnetic lim iting for spin-singlet pairing. T hese resuls are

applied to M nSiand CePt3Si.

PACS numbers: 7420z, 71184y

Cooper pairing in the spin-singlt channel relies on
the presence of tim e reversalsym m etry (A nderson’s the-
oram ); the paired electron states are reI]ated by tine
reversal and are consequently degeneratef. If this de-
generacy is lifted, for exam ple, by a magnetic eld or
m agnetic In purities coupling to the electron spins, then
superconductivity is weakened or even suppressed. For
soin-triplet pairing, A nderson noticed that additionally
inversion symm etry is required to obtain the necessary
degenerate electron state®. Consequently, it becam e a
w idespread view that am aterial lacking an inversion cen—
ter would be an unlikely candidate for spin-triplet pair-
ng. Forexam ple, the absence of superconductiviy in the
param agneticphase ofM nSiclose to the quantum critical
point to itinerant ,t:enom agnetisn was Interpreted from
this point of viewed. Near this quantum critical point
them ost naturalspin  uctuation m ediated C ooper pair-
Ing would occur in the soin-triplet channel. However,
M nSihas the socalled B 20 structure P 2;), without In—
version center, nhibiting spin-triplet pairing.

R ecently, superconductivity hasbeen discovered in the
heavy ferm ion com pound C eP t3Sj, another system w ith—
out Inversion symmetry P4mm )= . The upper critical

eld H., exceeds the usual param agnetic lim iting eld,
which m ight indicate that here nevertheless spin-triplet
pairing is realized. Since there is no experin ental infor-
m ation on the pairing symm etry In thism aterial so far,
i is worth exam ining the options for C ooper pairing in
this case.

The ain of this letter is to discuss two points for
tin ereversal Invariant m aterdals w ithout inversion cen-—
ters. The 1rst is concemed w ith the possble existence of
soin-triplet pairing. The second addresses the problem
of param agnetic 1lim iting (C logston-C handrasekarP auli
Iim iting). T he result of this discussion w illbe applied to
the two m aterials m entioned above: M nSiand CeP t3Si.

M odel: W e use a singleband m odelw ith electron band
energy 3 measured from the Fem ienergy where elec-
trons wih momentum k and spoin s are created (@anni-

hilated) by the operators %Y(s (©.)- The Ham iltonian
Incliding the pairing interaction is
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This system possesses tin e reversal and inversion sym —
metry ( = i) and the pairing interaction does not
depend on the spin and favors either even-parity (soin—
singlet) or odd-parity (spin-triplet) pairing as required.
Follow Ing the standard weak-coupling approach, we de—

ne the interaction to be nite and attractive close to
the Fem i energy wih the cuto energy ., and to de-
pend on the m om enta only through the angular depen-—
dence. T he absence of nversion sym m etry is introduced
by an additionaltemm , H ;, to the H am iltonian which re-
m oves pariy but conserves tin e reversal sym m etry, ie.
IH,I '= Hyand TH,T '= H,.W e can write such
a singleparticlke tem as
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where  denotes the Paulimatrices and g . = %
(this satis es the above condition sihce I I!' =  and
T T 1= ). Tt is convenient to nom alize g so that
the average over the Fem i surface 1"9']2<lk = 1, In the
num ericalcalculationswew ill in pose this constraint. W e
will keep gy, arbitrary and later provide a speci ¢ fom
ofgy forM nSiand CePt3Si. The nom al state G reen’s
finction becom es,
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where ( isthe uni m atrix and
. b L -
G killn)= - G x,) @, ) i
. @
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Fem i surface splits into two sheets with di erent spin
structure. T hese tw o sheets touch whenever g (k) = 0.

Superconducting instability: W e now use the BCS de—
coupling schem e and determ ine the linearized gap equa-
tion in order to calculate the transition tem perature T.:


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0311354v3

X X
ss0 k) = kT

n;k°siis2

T he gap finction is decom posed into a spin-singlet [ (k)] and a triplet A k)]lpart, &)= £ k) o+ dk)
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For sin plicity we assum e that the gap functions have the sam e m agnitude on both Ferm i surface sheets. This allow s

us to w rite the linearized gap equations as
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w here we have used the short notation for the products: 1 Sou—
GaGp = Galk;iln)Gp( k; ih) with a;b = For oo,
nite ,the spin-singlet and tyijplt channel are coupled, TJT, °°o°
an e ect of the m issing parity . H owever, this coupling °°°
depends on the degree of particle-hole asym m etry or the 05 : °°°°
di erence ofthedensity ofstateson the two Ferm isurface : oo,
sheets, which yields a coupling of the order = ¢ 1. : ooe
T hus, we ignore these coupling tem s here and consider
the \singlket" and \triplt" channel of pairing separately. o e
For spin-shglktpairmgwe nd that the transition tem — 1 2 amk,T, 3
perature (T.) is given by
2 FIG .1: Transition tem perature as a function of fr gy =
n Tc =0 — . @) ( k;kx;0). The curves from top to bottom correspond to
Tes 2 d= 9k« Rky,d = 9k + Rky, and d = Rk, + 9k, + 2k,
respectively.

The transition tem perature rem ains essentially un-
changed from kg Tes = cexp( 1=5) here T is T for
= 0 with ; k)=N OW, o &)io. For trplkt
pairing the equation for T. reads
T 2
C . . .
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where kB Tct = Cexp( 1= t) w ith (—_d (k) =
N O jod k)40 and = ) F ks Tc. W eusethe
nom alized gap function w ith hil (k)fik = 1 In all nu—
m erical calculations. The function £ ( ) isde ned as

X 1 1
2n 1+ 1 2n

f()=Re

n=1

10)

T he correction tem in Eq. (:9') suppresses T, In general.
Fora sphericalFem isurface and = 0 allgap fiinctions
w ith a given relative angularm om entum ‘have the sam e
T.. Eq.c_l-(_j) determm ines how this degeneracy is lifted by
the broken inversion symm etry. The highest T, is ob—
tained for a state with d k) k gy, ©r which the right
hand side oqu.('_SS) vanishes and T, = T... Hence we
conclude that soin-triplet pairing is not indiscrim inately

suppressed In the absence ofan inversion center. In prin—
ciple, there m ay be spin-triplet pairing states which are
com pltely una ected by the lack of inversion symm etry,
taking advantage of the spinor structure induced by g, .

Structure of g: The vector g, characterizes and
quanti es the absence of an Inversion center in a crys—
tal lattice. In m any cases the loss of an Inversion center
can be viewed asm oving certain ions in the crystal lat-
tice out of their high-sym m etry position. T his gives rise
to intermal electric  elds that yield, through relativistic
corrections, spin-orbit coupling®. Furthem ore, shifted
jons can open new hopping paths which involre atom ic
soin-orbit coupling on Interm ediate ions.

W e considerthe fom ofgy rourtwoexamples:M nSi
and CePt3Si. W e start w ith the space group that corre—
sponds to the basic \point group" symm etry G . D ue to
the lack of inversion symm etry this group is reduced to
a subgroup G°. The correction term gy is invariant
under all transform ation of G O, but not ofG . M nSihas
the cubic space group P2; . The point group is only the
tetrahedralgroup T 2 Oy . The symm etry breaking term
satisfying the above conditions corresponds to the irre—



ducible representation A,, 0of 0, which mapsto A; of
Tq. The expansion In k leadsto (we assum e a spherical
Fem isurface for sim plicity)

gk Zy]«Z (ky z

w hich transform s like xyz, a basis function ofA ,, 0fOy .
T he g-vector has 14 nodes on the Fem isurface, 6 along
[L00F and 8 along [11}directions. The d-vector which
rem ains una ected by the lack of inversion symm etry is
parallelto gy :

k )+ cyclicpem . ofx;y;z (11)

dk)= Rke &k K)+ 9k, ki K+ 2k, ki K) (12)

w hich also belongsto A ,, , has the sam e num ber ofnodes
as g and represents an f-wave spin-triplet pairing state.

CePt3Si is a tetragonal system with space group
P4mm . Here the rem oval of the Inversion center leads
to the point group C4 2 D 4 which corresponds to the
Joss of the basalplane as a m irror plane (z ! z). One

nds that g =k k x,which isabasis function
ofA ,, ofD 4, . Thistemn hasthe form ofthe wellknown
R ashba sphh-orbit coupling?. T he g-vector has only two
nodes lying along the [P0l}direction. In Fig.l we show
the reduction of various spin-triplet pairing states w ith
this g-vector. T he favored pairing state is ofp-w ave type:
dk) = ®ky ¢ky In Ay, of D4y, while other pairing
states are severely suppressed for > kg T¢

W ith the reduced symmetry of a crystal, i is usu-—
ally not possble to nd d k) k g which satis es the
linearized gap equation for a given pairing interaction
Vk;ko . Neverthelss, we could determ ine a nearly opti-
m al soin-triplet state com prom ising betw een the pairing
Interaction and thee ect ofH, . Very recently, Sam okhin
et al. have carried out J:e]atJstth band structure ca]cu]a—
tions which indicate that >> kg T. In CePt3Sf They

alsogivea symm etry classi cation ofthe possble pairing
states®.

T he stability of the pairing state is not only decided
by T, but also by the condensation energy; which is de—
term ined by the shape of the quasiparticle gap In the
weak coupling lin it. The Balian-W ertham er state (with
a nodeless gap), d k) = Rky + 9k, + 2k,, is themost
stable weak coupling state in a spherically sym m etric (or
cubic) system . H owever, in the presence ofbroken inver—
sion symm etry, Eq. (55) show s this state would generally
havea lowered T.. Thus, orsm allenough ( < kg T¢t)
there could be a second superconducting phase transition
below the onset of superconductivity leading to a node—
lessgap.

P aram agnetic lim iting: Lifting the degeneracy of the
spins is detrim entalto spin-singlet superconductivity, an
e ect known asparam agnetic lin iting. Spin-triplet pair-
Ing is less vulnerabl in this respect. In the absence of
nversion symm etry, however, this e ect of pair break-
ng ismodi ed. &t isweltknown that in purity soin-orhit
scattering reduces the e ect of param agnetic lim ji-jncﬂ;q .
W e show that an analogouse ect occurs in system sw ith
broken inversion sym m etry. For sin plicity, we ignore the
e ect of orbital pair breaking and inclide the m agnetic

eld only through its coupling to the spin. Our aim is
to dem onstrate thee ectof nie on the param agnetic
lim ting and an extended discussion for the upper criti-
cal eld Hep willbe given elsewhere. W e replace gy !

9 = 9k hwithh= gH @ote:g 1 6§ o).
The linear gap equations yield the transition tem.lpera—
tures ©r a continuous onset of superconductiviyi. W e

rst consider a dom inant spin-singlet pairing ( ()) and
ignore the induced spin-triplet pairing. Then the equa—
tion determ ining T, is
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w ith K = Jgr + h32 ks Tc J 9 h¥2 g T.. If wih h®= h ¥ ks Tes. In particular, the param agnetic

it is possble to choose h ? g Prallk (as it is for
CePt3S7), then in the anall T, h)=Ts lm i, the para—

Iim ting eld divergesasT ! 0 Fig2).

m agnetic lim iting el obeysf hh= 2 (Te=Tc); For the spin-triplet channel we obtain analogously
|
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FIG . 2: Param agnetic 1im itihg eld for CePt3S1i for di erent
(in units kg Tes). The eld is applied along the four-fold
symm etry axis.

For = 0 there is no param agnetic lm iing, proVJded
d k) = 0 can be ound forallk. AcoordjngtoEq_(M)
param agnetic lin ting is absent, if or allk h ? d k)
and d k) k gy . For both the spin-singlkt and spin-
triplet cases, nite g FuldeFerrell-larkin-O vchinnikov
FFLO) phases are often found when h g 6 oLdnd,
The role of orbitale ects on these phases is currently
under investigationtd .

D iscussion of the two exam plkes: W e start w ith M nSi,
which does not show superconductivity in the vicinity
of the quantum critical point of a ferrom agnetic state.
G iven our resul that spin-triplet pairing is not sup-—
pressed com pletely by broken inversion symm etry, it is
usefil to reexam ine the reason for why spin-triplet su—
perconductivity is not observed. A s one would expect,
the lack of nversion symm etry in this com pound w ih
(cubic) B 20-structure is crucial. A ccording to our analy—
sis the pairing w ould have to occur In the f-wave channel
In orderto survive the spin-orbi couplinge ect. The fact
that the strongly anisotropic f-wave state ismore di -
cul to stabilize by a sinple spin  uctuation m echanian
than the p-w ave pairing state m ight explains the absence

of superconductivity In M nSi.

Tuming to CePtzSiwem ay adopt two di erent points
of view . First, there is a protected p-wave soih-triplkt
pairing state d k) = Rk, ¢ky). Thismay indeed ex—
plain the apparent absence of pagam agnetic lin iting ob-
served in polycrystaline sam ple€?. On the other hand,
it is In portant to notice that superconductivity appears
here on the background of antiferrom agnetic order (Ty
2K ), and it seem sm ore naturalto assum e a spin-singlet
type of pairing. In this case, we could argue that para—
m agnetic lm ting for a singlt state is rendered less ef-
fective by the presence of spin-orbi coupling. To exam —
ne this possbility in m ore detail we have determ ined
the param agnetic lm ting eld asa function of usihg
Eqg. C13 forthe eld a]ong the Purold symm etry axis.
This is shown In Fig. Q. note that this gure illustrates
the divergent param agnetic lim ting eld at low tem pera—
tures described earlier. It would be very helpfiilto study
this system for single crystals, since for both the spin-
sihglet and spin-triplt cases a large anisotropy in the
param agnetic Iim iting eld ispredicted. The eld along
the four-fold axis should give no param agnetic lin iting
In both cases. M oreover, the K night shift should show
related e ects of the spin-orbit coupling.

In conclusion, the analysis of the sym m etry properties
forthe two m aterdialsM nSiand CeP t3Sishow that in the
form ersystem thee ectofthe lack ofinversion sym m etry
Jeads to m ore severe restrictions for spin-triplet pairing
than In the latter. Furthem ore, param agnetic lin iting
for spin-singlet superconductors is suppressed by broken
nversion symm etry. In m any respects, CeP t3Sim ay be—
com e an ideal test system to study the e ect ofm Jas:ng
Inversion symm etry on the superconducting phaseg'h
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E rrata on "Superconductivty w ithout inversion
symm etry: M nSiversus CeP t3Si"

W e have tw 0 corrections to m ake to our originalpaper.
The rst nvolvesa correction in the factor  in Fig. 2.
Ehi r Values in Fig. 2 should be divided by a factor

3=2.

A lso, we have om itted a contribution to the vector
gk or MnSi mhclding this contrbution gives g) =

Phaiky ik 1t 2k 60 K)iky K2 Kk, kI K)]
(in the above paper we have 1 = 0). The vectormul-

tiplied by 1 belongs to the A, representation of Oy
and thatm ultiplied by 2 belongsto the A, representa-
tion 0f Oy, ; both these vectorsm ap to the representation
A, ofT. Our resul that the spin-triplt pairing vector
dy should be parallelto gy for spin-triplet superconduc—
tivity to be stable is unchanged. Consequently, p-wave
superconductivity is suppressed ©rM nSiif ; < ,.The
relative size of 1 and ; willrequire band structure cal-
culations to detem ine.

W earegratefiilS.Cunroe, A .Rosch and IA . Sergienko
for usefiil com m unications regarding M nSi.



