arXiv:cond-mat/0403314v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 5 Jan 2005

ADb Initio Calculations ofH o, in T ype-II Superconductors:
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D etailed Fermm isurface structures are essential to describe the upper critical eld H . in type-
IT superconductors, as rst noticed by Hohenberg and W ertham er Phys. Rev. 153, 493 (1967)]
and shown explicitly by Butler for high-purity cubic N iobium Phys.Rev. Lett. 44, 1516 (1980)].
W e derive an H .»; equation for classic type-IT superconductors which is applicable to system s w ith
anisotropic Femn i surfaces and/or energy gaps under arbitrary eld directions. It can be solved
e ciently by using Fem i surfaces from ab initio electronic-structure calculations. Thus, i is ex—
pected to enhance our quantitative understanding on H ;. Based on the form alism , we calculate
H .2 curves for Fem isurfaces of a three-din ensional tightdoinding m odelw ith cubic sym m etry, an
isotropic gap, and no im purity scatterings. It is found that, as the Fem i surface approaches to the
B rillouin zone boundary, the reduced critical eldh (T=T.), which isnom alized by the iniial slope
at T, isenhanced signi cantly over the curve for the sphericalFerm isurface w ith a m arked upw ard
curvature. T hus, the Femm isurface anisotropy can be am ain source of the upw ard curvature in H
near T..

PACS numbers: 74250p, 71184y

Into the strong-coupling equation. A tfhough an egua—
tion including ()—(iv) was presented by Langm ann2? it
is still rather com plicated for carrying out an actualnu-
m erical computation. On the other hand, Rieck and
Schamberg®’ presented an e cient H ., equation where
the e ects (i)—(il) and i) were taken into account, and

I. NTRODUCTION

The upper critical eld H., is one of the most
findam ental quantities in typeIl syperconductors.
A fter the pioneering work by Abrjosovt based on the
G nzburglandau (GL) equations? theoretical e orts - ! )
have been m ade. .. is-quantitative, descrption, at-all, -, 20_(7) I the special case of the ckan I It'j';ee also
fem peratures SRV E BAGALA201 L4090 40708 0 ded e pd e wonks byo Bodl o feliaghivety anjel; Schopoh B4 where
the strong-coupling e ects (v) have also been consid—
ered. Our study can be regarded, as a direct extension
of the R jeck-Schamberg equation®? to incorporate ()-
(I7) sin ultaneously. To this end, we adopt a slightly
di erent and (probably) m ore convenient procedure of
using creation and annihilation operators. W e w ill pro—
ceed with clarifying the connections wih the R ieck—
Schamberg equation as explicitly as possble.

However, we stillhave a 1im ited success when com pared
w ih those for the electronic structures in the nom al
state3 The purpose of the present paper is to provide
a theoretical framework which enables us ab initio
calculations of H ., as accurate as electronic-structure
calculations in the nomm al state.

N ecessary ingredientsto be included are (i) nonlocalef-
fects e ective at low tem peratures; (i) in purity scatter-
ing; (iii) Fem isurface anisotropy; (iv) strong-coupling
e ects; (v) gap anisotropy; (vi) m ixing of higher Lan-—
dau levels in the spatial dependence of the pair poten-

tial; (vi) Landau~devgl quantization in the quasiparti-

The rem arkable success of,the sinpli ed Bardeen—
CooperSchrie er BC S) theory4441 tells us that detailed

ck enexgy,‘?.@%’f?r!iﬂ"ﬁ’wg: (vill) uctuations beyond the
mean- eld theory£i W e here derive an H ., equation
which is num erically tractable, mncluding all the e ects
except (vil) and (viii).

An H equation considering the e ects, () and (i)
was obtained by Helfand and W erthamerf It was ex-
tended by H ohenberg and W ertham er to take the Fem
surface anisotropy (iii) into acocount. E quationsw ith the
strong-coupling ¢ -ects () were derived by E ilenberger
and Am begaokargl: using M atsubara frequencies and by
W ertham er and McMJ'JJanEg on the real energy axis,
which are equivalent to one another. Schossm ann and
Sd'lac:hjngexg_}-I later Incorporated Pauli param agnetian

electronic structures are rather irrelevant to the proper-
ties of classic superconductors at H = 0. However, this
is not the case for the properties of typeIl supercon—
ductors n nie magnetic elds, egpecially in the clean
lim it, as rst recognized by H ohenberg and W ertham erxt
Their e ort to Include the Fem isurface anisotropy in
the H ., equation was m ofjvated by the fact that the
Helfand-W ertham er theory® using the spherical Fem i
surface show s neither qualitative nor quantitative agree—
m entswdth erim entson clean type-II superconductors
ke N244148 ang v 44 Tdeed, angular variation i H o
by 10% was obseyuad at low tem peratures in high-qualiy
Np2eEdEY and vE3EL with cubic symm etryS2 A lso, the
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reduced critical eld

h () L(t) «
dHc, (B)=dti-1

T=L); @)
calculated by Helfand and W ertham erlé' hash ()= 0:727
in the clean Im i, whereas a later experim ent on high-
purity Nb shows th (0)i = 106 for the average over
eld directions®% Hohenberg and W ertham e’ carried
out a perturbation expansion for cubicm aterialsw ith re—
spect to the nonlocal correction w here the Ferm isurface
anisotropy enters. They could thereby provide a quali-
tative understanding of the H ., anisotropy and the en—
hancem ent ofhh (t)i observed In Nb. T hey also derived
an expression forhth (0)i applicable to anjsotropic Ferm i
surfaces. Tt was later used by M attheisd? to estin ate
th (0)i= 0:989 for Nb based on his detailed electronic—
structure calculation. T he strong dependence ofh (t) in
the clean lim it on detailed Fem isurface structures can
also be seen clearly in the num ericalresults from am odel
caloulation by R jeck and Schambergfd and from the dif-
ference h (0) = 0:727 and 0:591 between spherical and
cylindrical Fem i surfaces, respectively )

On the other hand, it was shown by W ertham er and
M M jJJanilz that the strong-coupling e ects changeh (t)
by only . 2% for the spherical Ferm i surface and cannot
be the m ain reason for the enhancem ent ofh (0) In Nb.

The most com plkte calculation including the-e-ects
()—(v) was performed on pure Nb by Butler?42d He
solved the strong-coupling equation by E ilenberger and
Ambegaockarft} taking fill account of the Ferm tsurface
structure and the phonon spectra from his electronic—
structure calculations. He could thereby obtain ap_excel-
lent agreem ent w ith experin ents by, W illiam son®} w ith
h (0)i= 0:96 and by K erchner gt al®? However, a later
experin ent by Sauerzopf et al®} on a high-purity Nb
show s a Jarger value th (0)i= 106, thereby suggesting
that there m ay be som e factors m issing In Butler’s cal-
culation.

T heoretical considerations on the e ects ) andl.(v,il
started much later. T was Takanaka'8 and Teichlert129
who st included gap anisotropy (v) In theH -, equation.
T hey both considered the nonlocale ect perturbatively
adopting a separable pair potential. Takanaka studied
H ., anisotropy observed in uniaxialcrystals, whereas Te—
ichler applied his theory to the H ., anisotropy in cubic
Nb. Thisapproach by, T eichlerw as extended by P roham —
mer and Sd'ladljnge&' to anisotropic polycrystals and
used by W eber et al®4 to analyze anisotropy e ects in
Nb.

The m ixing of higher Landau lvels_(vi) was st
considered by Takanaka and Nagashin a3 o extending
the Hohenberg-W ertham er theory for cubic m aterials?
to higher orders in the nonlocal coxmection. It was
also taken into account by Takanakal%,in the above-
m entioned work, by Y oungner and K Jemm24 in their per—
turbation expansion wih respect te-the nonlocal cor—
rections, by Schamberg and K emm?? in studying H
for pwave superconductors, by R ieck and Schamberg®d

for superconductors w ith nearly cylindricalm odelFerm i
surfaces, and by P rohamm er and C arbotte?? or d-wave
superconductors. See also a regent work by M iranovic,
M achida, and Kogan on M gB, 89 A though it plays an
in portant ok in the presence ofgap anisotropy2$24 this
m ixing was not considered by Teichler L%2%

Now, one m ay be convinced that calculations includ-
ng @-(vi) are still absent. E specially, m any of the
theoretical e orts have been,fogused gnly on the spe-
cial case of cubic m aterials 243L52GL52 For exam ple,
a detailed theory is still absent for the large positive
(upward) curvature ghserved in H o (T T.) of lay-
ered supercondugtors23%84 except a qualitative, descrip—
tion by Takanakal8 and D alrym ple and P rober®% Based
on these observations, we here derive an H ., equation
which isnum erically tractable for arbitrary crystalstruc—
tures and eld directions by using Fem i surfaces from
ab initio electronicstructure calculations. This kind of
calculatipns has been perform ed only for Nb by Butler
so far232% M aking such cakulations possbl for other
m aterials is expected to enhance our quantitative under-
standing on H ., substantially.

T his paper is organized as follow s. Section IT consid—
ers the weak-coupling m odel with gap anisotropy and
s-wave In purity scattering. W e derive an H ., equation
valid at all tem peratures as well as an analytic expres—
sion orH o, (T . T¢) up to second orderin 1 T=T.. The
m ain analytic results ofSec. IT are listed in Table I foran
easy reference. Section ITTextendstheH ., equation so as
to include pwave in purity scattering, spin-orbit im pu—
rity scattering, and strong electron-phonon interactions.
Section IV presents num erical exam ples form odelFerm i
surfaces of a three-dim ensional tightfoinding m odelw ith
cubic symm etry. Section V summ arizes the paper. W e
put kg = 1 throughout.

II. W EAKCOUPLING H ., EQUATION
A . Fem isurface harmm onics and gap anisotropy

W e rst specify the gap anisotropy in our consideration
w ith respect to the Ferm isurface ham onics, The Ferm i
surface ham onics were introduced by A Ilen® as conve-
nient polynom ials in solving the Boltzm ann and E Jiash-
berg equations. T hey were later used by Langm ann®3 to
derive an H ., equation applicable to anisotropic Fem i
surfaces and anisotropic pairing interactions. H owever,
thepolynom ials constructed by A llen based on the G ram —
Schm idt orthonom alization are not very convenient for
treating the gap anisotropy. W e here adopt an alter-
native construction starting from -the pairing interaction
V kr;kY) on the Fem isurfaceS% where ky; denotes the
Fem i wavevector. Evidently V (kr;k2) is Hem itian
V  kr;k2)=V Kk ;kr), and invariant under every sym —
m etry operation R ofthe group G forthe relevant crystal
asRV kr;k?)R ' =V ky;k2). W e hence consider the



TABLE I:Equation numbers for the relevant analytic expressions to calculate H ;. The upper critical eld H ., corresoonds
to the point where the sn allest eigenvalie of the Hem iian m atrix A = @y y 0) takes zero.
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follow ing eigenvalie problem :
Z
dsf &)V kriky) (V) =v Y Ve @)

Here dSr denotes an in nitesin alarea on the Fem isur-
faccand (ep) [ FN ©)Fr ' with vy theFem ive-
locity and N (0) the density of statesper one spn and per
unit volum e at the Fem ienergy in the nom alstate. The
superscript denotes an irreducible representation ofG,
j distinguishes di erent eigenvalues belonging to , and

speci es an eigenvectorin ( ;j). T his eigenvalie prob—
Im was also considered by P okrovskifd w ithout specify—
Ing the symm etry. T he basis functions thereby obtained
naturally have all the properties of Fem isurface har-
m onics ntroduced by A llen. E specially, they satisfy the
orthonom ality and com pleteness:

(0-0

R L T (3a)
X - - ? k )
(D gy (9 gy 2 K, (3b)
. k)
J
where h 1 denotes the Fem isurface average:
Z

U sihg Egs. (:_2) and @'), we obtain an altemative expres—

sion forthe din ensionless pairing interaction  (ky k2 )
N OV & ;k2) as
X . . .
ke kg ) = PV ke) P ke 6

3
Thus, i is always possble to express a general pairing
Interaction as a sum of separable interactions. N otice
that the above procedure is applicable also to m uliband
superconductors. Indeed, we only have to extend the
Integration over kr to allthe Fem isurfaces.

T he Fem isurface ham onics can be constructed also
from the coupling finction (g ;k2;" %L &esk2)
in the strong-coupling E liashbery theory €% where ",
@2n + 1) T is the M atsubara energy. Indeed, we only
have to specify an appropriate bosonic M atsubara en—
ergy 't 21 T and set V (¢ ;k2) [ k2!

ke ;kQ)EN (0) in Egs. @) and @). W e thereby obtain
an alemative expression for the coupling function as

ke ikg)
(j)] (j)(kF) (Qs)] (kg): 6)

o e ike i %)

- [ Qs ", vg)

W e expect that this construction does not depend on the
choice of !} substantially. It is worth noting that ab ini-
tio calculations ofthe coupling function are now possble
for phonon-m edigted superconductors, as perform ed re—
cently HrM gB, ©3 Hence ab initio constructions of the
Fem isurface ham onicsby Eq. (:_2) can be carried out In
principle.

From now on we considerthe casesw here (i) the system
has version symm etry and (i) a single ¢ ¥ is relevant
w hich belongs to an even-pariy one-dim ensional repre—
sentation . Indeed, these conditions are m et for m ost
superconductors. Hereafter we w ill drop all the indices
as (P oyt
a real function.

kg ), for exam ple, and choose (ky) as

B . Eilenberger equations

Now , ktusderive an H ., equation for the second-order
transition in the weak-coupling m odel w ith s-wave In -
purity scaftering based on the quasiclassicalE flenberger
equations®4%3%4 T he E ilenberger equations are derived
from the G or’kov equationsby assum ing a constant den—
sity of states near the Fem ienergy in the nom alstate
and integrating out an irrelevant energy variable 42324
T hus, phenom ena closely connected w ith ,either the en-
ergy dependence of the density of state®4 ar the, djs
creteness in the quasiparticle energy leveld 383895415784
are beyond the scope of the present consideration. W e
also do not consider Josephson vortices appearing in very
anisotropic layered superconductors®? W ithin the lim i
tations, however, the E ilenberger equations provide one
ofthem ost convenient starting points forderivingan H .,
equation, as seen, below . T his approach was also adopted
by R ieck et a1898%

W e take the extemalmagnetic eld H along the z
axis. In the presence of Pauli param agnetisn , the av—
erage ux density B in the bulk is connected with H as
H =B 4 ,B,where , isthe nom alstate spin sus—
ceptbility. The fact that , ismultiplied by B rather
than H corresponds to the fact that the spins respond to
the truem agnetic eld in thebuk. It hence follow s that
B isenhanced overH as

B=H=@1 4 ,): (7)

T he vector potential in thebuk at H = H ., can be w rit—
ten accordingly as

A (r)= (0;Bx;0): 8)



The eld H is supposed to be along the direction
(sh oos’ ;sin sin’ ;cos ) in the crystallographic coor—
dinates K ;Y;Z). The two coordinate system s are con—
nected by the rotation m atrix

2 3
cos oos’ cos sin’ sin
R 4 sin’ cos’ 0 5; )
sn ocos’ sin sin’ cos

asRH = (0;0;H )T, where T denotes transpose. W e as—
sum e that the vortex lattice is uniform along z.

W ih the gap anisotropy speci ed by (kg ) and in the
presence of P auli param agnetian , the E ilenberger equa-—
tions read

+ —hfi g;

~ 1
" 1B+ —hgit+t —~ Qf =
n 1B > hgi > VF 2

(10a)

Teo z (r)
T I3

h & )f ("ike;n)i
(10b)
Here jp isthe Bohrm agneton, isthe relaxation time

by nonm agnetic im purity scattering in the second-Bom
approxin ation, (r) is the pair potential, and @ is de-

ned by
2
R r i-A ; 1)
0
wih o hc=2e the ux quantum . W e will consider

positively charged particles follow Ing the convention; the
case of electrons can be cbtained directly by A ! A,
ie. reversing the m agnetic- eld direction. The quasi
classical G reen’s functions £ and g are connected by g=
@ ££)72sgn (") with £ (% ke ;)= £ (' ke ;r) B
and T, denotes the transiion tem perature in the clean
Imit =1.

To obtaln B,, we orm ally expand the quasiclassical
G reen’s functions up to the rstorderin asf=f @
and g= sgn (", ). Substituting the expressions Into Egs.
@(_-)a:t) and C_iQ-ké), we obtain the linearized self-consistency
equations as

sgn ("y)
Znt

R et = +2;hf‘1)i; (12a)
®
T
n-L= T nEVi — (12b)
T ne 1 J'n3
w ith
Wooom ipBsgn(); % Wiy — @3)

C . Operators and basis functions

_ It isuseful to transform the gradient operator in Eq.
{03) as

ve @=fga xg+ay)=p5]€: 14)
Here 1 deno‘cespl—5 tin es the m agnetic length as
L P 0=2 B = P ~c=2eB : 5)
T he operators a and a¥ are de ned by
w here the constants ¢; and ¢, are constrained by
ac +t e =2; @7)
so that R;a¥]= 1. Finally, vv+ isde ned by
VE + Qvrx + IO Vpy @ 18)

The oconstants (¢ ,) can be xed conveniently by re—
quiring that the gradient tem in the G inzburg-Landau
equation be expressed In tem s of a¥a w ithout using aa
and a¥a¥, ie., the pair potential near T. be described
In tem s of the Iowest Landau lkvelonly. As shown in
Appendix A, this condition yields

q = % (19a)
XX Yy Xy
1 0 1
5 ‘1=4
o = S ¢ SN 3 exp@ itan ! q—Aixy ;
oYy xy XX yy >2<y

(1%)

w here ij ij (Tc) is de ned by

24( T ¥ 1 L2 ,, hdh wivesi
B B — — VEiVF 41t ———F————
Y7 el P 2"
+h ith;iVFji h ih ih\}j;iVFji

2 % @ m)?

i (20)

wih theRiem ann zeta function. Notice that ;5 isdi-
m ensionless, approaching to i3 as ! 1 forthe spher-
icalFem isurface. It is a diregt generalization of the
finction introduced by G or’kové? to anisotropic system s.

T he operators in Eq. C_l-g‘). extends (@ ;a; ) Introduced
by Helfand and W ertham er? fr anisotropic crystals. For
uniaxial cpystals, they reduce to the operators used by
Takanaka &4



Usihg Eq. (:16 we can also m ake up a set,of basis
fiinctions to describe vortex-lattice structures ad’!

S

2 1 %= Lo
q)= —Pp=— exp igq, y+ ——
crap Vv 2
n= N ¢=2+1
nhap naj;
exp i— y+ Lq TY
" :Ic #
2
ae x  Ig  nax
=P ol
X n
p——Hy o na. 1)
2NN ! alk

Here N = 0;1;2;
arbitrary chosen m agnetic B loch vector characterizing
the broken translational sym m etry of the vortex lattice
and specifying the core Iocations, and V is the volum e
of the system . The quantities a;x and a; are the com -
ponents of the basic vectors a; and a, in the xy plane,
respectively, with a; k¢ and aixa; = 2 ¥, N7 denotes
the number of the ux quantum in the system , and

Hy &) & d‘iN ex’ isthe H erm ite polynom ial. T he
basis ﬁmct:onslgre both orthonom alartgi com plete, sat—
isfyinga yg= N y 1g anda¥ yq= N+1 y41g-

T he function, 51:) isa direct generalization oftheE ilen—
berger functiontd y (¥o) with ¢ = = 1 to anisotropic
Fem i surfaces and energy gaps. For g= 0 in the clean
lim i,,Eq- £1) reduces to the finction obtained by R jeck
et aL28%7Y | owever, they derived it w ithout recource
to the creation and annihilation operators of Eq. a}-_d) .
T hese operators have sin pli ed the derivation ofthe ba—
sis functions and w ill also m ake the whole calculations
below much easier and transparent.

D . Analytic expression of H ¢» near T

Using Eqg. C_i§‘), it is also possible to obtain an ana—
Iytic expression orB., Hep=@1 4 ,) nearT..Letus
express i as

Bee=B1(1l D+B (@1 ¢tf; @2)
wiht T=T..The coe cientsB ; and B, determm ine the
niial slope and the curvature, respectively.

Tt is shown in Appendix A that B; is obtained as

24 R o

Bi - - ;
§2<y)1_2 (~1’1V§ 11—2=TC)2

23
T @) (xx yy @)

_hlere istheR iem ann zeta function, ;3 isgiven by Eq.
£0), and R is de ned by

_, rmi %1
R=1 —5—2T

n=0

@4)

denotes the Landau level, g is an

The factor ~hvZ i'"2=T. in the denom hator of Eq. {23)
is essentially the BC S coherence kngth #4 A 1o, R isdi
m ensionless and approaches uniy for 1. Equa-
tion {23 isa dJ;cect generahza‘uon ofthe result by R ieck
and Schamberd Br (kr) = 1 to the cases wih gap
anisotropy and for arbirary strength of the im purity
scattering. _

Tt is convenient to express hvy;ve3i n Eq. £0) with
regpect to the crystallographic coordinates X ;Y;Z) to
see the anisotropy In B; m anifestly. Using Eq. (:_ﬁ), VE x
and vy, are rew ritten as

(

Vex = Vpx €08 cos’ + %y cos sin’ ¥z sh
7
Vpy = ¥ x sin’ + Vry cos’
(25)
sothat
)
% (57 10052 + IvZ, isin® ’ ) cos’
+h/2 isin?
. . . 26
W2, i= b2, isi®’ + b2, icod ’ ©e
y
VexVeyl= (V2,1 h¢, i) cos cos’ sin’

The quantities h Wy Vryl and h v, Veyi can be ex—
pressed sim ilarly in the crystallographic coordinates once

k) is given explicitly. In particular, when (kr) be-
longs to the A ;4 representation, the expressions for the
two averages are essent:a]]y the ssme asEqg. Qé) From
Egs. £3), £0), and £6), we realize inm ediately that
the iniial slope is isotropic when (i) (kg) belongs to
A4 and (i) the crystalhas cubic sym m etry.

T he expression orB , ism ore com plicated as given ex—
plicitly by Eq. {A-9:a{) Tt Includes Fem isurface averages
ofVy , , V¢ , Vg, , €tc., and enables us to estin ate the initial
curvature ofH ., given the Fem Isurface structure.

E. H - equation

W e now derive an H ., equation which can be solved
e clently at alltem peratures. To this end, we transform

Egs. (12a) and q:_LZb ) Into algebraic equationsby expanpl.

ing and f ¥ i thebasis finctions ofofEg. {21) adi%d
p_%
= Vv N Ngq (@©); 27a)
N=0
&) —% &)
£ ("aikpin) =V £y ("mikr) ngq@®: @7b)

N =0

Let us substitute Egs. C_l-é_i) and (2-7: into Egs. @éé) and
@12B), muliply them by Ng (r and perform integra—
tions over r. Equations QZa and C12b are thereby
transform ed into

X ~
M yyofls = y + 2—th‘“i; (8a)

NO



*®
T
y L= T h 71—~ ;  (@8b)
T n= 1 Jn3
where them atrix M is tridiagonalas
) P p—
M yyo Y oanot N+1 NNO1 N NNO+1 s
@9)
w ih
~V "
e S0 (30)
2 21

W e st Dcuson Eq. @éa:) and Introduce the m atrix
K by
Kyno ™ 1)NN0; (31)

w hich necessarily has the sam e sym m etry asM 12

Kyno(ai )=EKyoxy ("n; )=Kyno( ‘7 )
= KNON( ’1"1; ): (32)
Using K, Eqg. ééé) is solved form ally as
X ~
£M = Kyyo No+2—th‘131 : (33)
N O

Taking the Fem isurface average to obtain hf '{ and
substituting it back into Eq ¢33 we arrive at an ex—

pression for the vector £¢ (%(1) @, (1) ; T ag
W ~ ~Ki T _
fv7= K + 2—K I > K i ; (34)

wih I the uni m atrix in the Landau-level ndices and
( or 17 27 T . )
W enext substiuteEqg. @4) ntoEq. @8b) W e thereby
obtain the condition that Eq. {28b) has a nontrivial so—
ution or as

detA = 0; (335)
where them atrix A is de ned by
x I
I3
1

~HKi
K i; ((36)

T 2.
=Ih—+ T K “i

Teo

n= 1

WK i T
2

with I the uni m atrix in the Landau-level indices. T he
upper critical eld B, corresoonds to the highest eld
where Eq. {39) is satis ed, with B and H connected by
Eqg. ﬂ) Put it another way, B, is detem ined by re—
quiring that the sm allest eigenvalue ofA be zero. N otice
that A isHem iian, as can be shown by using Eq. 2_32:),
so that it can be diagonalized easily.

E quation ¢_3§') tells us that centralto determ ining B,
Zies the caloulation of Ky yo de ned by Egs. €9) and

C_S-]_; An e cient a]gor:i:hm for it was already developed
In Sec. ITF of Ref. .41 which is summ arized as ollow s.

Letusde neRy N =0;1;2; YRpd N = 1;2;
by
Ry 1 = I+ Nx’Ry) ' ; (37a)
Ry;1= (1+ Nx?Ry)* Ri=1; 37b)
respectively, w ith
x JFY: (38)

Then Kyyo ®rN  N°can be obtained by

0

l N N
KNN‘):EN(X)NO(X) o ; (39)
n n
w ith
p_ ¥
N N! Rgj; (40a)
k=0
8
2 1 = 0)
1 ¥ o1 : 40b
Yy p— — w1 @00)
TN _ Rk

The express:ton ofKyyo HrN < N ? Hllow s in m ediately
by Eqg. 632

A sshown in Appendix B, Egs. @(_-)a_‘!) and {_Zig_) can be
w ritten altermatively as

Z. |
®) v\2 s HN(s)eszds
" TN o 1+ 2x2¢?
7 1 5
1 X,
- P= N exp s s ds
N! o
=2 TN 1A P eriez) ; (@1a)
1 x N i
N &) P— — Hy P=
N ! 21 2%
N
1 , d _
- —NpN:'eyz_z & S : (41b)
Y .

respectively, where z l=p 2% and ¥ elrﬁ:(z) denotes the
repeated integralofthe error ﬁmctjon 73 T he latter func—
tion y ) isan —th—order ( L th-order) polynom alof
x? rN = even (odd)

T hus, the key quantity Ky y o is given here n a com —
pact separable form w ith respect toN and N °. Thisisa
plusble feature for perform ing num erical calculations,
w hich m ay be considered as one of the m ain advantages
of the present form alisn over that of Langm ann %4 our
Koo n Eqg. I_3§) is m ore gonvenient than Eq. (26) of Ho-
henberg and W ertham e i that H o, near T, isdescribed



In tem s of the Iowest Landau level for arbitrary crystal
structures.

E quations s_35 and_Bé wih Egs. 69), (,'13 ¢3-d
d15 €18), CZO and Cl9'- are one of the m ain results of
the paper (see also Tabl I).They enabk use cient cal-
culations of H ., at all tem peratures based on the Fem i
surfaces from ab initio electronic-structure calculations.
They fom a direct extension of the R ieck-Schamberg
equation?! to the cases with gap anisotropy and arbi-
trary strength of the in purity scattering. Indeed, Eg.
({llb is w ritten altematively as

o ®) = n @Z%); 42)

pi
(@N ) I2N z2N

wih z 12 2%, where Py is the polynom ial de ned
below Eg. (6) of Rieck and quamberg.?q_ggbstjnltiqg
this resul and the last expression of Eq. (41d) into Eg.
{89), 1t can be checked directly that %,K sy ooy OrN ° ,u
isequaltoM oy ooy In Eg. (6) ofR ieck and Schamberg

U sing this fact, one can show that thematrix A in Eq.
@@l) reduces to the corresponding m atrix in Eq. (5) of
R ieck and Schamberg either (i) forthe isotropic gap w ith
arbirary impuriy scattering or (ii) in the clan lim it
w ith an arbnary gap structure. H ere we have adopted x
n Eqg. CB8 ) as a vardable instead of z, because x rem ains

nite at nite tem peratures.

From Eq. C_:’-’?‘) and the symmetry ! for vy !

W, we realize that Koy oy o+ 11, oy oo+ 1 1, and
Koy on0+1 21 all vanish in the present case where (i)
the system has Inversion symmetry and (@) (kg) be-
longs to an even-parity representation. It hence follow s
that we only have to consider N = even Landau lvels
In the calculation of Eq. Bd) To obtain a m atrix ele—
ment of Eq. BG), we have to perform a Fem i surface
Integral for each n and perform the summ ation overn,
which iswellw thin the capaciy ofm odem com puters,
however. A ctual calculations of the an allest eigenvalue
m ay be perform ed by taking only N N, Landau lev—
els into account, and the convergence can be checked by
ncreasing Neye. W e can put Ny = 0 near T. due to
Eqg. Z_lg:), and have to Increase N ;¢ as the tem perature is
lowered. However, excellent convergence is expected at
all tem peratures by choosing N o, . 20.

III. EXTENSIONS OF THE H. EQUATION

W e extend the H ., equation of Sec. IT In severaldirec—
tions.

A . p-wave Im purity scattering

W e rsttake pwave In puriy scattering into account.
In thiscase, Eq. QOa) is replaced by

" isB o

hgl+ E ﬁ’gg1+—~vp Qf
~ . 3~ .0

= + —nfit —ky REF g; @3)
2 2,

where k0 gi® K2g 9;1)1° for exampl, and kg
kr =hkZ i'? . N otice that ﬁF isnota unit vector in general.

Linearizing Eq. (:fl-?z') w ith respect to , we obtain
" ~
!Lg+ Sgnz(n)~vp @f® = + 2—1r1f(1

+ 2—NEF eV, @
1

with ® de ned by Eq. {13).
FJrstofa]J,wedemeexpress:Dns forT. at H = 0, the
coe clents (c1;%) hEq. ClG),andB <2 hear T, up to the
rst order in 1 t, based on Eq. :(_451 ) and ©llow ing the
procedure In Sec. E: Tt tums out that we only need a
change of the de nition of ;5 from Eq. {_2-9') nto

24( T X 1 ,_hi 2
R U L
ST emi w2 =
P ®YQ 'P)y; ; @5)
2 % =~

where them atricesP and Q are de ned by

hi

+ (46a)
2 i

Pij Ke iVEy 7

Q i i3 2. hﬁF B 3i: (46b)
Then T., (¢;x), and B1 In Eq C22 are gJyen by the
sam e equations, ie., Egs. CAEﬁ), Cl9 and C23 respec—
tively.

U sing Egs. {_l-ﬁl) and {_Z-j),we next transform Eg. {_414)
Into an algebraic equation. The resulting equation can
soled in the sameway asEq. {_3:3) to yield

~ 3~ A
fO + 2_hf(1)j_+ ——Ke eV ; @n

1
whereK isgiven by Eq. {_5?_;) . It isconvenient to introduce
the quantities:

r

Po > i P —kry  (O=xjyiz): (48)



Then from Eqg. Cﬁl-]'), we obtain selfconsistent equations
forhp, £ i and hp, £ 1 as

2 3 2 3
o, £ 1 K 1
f(l) . g i %
g P =W . ; 49)
41p £fVi5 dmpK i 5
Ip, £ szK i
where them atrix W is de ned by
2 . , . . 31
I hpfKi MmpKi MpKi ppKi
g mpKi I hiFKi mMpKi lrg(szig
W . . . . ,
9 mpoKi MmpKiI hipFKi hpypZK15
mpKi Mmp«Ki Mmp,KiI hpFKi
(50)

The com plex conjugations in Egs. {_59) and {_5-(_5) are
not necessary here but for a later convenience. N otice
the symmetry W ("n7 )= Wnpa( Wi ) Jnthemat:ax
elem ents of W , as seen from Edg. (32:) Ushg Eq. C49
Eq. 47), we cbtai an explicit express:ton orf® as

3
1'poK L
oK i
P =K + poK pxK pyK p,K W *
Pok PxK Py Py }PYK 16
p,K i
(1)
Finally, ¥t us substitute Eq. (51) into Eq. £8b). We
thereby nd that Eq. (36) is replaced by
T b3 T ).
=Ih—+ T —. i
Teo n 1 Ind
2 3
IpeK 1
K ilpK imlp,K i K'ngpri%
oK ip K ilpyK ilp,K i K i4
i
(52)

A sbefore, H ., isdetermm ined by requiring that the smn alk-
est elgenvalue of Eq. C52 be zero. This A is Hemn itian,
as can be shown by using Eq. €_32) and W, ("a; )
Wpi( m; ).Thus Eq. [52 can be dJagonahzed easily.
It is straightforw ard to extend Eq. (52.) to am ore gen—
eral I puriy scattering wih the kr dependent relax—
ation tine (& ; ko To this end, we apply the pro-
cedure of Egs. (12) G) to 1= (k¢ ;k2) to expand i as

1 X ke Y k)
= . i (63)
(ke ;kg ) . Q)]
J
where1= ( 9 and 7 ;) denote an eigenvalue and its
eilgenfunction, respectively. W e then realize that
r

2 3

substitutes forpy and p; in Eg d_5-2i

B . Spin-orbit im purity scattering

Tt was noticed by W ertham er et allﬂ and M aklf that,
forhigh- eld superconducting alloysw ith shortm ean free
paths, Pauli param agnetisn has to be Incorporated si-
m ultaneously with spin-orbit im purity scattering. T hey
presented a theory valid for sor Where o is spin—
orbit, scattering tim e. It was later generalized by R ieck
et al®% Hran arbitrary valie of 4. Thise ect can also
be taken into acocount easily in the form ulation.

In the presence of spin-orbit in purity scattering, Eqg.

(10a) is replaced by

~ ~ 1
"n lBB + 2—I'gl+ Z—Csohﬁp ﬁg jzglO‘F E’VVF Qf

SO

= 4 —nfi+ —Ppf, K0P g; (55)

2 2 »
wihc, 1=ty K2 Fi%. To simplify the notationsand
m ake the argum ent transparent, it is usefiill to Introduce
the quantities:

r__ r
~ ) .
Po Pk Pij g Foij kFiEFj); (56a)
r___ r__
~ ~Cso
D — @ —keikrs @ 13); (6D
2 2 o
and the vectors:
P (@;pxx;pyy;pzz;pxy;pyz isz)T 7 (57a)
9 @i%xi%yi%z %y i%zi%x) (57b)

Then Eq. CSE: linearized w ith respect to  is w ritten in
term s of Eq. C57) as

sgn (")

uﬁ+72 ~ve @fP = +p mfi; (68)
where 0 isde ned by

W% ipBsgn(m); % Jhitp  hi: (69)
Noticep Mhgi=hpi g.

It follow s from the procedure in Sec.'(_i: thatTcatH =0
satis es

X1 2 T
Tco 1 p 1 9 .
h—=2% + o Q@ o i
C n=0 n n n n
(60)
where them atrix Q isde ned by (r;s= 0;xx; ;ZX)
&P
Qrs= s —— (61)



Al®o, i3 i Eq. R0) should bem odi ed into
TP E wawy P 0 'q
RN C) S N

+plot I (62)
n
Finall, R in Eq. {24) is replaced by
® 2 :
_ p hgi
R=1 2T —
n=0 n
p hgip 1 g p’ 1 g
e 9 w90
n n n n
T T
. P I G <IN
ne— o ot S 63)
n n n

W ith the abovem odi catJons, Te, @jx),and By MW Eq.
C_Z-Z_i ) are given by Egs. @3 Cl-S'i), and {2-3’) respectively.

W e now transform Ed. d58 Into an algebraic equation
by using Egs. Cl4 and (.'2% The resu]tmg equation can
soled In the sameway asEq. @3) W e thereby obtain

X

f% =K + pKhgptPi

r

(64)

where K is given by Eq. 139) with * replaced by Eq.
C59 From Eqg. (_64),we obtain se]f—oons:stent equations
orhp£?iand ho; £ 1 as

£V 3 2 hpK i 3
o £ 1 I K 1
lq./yf(l)l é hg K 1
o, £ =W 2 hg,K 1 ; (65)
h:]xyf(l)l gy K i
4 g, P15 K 1 5
h £ hop K 1
where them atrix W is de ned by
2 3,
I TgpoKi  hgpxxKi hgpyyK 1
hgxpoK1 I IgxpxxKi  IgxpyyKi
hgyPoK 1 hgyPexK1 T hgypyyKi
W hg.poK i hy,pexK 1 hg.pyyK1i
IgypoKi  hgypxxKi hgypyyK i
8 hg,poKi  bhg,pxxKi hg.pyyK i L
hogxpoK1  IgxpxxKi hgxpyyK 1
(66)

UshgEq. C_6-§) inEq. {_éf]),we obtain an explicit expres—

sion or fY as

2
hpK 1
hpxK 1
fY =K  + poK pexK pyyK g, K i
l'poK 1
gmxxK lé
= + y
K DK gxxK 9K W ¢ o, K i ;
(67)
with WY denedby W ¥ ("y; )ln W,..( M7 ). The

ltter expression originates from the selfconsistency
equations for lpg£Hi and hpi;£*1 sin ilar to Eq. {65')
Finally, ket us substitute Eq. (61 into Eq. £8b).
thereby nd that Eq. (36) is replaced by

T b I 5.
=Ih—+ T —, K i
Teo n= 1 Ind
2 3
hpK i
<K i
oK ilpxK ilp, K i W gmjx %
hg K 15
T ® I .
=Ih + T — K “i
Teo n= 1 I3
2 3
hopK i
K ihg,K ihg K i Wyg
PP MK thoy d1py K 15

(68)

A sbefore, H ., isdetermm ined by requiring that the sm alk-
est elgenvalue of Eq. C68) be zero. This A is Hemm itian,
as can be shown by using Eqg. C32 and WY (" ; )ln

W ), which can be diagonalized easily.

a1l hi

C . Strong electron-phonon interactions

W e nally consider the e ects of strong electron—
phonon interagtions w ithin the fram ew ork of the E liash-
berg theory$3%3 I e adopt the notations used by A llen
and B .M itrovic®4 except the replacement Z2 | .

T he E ilenberger equations w ere extended by Te:ch]er"‘*-
to inclide the strong-coupling e ects. They can also be
derived directly from the equations given by Albn and
B .M itrovid®3 by carrying out the \ integration™? as

~ 1 ~
z" igB + —hgit+ —~v Qf = + —hfi g;
n B 2 h]' 2 F 2 g

(69a)



Reo
("nix)= T

n%= n o

[ " 'ho)

h &e)f ("no;ke;r)i;

(69b)

Xco
Z (" ikp)= 1+ — h ke ikg ;"

n
n% n oo

"o)g ("noskg ;) i%
(69¢c)

whereny correspondsto theM atsubara frequency about

ve tim es as large as the D ebye ﬁ:equencyf% W e have
retained fillky dependence of in Eq. {69a), because
the contribution from other pairing channels, which m ay
be negligible for the pairpotential, can be substantial for
the renom alization factor Z .

W e linearize Egs. C_éSj) w ith respect to and repeat the
procedure n Sec.:_A-: up to the zeroth orderin 1 t. &k then
follow s that T at H = 0 is detem ined by the condition
that the amn allest eigenvalue of the follow Ing m atrix be
Zero:

(0)
nn?

A TL &

nn®

!Lno
+— Tt (70)
2 %o 799
where Z © is given by
Rco
z2 (" ike) = 1+ —— h keikpi™  ho)i’sgn ("yo);
oo n co
(71)
and %, isde ned togetherw ith *{ by
203 —; % % isBsgn(): (12)

Wenext x (1;) h Eqg. C_l-gl) conveniently. For the
weak-coupling m odel, we have xed it by using Eq. (é:ﬁ)
near T. so that the coe cient of aa vanishes, ie., there
is no m ixing of higher Landau lvels n the H ., equa-
tion near T.. However, the coe cient of aa In the cor-
responding strong-coupling equation becom es frequency
dependent. It hence fPollow s that, even near T, there
is no choice for (¢ ;) which prevents m ixing of higher
Landau levels from theH ; equation. W e here adopt the
weak-coupling expression in Eq. {19).

W enow considertheH ., equation and repeat the sam e
calculationsasthose in Sec.IIB .W ethereby nd thatEg.
B6) is replaced by

BAan 0= nnd Nwo TL @ M)  IHK?Zi
~ ~KO T
+2—hK0 i1 > KO i ; (73)

NNO

10

where K° K (Mo; ) which also has kr dependence
through z @°= 7z © (" o;kp). Asbefore, Ho, is deter-
m_ined by requiring that the sm allest eigenvalue of Eq.
C_7§') be zero. _

W em ay altematively use, nstead ofEg. ¢_72_§), them a—
trix:

AgN mON 0 = ( )nio NN O ano T MK 23
~ , ~HKi T ,
tooK 1 K i (74
2 NNO
where ( ) I denotes nverse m atrix of .k is

Hem iian for gB ! 0, and also acquire the property by
combiningn> 0 and n< 0 elem ents.

Iv. MODELCALCULATIONS

W enow present results ofam odelcalculation based on
the form alisn developed above. W e restrict ourselves to
the weak-couplingm odelof Sec. ITw ith an isotropic gap,
no In purities, and no Pauli param agnetiam . A s for the
energy-band structure, we adopt a tight-binding m odel
In the sim ple cubic lattice whose dispersion is given by

"= 2tfcos(ka) + coskya) + cosk,a)g: (75)
Here a denotes lattice spacing ofthe cubic unit celland t
is the nearest-neighbor transfer integral. W e sett=a= 1
In the follow jngli T he corresponding Fermm i surfaces are
pltted in Fig.d for various values of the Fem 1 energy
">. For"p 6, ie., near the bottom of the band, the
Fem i surface is aln ost spoherical w ith slight distortion
due to the cubic symmetry. As "r Increases, the cu—
bic distortion is gradually enhanced. Then at "r = 2,
the Ferm isurface touches the B rillbuin—zone boundary at
kx 0;0; Y; O; ; ;0);¢( ;0;0). Above this critical
Fem ienergy, the topology of the Fem i surface changes
as shown in Fjg.:_]: (©). It is interesting to see how such a
topological change of the Femm isurface a ectsH 2.

W e com puted H ., based on Eq. {35) in the clean lin it
w ithout P auli param agnetism . The Fem isurface aver-
age in Eq. @é) was perform ed by two di erent m ethods.
For general values of "y , we used the linear tetrahedron
m ethod which is applicable to any structure ofthe Ferm i
surface. In this m ethod, the irreduchble B rillouin zone
is divided Into a collection of an all tetrahedra. From
each tetrahedron which intersects the Fem i surface, a
segm ent of the Fem 1 surface is obtained as a polygon
by a linear interpolation of the energy band. Num erical
Integrations over the Fermm i surface w ere then perform ed
asa sum overthose polygons. A nother description ofthe
Fem isurface ispossbl for "= < 2, wherewe can adopt
thepolrooordinatek= (ksin cos ;ksin sin ;kcos )
and the Fem isurface kp = kp ( ; ) is obtained by solv—
Ing the equation "y = "p numerically or each ( ; ).
An Integration over the Fem i surface is then perform ed



FIG .1l: Fem iSurfaces ofthe tight-bindingm odel in the sim —
ple cubic lattice. The Fem ienergies are: @) "r = 3, )
2, (©) 1,and @) 0.
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FIG .2: Cuxves ofthe reduced critical eld hy (t) for the cubic
tightbindingmodelw ih "¢ = 2:02 (dotted lines), " r = 3
(solid lines), and "¢ ! 6 (ie., the spherical Fermm i surface;
dash-dotted line). The eld directionsared= [111], [L10], and
[100] from top to bottom in each case.

by using the variables ( ; ). W e perform ed both types
of calculations to check the num erical convergence of the
tetrahedron m ethod. E xcellent agreem entsw ere achieved
generally by using 3375 tetrahedrons. A n exception isthe
region "g 2,where largernum ber oftetrahedronsw as
necessary due to the singularity around ky .

The n nfte matrix Ayyo n Eqg. C_§§) was approxi-

11

TABLE II: The ratio B,=B; for the eld directions [100],
[110],and [111]in thecases "z = 3_a_nd 2:02. Thequantities
B; and B, are de ned In Eq. @2_) The values should be
com pared w ith 0.13 for the spherical Fem i surface.

"r [100] [110] fii1]
3 0.08 027 033
2:02 0.44 0.78 0.90

mated by a nite matrix of N;N ¢ Ng, and the con—
vergence was checked by ncreasing N . The choice
Noue=0issu cient forT . T ., and it was found num eri-
cally that N o, = 8 yields enough convergence forall eld
directions at the lowest tam peratures. It was also found
that higher Landau levels of N 1 contrdbute to He, by
only 4% even at T=T.= 0:05. Thus, the Iowest-Landau—
Jevel approxim ation to the pair potential is excellent for
this cubic lattice. T his isnot generally the case, how ever,
and the contribution ofhigher Landau levels can be con—
siderable for low symm etry crystals, as w ill be reported
elsew here 79

Before presenting any detailed results, it is worth not-
ing that the G L equationsf? where the anisotropy en—
ters only through the e ective-m ass tensor, cannot ex—
plain possible anisotropy of H ., in cubic symm etyy, as
already pointed out by H chenberg and W ertham er? T his
G L theory isvalid near T so that the upper critical eld
forT . T, should be isotropic In the present m odel. T he
anisotropy of H ., In cubic symm etry em erges gradually
at lower tem peratures, as seen below .

W e calculated the reduced critical eldh (t) de ned by
Eq. (l) orthe magnetic el directions d= [100], [110],
and [111]; we denote them as hy (t). Figure :_2 presents
hy) or">= 3and 2:02asa function oft= T=T.For
"= 3,h (t) isalm ost isotropic ort & 0:8 and cannot
be distinguished from the curve for the spherical Fem i
surface. At lower tem peratures, the anisotropy appears
gradually. W hereas h[1001 (t) is reduced from the value
for the spherical Fem i surface, h[111] (t) and h[llO] ) are
enhanced due to the cubic distortion of the Fem 1 sur-
face. At t= 005, h[111] ) and h[1101 (t) are larger than
h[1001 (t) by 19% and 15% , respectively. In another case
"r = 202 where the Fem i surface nearly touches the
B rillouin zone boundary, h (t) are rem arkably enhanced
for all eld directions. E specially, h[111] (t) and thO] ()
at low tem peratures exhibit values about 60-70% larger
than those for the sphericalFem i surface.

At"s = 3, h[lll] ) and thO] (t) near T, show small
upw ard curvature, whereashmo] (t) rem ains aln ost iden—
ticalw ith the curve for the sphericalFerm isurface. This
di erence m ay be quanti ed by the ratio B ,=B; de ned
n Eq. {_2-25) . It was num erically evaluated by using the
Fem i velocity on the Fem i surface and shown In Ta—
bk ﬁ T he values for the directions [110] and [111] are
larger than 0:13 for the spherical Fem i surface. Thus,
calculated B,=B; values well describbe the di erence in



h'(0.05)

FIG . 3: The reduced upper crtical eld hy (t) at t= 005 as
a function of the Fem ienergy "r . The eld directions are
d= [111], [110], and [100] from top to bottom , respectively.

h () fort. 1 among eld directions. The upward cur-
vature is m ore and m ore pronounced as the Fem i sur-
face approaches the B rillouin zone boundary, as can be

seen clearly n Fig. 2 for "s = 2:02. The correspond—
Ing ratio B,=B; for the [110] and [L11] directions are

about three tin es lJarger than those for "r = 3. Thus,
the present calculation clearly indicates that the Fem i
surface anisotropy can be a m ain source of the upward

curvature in H ., near T..

In Fjg.:j, we plot hy (t) at t= 0:05 as a function of "¢
As"z ! 6, the angle dependence ofh, (t) vanishes and
it converges to the valie for the spherical Ferm i surface.
A s " is increased from 6, cubic distortion is gradua]Jy
Introduced to the Fem isurface as shown in Fig. nL and
h, (t) gradually develops anisotropy as a consequence.
For 6< . 25, curves ofh[loo](t) fallbelow that for

the sohericalFerm isurfaoe,whereash[llo] (t) andh[ln] (t)

are enhanced over . As "p approachesto 2, h, () is
enhanced signi cantly irrespective of the eld direction.
Indeed, h, (t) Prevery eld direction show s a singularity

at "p = 2 where the Ferm i surface touches the B rillouin
zone at kx wih vanishing Fem i velocity vy at these
points. A s a resul, the contribution around these points
becom es In portant in the Integration K y y o1 over the
Ferm isurface at low tem peratures. This is the origin of
the enhancem ent of h (t) around "g = 2. For'% > 2,
the di erencebetween h 110 and h[111] is larger than that
for"s . 25.Thism ay be attributed to the topological
di erence of the Femm i surface. At "r = 0, the tight-
binding band is half- Iled and the Fem isurface nesting

occurs. However, hy (t) does not show any singularity

around this energy.

F inally, we present resuls on the higher Landau—level
contrbutions to_the pair potential (r) which is ex—
panded as Eq. @7a). In general, when the system has
n—fold symm etry around the eld direction, m ixing of
higher Landau lvels with multiples of n develops as
the temperature is Towered £ Figure 4 show s the ratio

N = o asa function of T=T. for "s = 3 (solid lines)
and "p = 2:02 (dotted lines) wih (@) H k [L00] N = 4;8
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FIG.4: The ratlo y = o of the expansion coe cints in
Eq. (27_4) as a function of tem perature with @) H k [L00],
() H k [110], and (c) H k [111]. The solid and dotted lines
correspond to "r = 3 and " r = 202, respectively, with (@)

N = 4;8 from bottom to top ) N = 2;4;6 from bottom to
top,and () N = 6.

from bottom to top lines), o) H kK [110] N = 2;4;6 from

bottom to top lines), and () H k [L11] N = 6). One
can clearly observe a general tendency that the m xing
ism ore pronounced as the symm etry around H becom es
Iower aswell as "z approaches closer to 2. E specially
when H k [110]and "r = 202, the N = 2 contrbution
reaches up to nearly 15% ofthe lowest Landau—level con—
tribution as T ! 0. The results suggest that the Jowest-
Landau-level approxin ation frthe pairpotentia® isnot
quantitatively reliable at low tem peratures for the eld
along low-symm etry directions, for com plicated Femm i
surfaces w ith divergences in the com ponents of vy per—
pendicular to H , or for low -sym m etry crystals.



V. SUMMARY

W e have derived an e cient H ., equation incorporat-
Ing Fem isurface anisotropy, gap anisotropy, and in pu—
rity scattering sin ultaneously. Basic results ofSec. ITare
summ arized in Table I. This H ., equation ds a direct ex—
tension of the R ieck-Schamberg equation®? and reduces
to the latter either (i) for the isotropic gap wih arbi-
trary inpurity scattering or (i) in the clean lin i with
an arbitrary gap structure, as shown around Edg. ('_42:)
T he operators introduced In Eq. {_l-gi) have been help-
ful toapake the derivation sinpler than that by R ieck
et a1898% The present m ethod w illbe m ore suitable r
extending the consideration to m ulti-com ponent-order—
param eter system sorto eldsbelow H ;.

W e have also obtained a couple of analytic expressions
near T (i) or H . up to the second order in 1 T=T.
and (i) for the pair potential up to the st order in
1 _?—1 T he latter result is given by Eq. {_AS) w ith Egs.
@ 94) and @4). They are useful to estin ate the initial
curvature ofH ., aswellas the m ixing of higher Landau

levels in the pair potential.

The H ., equation of Sec. IT has also been extended in
Sec. ITT to Include p-w ave in purity scattering, spin-orbit
In puriy scattering, and strong electron-phonon interac—
tions.

F inally, we have presented num erical exam ples in Sec.
IV perform ed for m odel Fem i surfaces from the three-
din ensional tight-binding m odel. The results clarly
dem onstrate crucial in portance of including detailed
Fem isurface structures in the calculation of H . It
has been found that, as the Fem i surface approaches
the Brillbuin zone boundary, the reduced critical eld
h () ;hEqg. @) ismuch enhanced over the value for the
isotropicm odelw ith a signi cant upward curvature near
Te.

Tt is very interesting to see to what degree the up-—
per critical eld of classic type-IT superconductors can
be described quantitatively by calculatipnsusing realistic
Fem isurfaces. The resulk by Butle®?? on high-purity
N iobiim provides prom ise to this issue. W e have per-
formm ed detailed evaluations of H o, for various m aterials
based on Eqg. BS) by using Fem i surfaces from density—
fiinctional electronic-structure calgnlations as an input.
T he results are reported elsew here 73
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APPENDIX A:DETERM INATION OF (c1;c2)
AND ANALYTIC EXPRESSION OF H. NEAR T,

W ehere x the constants (c;;c) n Egs. C_ig')—{_l-gl) ocon—
veniently so that H o, near T, can be described in tem s
of the lowest Landau levelonly. W e also derive analytic
expressions for B; and B, In Eq. C22 so that one can
calculate them once the relevant Fem isurface structure
is given.

Intheregion T . Tc whereL! 1 1n Eq. {_iﬁi),wecan
perform a perturbation expansion wih respect to the

gradient operator v @ . The equation for the th-order
@

solution £ (= 0;1; ) is obtained from Equ. (12a) as
1) _ Nhf(l)i sgn ("y) %)
£ = OFS + 2 w0 2 ~vg @f;; @1

with £ =0.Noting ( k)= (), wesoleEq. @1)
selfconsistently for hf(l)i, put the resulting expression
back into Eq. @) to express £ " explicitly, and nally

take the Fem isurface average h £P4. This procedure

yields
1 ~h #
(1) . 2.
hf7i= — h “i+ ; @A 2a)
° w9 2 9
* +
. 2
1 ~h i
1)
h £ i= + ~ve @) 5 @2b)
2 us 2 9 :
Wk +
. 2
1 ~h i
).
h f'i= — + ——  (~ @
g 1 15 2 39 (~vp )
H
+— y 0L @ ;@20
~V 7 C
2 P 2 ;9 T
- v [ . w 1) (1)
with 9,9 43 isBsyp(),andh £ i=h £f5 i= 0.

Let us substitute Eq. @ 2) nto Eq. (2_L2b) rep]aoe the
gradient operator by the right-hand side ofEq. {14) put
B=Bg in L ofEq. {I5), and expand J, § with respect
to gB=7.] W e thereby obtain the selfconsistency
equation near T, as

Bc2

Wo0 + wapa'a' + wy,aa Wy @a’+ a¥a)

1

2
Bc2

Wy a'a’a’a’ + w,,, aaaa
1

Wy, aa’a’a¥ + afaa¥al + a¥a¥aa’ + a¥a’a’a
w,, a’aaa+ aa’aa+ aaa’a+ aaaa’
4;2

+Wg,0a ad’ad’ + a'aaa’ + aa'a’a+ a'aa’a

®3)

+wWa,0p aaa’a’ + a¥a¥aa +wp = 0:

Here B, is given in Eq. {24), which is incorporated into
the denom inator for convenience. The functionsw . =

7



w . (T) and wp = wp (T) are din ensionless and de ned

7

by

xR
T 1
woo @) == 1 niarT - =
n=0 "n "
(A 4a)
* +
o B,~2 27 ¥ 1 +~h12
W2;2 -y ’
2 0 nzoug 2 '1,’1 F+ 14
A 4b
* +
o B,~% 2T ¥ 1 +~h12 2
W2;0 v r+ i
’ 3 ]
20 __, % 2
A4dc
Wi +
B2-4 37 X ~hi?
Wq;q (T) g 2 = + W VF+
0 n=0 1 n
2#
~ ~h i
o X V2, i @d4d
mik +
2
B2-4 37 ¥ 1 ~h i
Waz2 (T) g 2 W + o VI:%+ :Vh%+j
0 n=0 1 n
~ ~h i ~h i
S - O R
A 4de
Wik +
B2~ 37 ¥ ~hi?
Wa;0a (T) — g2 e + 5 ee I
0 n=0 N
2#
~ ~h i
o T e d o @4
mik +
2.4 37 ¥ 1 ~hi? |
W 4,00 (T) “8 2 = + 5 n Jr+ J
0 n=0 1
2#
~ ~hi ,
+2 " " Vg + ’ (A4g)
n
,. ¥ ng z
wp (T) (8B1)°2 T T T s (A 4h)
n n

n=0

W e next substitute Eq. C_Z-Zj) nto Eqg. {Z-\_f’i) and expand

w , InEq. @:3) up to the *—th orderin 1 t. We
also put wp (T) = wp (Tc). This procedure yields three
equations corresponding to order 1, 1  t, and (1 3.
The equation of order 1 is given by wo;0 (Tc) = 0. It
determ nes T, at H = 0 by
ni®_q nE LT =,  @s)
T, 2 4 T
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wih ) the digamm a function. .
The equation oforder1 tin Eq. QE) is obtained as

Tw g, (Te)

+ W2;2 (Tc)ayay + W2;2 (Tc)aa

W2;0 (Tc) (2aya+ 1)

®=0: @6)

To solve it, we use the arbji:_tgr_messm (cl,cz) and in pose
Wop (Tc)= 0. Noting Egs. @ 44) and C18) this condition

is transform ed into a dim ensionless form as

yyc21: 0; @)

where i3 = i5(c) is de ned by Eq. (20) E quation
@1) can be solved easily in tem s of ¢, . Substituting
the resulting express:on nto Eq. {11) and choosing ¢
real, we obtain Eq. dl9

Now thatw,, (Tc)= 0 .n Eq. (A §), thehighest el for
a nontrivial solution oon:esponds to the lowest Landau
evel where w0 (Tc) = 'LWOOCI ). Int:coducng

Tow 0,0 (Tc) which is given explicitly as Eq. ©4), and
using Egs. @4a), @ 4a), ¢18), and (19), we obtain the
expression orB; asEd. C23

W e nally consider the equation oforder (I tf m Eq.
@:3) and expand the pair potential as

xxcé + 21 xyC1 &

= o0 og+ @ Y 2q®+ 1y 4q@® 5

@®8)

where y 4 (r) isde nedby Eq. C_Z-Zl;),and ( 0;;1y) are

the expansion coe cientsw ith (r; ;1) describing relative

m ixing ofhigher Landau levels in the pair potential. Let

us substitute Eq. CZ—\S) ntoEqg. {A3),mu1t:;>]y the equa—

tion oforder (I tf by | 4 (), and perform  integration

over r. The resulting equations forN = 0;2;4 yield
%TCZW(;%S‘F TCWS;O‘F W4;0a+ 2W4;0b+ Wp

B.= R Bi;

(A %a)

0 _
TCW2.2+ 6W4;2 6w4;4
= = 7 = ———7

A %b)
2 2R 4R

regpectively. T he functions in Egs. (A 9a) and @ 9b,) are
de ned by Egs. @4) and (24: and should be evaluated
at Tc. In theclean Imit ! 1 , these finctions acquire
sin ple expressions as

(2)

R=Tiwg,,=1; Tawgy= 2; Twy,=0; (A10a)
31 G h? T v, i
wy, = oy LIS et (3 100)
7 )% h 235, Fi
7 B)(sB1)?
Wp = —————; 10c
P 1( 1.2 @A )
W_ji_:h = 0;2;4_§1'_1d W40 W4;0a = W4;0b- Equatjon
@9 wih Eq. fa1d) inclides the result by Hohenbery
and W ertham for cubic m aterdals, and also the one



by Takanakal® r uniaxialm aterials n the relevant or—
der, both except the Pauliterm wp . Thus, we have ex—
tended the resultsby H chenberg and W ertham e and by
Takanakal? to arbitrary crystal structures and in purity—
scattering tin e, ncluding also Pauli param agnetisn .

Equation (A 9) reveals a close connection ofboth the
curvature n H o (T . T.) and the m ixing of higher Lan-
dau lkevels n (r) wih the Fem isurface structure. For
exam ple, we realize from Eq. {_A9lj) with Egs. ﬁAld),
{ig), and {6) that the m ixing of N = 2 Landau kvel
is absent for cubic m aterials where ¢ = ¢ = 1. This is
not the case for low symm etry crystals, however. E qua—
tion @:9) enables us to estin ate the curvature and the
m ixing based on Fem isurface structures from detailed
electronic-structure calculations.

APPENDIX B:PROOF OF EQ. (1)

The st expression in Eqg. @ié) can be proved by in—
duction as follow s. First of all, o= Ry is transfom ed
from Eq. {37a) adlé

1 3 21
. 2 2
0= 3 = ™= o e® ds
x x P>
1+ 5 1= 2x
2x
1+
1+
Z Z
L x?2 2 4 2 1 es’
= s —s° ds= p=
, P 2 P= T+ 2xee
Z
. 2se s’
- ds B1)

f—————
0 1+ 2x%s?

Thus,Eq {flla) holds for N = 0. The last expression in
Eqg. @],)Jsthesamemtegral.whxhappearsmEq (26) of
Hohenberg and W ertham erf W e next rew rite Eq. {_32&_1)
wih regpectto y In Eq. {_59-5_:) as

( o+ 1)=x* N =1

N = P P— ,
( w1+ N 1yg2)= Nx* N 2)
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U sing Egs. é-]: and (1-_3-2) it iseasy to seethat Eq. {-flié)
hods forN = 1. P J:ooeedmg to the general case, we as—
sum e that Eqg. {{lla)Jsvahd for N M 1. We alo
rem em ber the ollow ing properties of the Hem ite poly—
nom ials:

Hy (8) 2sHy 1 (8)+ 2N 1)Hy 2 ()= 0; (B3a)

FHy 8)e® ds= 0 k N 1): ([B3b)

0
Then y isobtained explicitly by using Eq. @_2) as

1 p
M =19——2[ Mm 1+ M 1y 2]
M x
7
_ 2 Py @+ M DHy o @)l
0 UM 12 L+ 2x282)
Zl

& 2Hy (s)e*®
o LM 12 (L+ 2x28?)

Z
gt 2y, g)es’ 1
= p— 1 — ds
0 M !x2 1+ 2x2s?
Z
2 Y HY (e B4)
F M ! o 1+ 2x2s?

Thus, we have established the st expression in Eg.
{flla T he proof for the second expression proceeds in
the sam e way by usihg partial JntegratJons for ¢ and
N 2 In Eqg. {_B_q) Equation Eq. Qfllb can be proved
sin ilarly by induction, starting from R; = 1 and usihg
Eq. {370).
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