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D etailed Ferm i-surface structures are essentialto describe the upper critical�eld H c2 in type-

II superconductors,as �rst noticed by Hohenberg and W ertham er [Phys.Rev.153,493 (1967)]

and shown explicitly by Butler for high-purity cubic Niobium [Phys.Rev.Lett.44,1516 (1980)].

W e derive an H c2 equation forclassic type-IIsuperconductorswhich isapplicable to system swith

anisotropic Ferm isurfaces and/or energy gaps under arbitrary �eld directions. It can be solved

e�ciently by using Ferm isurfaces from ab initio electronic-structure calculations. Thus,it is ex-

pected to enhance our quantitative understanding on H c2. Based on the form alism ,we calculate

H c2 curvesforFerm isurfacesofa three-dim ensionaltight-binding m odelwith cubic sym m etry,an

isotropic gap,and no im purity scatterings.Itisfound that,asthe Ferm isurface approachesto the

Brillouin zoneboundary,thereduced critical�eld h
�
(T=Tc),which isnorm alized by theinitialslope

atTc,isenhanced signi�cantly overthecurveforthesphericalFerm isurfacewith a m arked upward

curvature.Thus,theFerm i-surfaceanisotropy can bea m ain sourceoftheupward curvaturein H c2

nearTc.

PACS num bers:74.25.O p,71.18.+ y

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

The upper critical �eld H c2 is one of the m ost

fundam ental quantities in type-II superconductors.

After the pioneering work by Abrikosov1 based on the

G inzburg-Landau (G L) equations,2 theoretical e�orts

have been m ade for its quantitative description at all

tem peratures.3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41

However,we stillhavea lim ited successwhen com pared

with those for the electronic structures in the norm al

state.42 The purpose ofthe present paper is to provide

a theoretical fram ework which enables us ab initio

calculations of H c2 as accurate as electronic-structure

calculationsin the norm alstate.

Necessaryingredientstobeincluded are(i)nonlocalef-

fectse�ectiveatlow tem peratures;(ii)im purity scatter-

ing;(iii) Ferm i-surface anisotropy;(iv) strong-coupling

e�ects; (v) gap anisotropy; (vi) m ixing ofhigher Lan-

dau levels in the spatialdependence ofthe pair poten-

tial; (vii) Landau-levelquantization in the quasiparti-

cle energy;13,32,35,36,37,38 (viii) 
uctuations beyond the

m ean-�eld theory.43 W e here derive an H c2 equation

which is num erically tractable,including allthe e�ects

except(vii)and (viii).

An H c2 equation considering the e�ects (i) and (ii)

was obtained by Helfand and W ertham er.6 It was ex-

tended byHohenbergand W ertham er9 totaketheFerm i-

surfaceanisotropy (iii)into account.Equationswith the

strong-coupling e�ects (iv) were derived by Eilenberger

and Am begaokar11 using M atsubara frequenciesand by

W ertham er and M cM illan12 on the real energy axis,

which are equivalent to one another. Schossm ann and

Schachinger27 later incorporated Pauli param agnetism

into the strong-coupling equation. Although an equa-

tion including (i)-(iv) waspresented by Langm ann,33 it

isstillrathercom plicated forcarrying outan actualnu-

m erical com putation. O n the other hand, Rieck and

Scharnberg30 presented an e�cient H c2 equation where

the e�ects(i)-(iii)and (vi)weretaken into account,and

also (v) in the specialcase ofthe clean lim it. See also

the work by Rieck,Scharnberg,and Schopohl31 where

the strong-coupling e�ects (v) have also been consid-

ered. O ur study can be regarded as a direct extension

of the Rieck-Scharnberg equation30 to incorporate (i)-

(iv) sim ultaneously. To this end, we adopt a slightly

di�erent and (probably) m ore convenient procedure of

using creation and annihilation operators. W e willpro-

ceed with clarifying the connections with the Rieck-

Scharnberg equation asexplicitly aspossible.

The rem arkable success of the sim pli�ed Bardeen-

Cooper-Schrie�er(BCS)theory44,45 tellsusthatdetailed

electronic structuresare ratherirrelevantto the proper-

ties ofclassic superconductors at H = 0. However,this

is not the case for the properties of type-II supercon-

ductors in �nite m agnetic �elds,especially in the clean

lim it,as�rstrecognized by Hohenberg and W ertham er.9

Their e�ort to include the Ferm i-surface anisotropy in

the H c2 equation was m otivated by the fact that the

Helfand-W ertham er theory6 using the spherical Ferm i

surfaceshowsneitherqualitativenorquantitativeagree-

m entswith experim entson clean type-IIsuperconductors

likeNb46,47,48 and V.49 Indeed,angularvariation in H c2

by 10% wasobserved atlow tem peraturesin high-quality

Nb46,50,51 and V 50,51 with cubic sym m etry.52 Also,the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403314v2
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reduced critical�eld

h
�(t)�

H c2(t)

� dHc2(t)=dtjt= 1
(t� T=Tc); (1)

calculated by Helfand and W ertham er6 hash�(0)= 0:727

in the clean lim it,whereas a later experim ent on high-

purity Nb shows hh�(0)i = 1:06 for the average over

�eld directions.51 Hohenberg and W ertham er9 carried

outaperturbation expansion forcubicm aterialswith re-

spectto thenonlocalcorrection wheretheFerm i-surface

anisotropy enters. They could thereby provide a quali-

tative understanding ofthe H c2 anisotropy and the en-

hancem entofhh�(t)iobserved in Nb.They also derived

an expression forhh�(0)iapplicableto anisotropicFerm i

surfaces. It was later used by M attheiss14 to estim ate

hh�(0)i= 0:989 for Nb based on his detailed electronic-

structurecalculation.Thestrong dependenceofh�(t)in

the clean lim iton detailed Ferm i-surface structurescan

alsobeseen clearly in thenum ericalresultsfrom am odel

calculation by Rieck and Scharnberg,30 and from thedif-

ference h�(0)= 0:727 and 0:591 between sphericaland

cylindricalFerm isurfaces,respectively.41

O n the other hand,it was shown by W ertham er and

M cM illan12 thatthestrong-couplinge�ectschangeh�(t)

by only . 2% forthesphericalFerm isurfaceand cannot

be the m ain reason forthe enhancem entofh�(0)in Nb.

The m ost com plete calculation including the e�ects

(i)-(iv) was perform ed on pure Nb by Butler.22,23 He

solved the strong-coupling equation by Eilenberger and

Am begaokar,11 taking fullaccount ofthe Ferm i-surface

structure and the phonon spectra from his electronic-

structurecalculations.Hecould thereby obtain an excel-

lent agreem ent with experim ents by W illiam son50 with

hh�(0)i= 0:96 and by K erchneretal.53 However,a later

experim ent by Sauerzopf et al.51 on a high-purity Nb

shows a larger value hh�(0)i= 1:06,thereby suggesting

that there m ay be som e factors m issing in Butler’s cal-

culation.

Theoreticalconsiderations on the e�ects (v) and (vi)

started m uch later. ItwasTakanaka18 and Teichler19,20

who�rstincluded gap anisotropy(v)in theH c2 equation.

They both considered the nonlocale�ectperturbatively

adopting a separable pair potential. Takanaka studied

H c2 anisotropyobserved in uniaxialcrystals,whereasTe-

ichlerapplied histheory to the H c2 anisotropy in cubic

Nb.Thisapproach by Teichlerwasextended by Proham -

m er and Schachinger28 to anisotropic polycrystals and

used by W eber et al.54 to analyze anisotropy e�ects in

Nb.

The m ixing of higher Landau levels (vi) was �rst

considered by Takanaka and Nagashim a15 in extending

the Hohenberg-W ertham er theory for cubic m aterials9

to higher orders in the nonlocal correction. It was

also taken into account by Takanaka18 in the above-

m entioned work,by Youngnerand K lem m 24 in theirper-

turbation expansion with respect to the nonlocal cor-

rections,by Scharnberg and K lem m 25 in studying H c2

forp-wave superconductors,by Rieck and Scharnberg30

forsuperconductorswith nearly cylindricalm odelFerm i

surfaces,and by Proham m erand Carbotte29 ford-wave

superconductors. See also a recent work by M iranovi�c,

M achida,and K ogan on M gB2.
39 Although it plays an

im portantrolein thepresenceofgap anisotropy,25,29 this

m ixing wasnotconsidered by Teichler.19,20

Now,one m ay be convinced that calculations includ-

ing (i)-(vi) are still absent. Especially, m any of the

theoreticale�orts have been focused only on the spe-

cial case of cubic m aterials.9,15,19,20,22,23 For exam ple,

a detailed theory is still absent for the large positive

(upward) curvature observed in H c2(T . Tc) of lay-

ered superconductors,55,56 except a qualitative descrip-

tion by Takanaka18 and Dalrym pleand Prober.57 Based

on these observations,we here derive an H c2 equation

which isnum erically tractableforarbitrary crystalstruc-

tures and �eld directions by using Ferm isurfaces from

ab initio electronic-structure calculations. This kind of

calculations has been perform ed only for Nb by Butler

so far.22,23 M aking such calculations possible for other

m aterialsisexpected to enhanceourquantitativeunder-

standing on H c2 substantially.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows. Section IIconsid-

ers the weak-coupling m odelwith gap anisotropy and

s-wave im purity scattering. W e derive an H c2 equation

valid at alltem peratures as wellas an analytic expres-

sion forH c2(T . Tc)up to second orderin 1� T=Tc.The

m ain analyticresultsofSec.IIarelisted in TableIforan

easyreference.Section IIIextendstheH c2 equation soas

to include p-wave im purity scattering,spin-orbit im pu-

rity scattering,and strong electron-phonon interactions.

Section IV presentsnum ericalexam plesform odelFerm i

surfacesofa three-dim ensionaltight-binding m odelwith

cubic sym m etry. Section V sum m arizes the paper. W e

putkB = 1 throughout.

II. W EA K -C O U P LIN G H c2 EQ U A T IO N

A . Ferm i-surface harm onics and gap anisotropy

W e�rstspecifythegap anisotropyin ourconsideration

with respectto theFerm i-surfaceharm onics.TheFerm i-

surface harm onicswere introduced by Allen58 asconve-

nientpolynom ialsin solving the Boltzm ann and Eliash-

berg equations.They werelaterused by Langm ann33 to

derive an H c2 equation applicable to anisotropic Ferm i

surfaces and anisotropic pairing interactions. However,

thepolynom ialsconstructedbyAllen basedon theG ram -

Schm idtorthonorm alization are notvery convenientfor

treating the gap anisotropy. W e here adopt an alter-

nativeconstruction starting from thepairing interaction

V (kF;k
0
F
)on the Ferm isurface,59 where kF denotesthe

Ferm i wavevector. Evidently V (kF;k
0
F) is Herm itian

V �(kF;k
0
F
)= V (k0

F
;kF),and invariantunderevery sym -

m etry operation R ofthegroup G fortherelevantcrystal

asRV (kF;k
0
F
)R �1 = V (kF;k

0
F
). W e hence considerthe
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TABLE I:Equation num bersfor the relevant analytic expressions to calculate H c2. The uppercritical�eld H c2 corresponds

to the pointwhere the sm allesteigenvalue ofthe Herm itian m atrix A = (A N N 0)takeszero.

h���i �(kF) B � 0 Tc lc �vF + c1;2 �ij ~"
0

n
�� A N N 0 K N N 0 �(x) H c2(T . Tc) B 1 B 2 R w �;�

(4) (5) (7) hc=2e (A5) (15) (18) (19) (20) (13) (30) (36) (39) (41) (22) (23) (A9a) (24) (A4)

following eigenvalueproblem :

Z

dS
0
F�(k

0
F)V (kF;k

0
F)�

(�j)

 (k0F)= V

(�j)
�
(�j)

 (kF): (2)

HeredSF denotesan in�nitesim alarea on theFerm isur-

faceand �(kF)� [(2�)3N (0)jvFj]
�1 with vF theFerm ive-

locity and N (0)thedensity ofstatesperonespin and per

unitvolum eattheFerm ienergyin thenorm alstate.The

superscript� denotesan irreduciblerepresentation ofG ,

j distinguishesdi�erenteigenvaluesbelonging to �,and


 speci�esan eigenvectorin (�;j).Thiseigenvalueprob-

lem wasalso considered by Pokrovskii60 withoutspecify-

ing the sym m etry.Thebasisfunctionsthereby obtained

naturally have allthe properties of Ferm i-surface har-

m onicsintroduced by Allen.Especially,they satisfy the

orthonorm ality and com pleteness:

h�
(�j)�

 �

(�
0
j
0
)


0
i= ���0�jj0�

0 ; (3a)

X

�j


�
(�j)

 (kF)�

(�j)�

 (k0F)=

�2(kF � k0
F
)

�(kF)
; (3b)

whereh� � � idenotesthe Ferm i-surfaceaverage:

hAi�

Z

dSF�(kF)A(kF): (4)

Using Eqs.(2)and (3),we obtain an alternativeexpres-

sion forthedim ensionlesspairinginteraction �(kF;k
0
F
)�

� N (0)V (kF;k
0
F
)as

�(kF;k
0
F)=

X

�j


�
(�j)

�
(�j)

 (kF)�

(�j)�

 (k0F): (5)

Thus,it is always possible to express a generalpairing

interaction as a sum ofseparable interactions. Notice

thattheaboveprocedureisapplicablealso to m ultiband

superconductors. Indeed, we only have to extend the

integration overkF to allthe Ferm isurfaces.

The Ferm i-surface harm onicscan be constructed also

from thecoupling function �(kF;k
0
F;"n� "0n)� ��(kF;k

0
F)

in thestrong-couplingEliashberg theory,61,62 where"n �

(2n + 1)�T is the M atsubara energy. Indeed,we only

have to specify an appropriate bosonic M atsubara en-

ergy !l � 2l�T and set V (kF;k
0
F
)� � [�(kF;k

0
F
;!l)�

��(kF;k
0
F
)]=N (0)in Eqs.(2)and (3).W ethereby obtain

an alternativeexpression forthe coupling function as

�(kF;k
0
F;"n� "

0
n)� �

�(kF;k
0
F)

=
X

�j


[�(�j)("n� "
0
n)� �

�(�j)]�(�j)
 (kF)�
(�j)�

 (k0F):(6)

W eexpectthatthisconstruction doesnotdepend on the

choiceof!l substantially.Itisworth noting thatab ini-

tio calculationsofthecoupling function arenow possible

forphonon-m ediated superconductors,asperform ed re-

cently for M gB2.
63 Hence ab initio constructionsofthe

Ferm i-surfaceharm onicsby Eq.(2)can becarried outin

principle.

From now onweconsiderthecaseswhere(i)thesystem

hasinversion sym m etry and (ii)a single�(�j) isrelevant

which belongs to an even-parity one-dim ensionalrepre-

sentation �. Indeed,these conditions are m et for m ost

superconductors. Hereafter we willdrop allthe indices

as�
(�j)

 (kF)! �(kF),forexam ple,and choose �(kF)as

a realfunction.

B . Eilenberger equations

Now,letusderivean H c2 equation forthesecond-order

transition in the weak-coupling m odelwith s-wave im -

purity scattering based on the quasiclassicalEilenberger

equations.64,65,66 The Eilenbergerequations are derived

from theG or’kov equationsby assum ing a constantden-

sity ofstatesnearthe Ferm ienergy in the norm alstate

and integrating outan irrelevantenergy variable.64,65,66

Thus,phenom ena closely connected with either the en-

ergy dependence of the density of states26 or the dis-

cretenessin the quasiparticle energy levels13,32,35,36,37,38

are beyond the scope ofthe present consideration. W e

alsodonotconsiderJosephson vorticesappearingin very

anisotropic layered superconductors.67 W ithin the lim i-

tations,however,the Eilenbergerequationsprovide one

ofthem ostconvenientstartingpointsforderivingan H c2

equation,asseen below.Thisapproach wasalsoadopted

by Rieck etal.30,31

W e take the externalm agnetic �eld H along the z

axis. In the presence ofPauliparam agnetism ,the av-

erage
ux density B in the bulk isconnected with H as

H = B � 4��nB ,where �n is the norm al-state spin sus-

ceptibility. The fact that �n is m ultiplied by B rather

than H correspondsto thefactthatthespinsrespond to

thetruem agnetic�eld in thebulk.Ithencefollowsthat

B isenhanced overH as

B = H =(1� 4��n): (7)

Thevectorpotentialin thebulk atH = H c2 can bewrit-

ten accordingly as

A (r)= (0;B x;0): (8)
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The �eld H is supposed to be along the direction

(sin� cos’;sin� sin’;cos�)in thecrystallographiccoor-

dinates (X ;Y;Z). The two coordinate system sare con-

nected by the rotation m atrix

R �

2

4
cos� cos’ cos� sin’ � sin�

� sin’ cos’ 0

sin� cos’ sin� sin’ cos�

3

5 ; (9)

asR H = (0;0;H )T ,where T denotestranspose. W e as-

sum e thatthevortex latticeisuniform along z.

W ith thegap anisotropy speci�ed by �(kF)and in the

presence ofPauliparam agnetism ,the Eilenbergerequa-

tionsread

�

"n� i�BB +
~

2�
hgi+

1

2
~vF � @

�

f =

�

��+
~

2�
hfi

�

g;

(10a)

�(r)ln
Tc0

T
= �T

1X

n= �1

�
�(r)

j"nj
� h�(kF)f("n;kF;r)i

�

:

(10b)

Here �B isthe Bohrm agneton,� isthe relaxation tim e

by nonm agnetic im purity scattering in the second-Born

approxim ation,�(r) is the pair potential,and @ is de-

�ned by

@ � r � i
2�

�0

A ; (11)

with �0 � hc=2e the 
ux quantum . W e willconsider

positively charged particlesfollowing theconvention;the

case ofelectrons can be obtained directly by A ! � A ,

i.e., reversing the m agnetic-�eld direction. The quasi-

classicalG reen’sfunctionsf and g areconnected by g=

(1� ffy)1=2sgn("n)with fy("n;kF;r)= f�(� "n;kF;r),
68

and Tc0 denotesthe transition tem perature in the clean

lim it� = 1 .

To obtain B c2,we form ally expand the quasiclassical

G reen’s functions up to the �rstorderin � as f = f (1)

and g= sgn("n). Substituting the expressionsinto Eqs.

(10a)and (10b),weobtain thelinearized self-consistency

equationsas

�

~"0n +
sgn("n)

2
~vF � @

�

f
(1) = ��+

~

2�
hf

(1)
i; (12a)

�ln
Tc0

T
= � �T

1X

n= �1

�

h�f
(1)
i�

�

j"nj

�

; (12b)

with

~"0n � ~"n � i�B B sgn("n); ~"n � j"nj+
~

2�
: (13)

C . O perators and basis functions

Itis usefulto transform the gradientoperatorin Eq.

(10a)as

vF � @ = (�v�F+ a� �vF+ a
y)=

p
2lc: (14)

Herelc denotes
1p
2
tim esthem agnetic length as

lc �
p
�0=2�B =

p
~c=2eB : (15)

Theoperatorsa and ay arede�ned by

�
a

ay

�

=
lc
p
2

�
c1 ic2
� c�1 ic�2

� �
@x
@y

�

; (16)

wherethe constantsc1 and c2 areconstrained by

c1c
�
2 + c

�
1c2 = 2; (17)

so that[a;ay]= 1.Finally,�vF+ isde�ned by

�vF+ � c2vFx + ic1vFy : (18)

The constants (c1,c2) can be �xed conveniently by re-

quiring that the gradientterm in the G inzburg-Landau

equation be expressed in term sofaya withoutusing aa

and ayay, i.e.,the pair potentialnear Tc be described

in term s ofthe lowest Landau levelonly. As shown in

Appendix A,thiscondition yields

c1 =

�
�2xx

�xx�yy � �2xy

�1=4

(19a)

c2 =

 
�2yy

�xx�yy � �2xy

!1=4

exp

0

@itan�1
� �xy

q

�xx�yy � �2xy

1

A ;

(19b)

where�ij� �ij(Tc)isde�ned by

�ij �
24(�Tc)

3

7�(3)hv2
F
i

1X

n= 0

1

~"3n

�

h�
2
vFivFji+

h�ih� vFivFji

2�"n

+
h�ih�vFivFji

2�"n
+
h�ih�ihvFivFji

(2�"n)
2

�

; (20)

with � the Riem ann zeta function.Noticethat�ij isdi-

m ensionless,approaching to �ij as� ! 1 forthe spher-

icalFerm isurface. Itisa directgeneralization ofthe �

function introduced by G or’kov69 toanisotropicsystem s.

Theoperatorsin Eq.(16)extends(a� ;a+ )introduced

by Helfand and W ertham er6 foranisotropiccrystals.For

uniaxialcrystals,they reduce to the operators used by

Takanaka.18
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Using Eq.(16), we can also m ake up a set ofbasis

functionsto describe vortex-latticestructuresas70

 N q(r)=

s

2�lc

c1a2
p
� V

N f=2X

n= �N f=2+ 1

exp

�

iqy

�

y+
l2cqx

2

��

� exp

�

i
na1x

l2c

�

y+ l
2
cqx �

na1y

2

��

� exp

"

�
c1c2

2

�
x � l2cqy � na1x

c1lc

�2
#

�
1

p
2N N !

H N

�
x � l2cqy � na1x

c1lc

�

: (21)

Here N = 0;1;2;� � � denotes the Landau level,q is an

arbitrary chosen m agnetic Bloch vector characterizing

the broken translationalsym m etry ofthe vortex lattice

and specifying the core locations,and V is the volum e

ofthe system . The quantities a1x and a2 are the com -

ponents ofthe basic vectorsa1 and a2 in the xy plane,

respectively,with a2 k ŷ and a1xa2 = 2�l2c,N
2
f
denotes

the num ber of the 
ux quantum in the system , and

H N (x)� ex
2�
� d

dx

�N
e�x

2

istheHerm itepolynom ial.The

basisfunctionsareboth orthonorm aland com plete,sat-

isfying a N q =
p
N  N �1q and ay N q =

p
N + 1 N + 1q.

Thefunction (21)isadirectgeneralizationoftheEilen-

bergerfunction10  N (rjr0)with c1= c2= 1to anisotropic

Ferm isurfaces and energy gaps. For q = 0 in the clean

lim it,Eq.(21)reducesto thefunction obtained by Rieck

etal.,30,31,71 However,they derived it without recource

to the creation and annihilation operators ofEq.(16).

Theseoperatorshavesim pli�ed thederivation oftheba-

sis functions and willalso m ake the whole calculations

below m uch easierand transparent.

D . A nalytic expression ofH c2 near Tc

Using Eq.(16),it is also possible to obtain an ana-

lyticexpression forB c2� Hc2=(1� 4��n)nearTc.Letus

expressitas

B c2 = B 1(1� t)+ B2(1� t)2 ; (22)

with t� T=Tc.Thecoe�cientsB 1 and B 2 determ inethe

initialslopeand the curvature,respectively.

Itisshown in Appendix A thatB 1 isobtained as

B 1 �
24�R �0

7�(3)(�xx�yy� �2xy)
1=2 (~hv2

F
i1=2=Tc)

2
; (23)

where� istheRiem ann zeta function,�ij isgiven by Eq.

(20),and R isde�ned by

R = 1� ~

1� h�i2

2�
2�Tc

1X

n= 0

1

~"2n
: (24)

The factor ~hv2
F
i1=2=Tc in the denom inator ofEq.(23)

isessentially the BCS coherence length.44 Also,R isdi-

m ensionless and approaches unity for � ! 1 . Equa-

tion (23)isa directgeneralization oftheresultby Rieck

and Scharnberg30 for �(kF)= 1 to the cases with gap

anisotropy and for arbitrary strength of the im purity

scattering.

It is convenient to express hvFivFji in Eq.(20) with

respect to the crystallographic coordinates (X ;Y;Z) to

see the anisotropy in B 1 m anifestly. Using Eq.(9),vFx
and vFy arerewritten as

(
vFx = vFX cos� cos’ + vFY cos� sin’ � vFZ sin�

vFy = � vFX sin’ + vFY cos’
;

(25)

so that
8
>>>><

>>>>:

hv2
Fxi= (hv2

FX icos
2 ’ + hv2

FY isin
2
’)cos2 �

+ hv2
FZ isin

2
�

hv2
Fyi= hv2

FX isin
2
’ + hv2

FY icos
2 ’

hvFxvFyi= (hv2
FY i� hv2

FX i)cos� cos’ sin’

: (26)

The quantities h� vFxvFyi and h�2vFxvFyi can be ex-

pressed sim ilarly in thecrystallographiccoordinatesonce

�(kF)isgiven explicitly. In particular,when �(kF)be-

longsto the A 1g representation,the expressionsfor the

two averagesare essentially the sam e asEq.(26). From

Eqs.(23),(20),and (26),we realize im m ediately that

the initialslope is isotropic when (i) �(kF) belongs to

A 1g and (ii)the crystalhascubic sym m etry.

Theexpression forB 2 ism orecom plicated asgiven ex-

plicitly by Eq.(A9a).ItincludesFerm i-surfaceaverages

ofv4F x,v
2
F xv

2
F y,etc.,and enablesustoestim atetheinitial

curvatureofH c2 given the Ferm i-surfacestructure.

E. H c2 equation

W e now derive an H c2 equation which can be solved

e�ciently atalltem peratures.To thisend,wetransform

Eqs.(12a)and (12b)into algebraicequationsby expand-

ing�and f (1) in thebasisfunctionsofofEq.(21)as41,70

�(r)=
p
V

1X

N = 0

� N  N q(r); (27a)

f
(1)("n;kF;r)=

p
V

1X

N = 0

f
(1)

N
("n;kF) N q(r): (27b)

Letussubstitute Eqs.(14)and (27)into Eqs.(12a)and

(12b),m ultiply them by  �
N q

(r),and perform integra-

tions over r. Equations (12a) and (12b) are thereby

transform ed into

X

N 0

M N N 0f
(1)

N 0 = �� N +
~

2�
hf

(1)

N
i; (28a)
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� N ln
Tc0

T
= � �T

1X

n= �1

�

h�f
(1)

N
i�

� N

j"nj

�

; (28b)

wherethe m atrix M istridiagonalas

M N N 0 � ~"0n�N N 0 +
p
N + 1 ����N ;N 0�1 �

p
N �� �N ;N 0+ 1 ;

(29)

with

�� �
~�vF+ sgn("n)

2
p
2lc

: (30)

W e �rstfocuson Eq.(28a)and introduce the m atrix

K by

K N N 0 � (M �1 )N N 0 ; (31)

which necessarily hasthe sam esym m etry asM :72

K N N 0("n;��)= KN 0N ("n;� ���)= K
�
N N 0(� "n;�

���)

= K
�
N 0N (� "n;

��): (32)

Using K,Eq.(28a)issolved form ally as

f
(1)

N
=
X

N 0

K N N 0

�

�� N 0 +
~

2�
hf

(1)

N 0i

�

: (33)

Taking the Ferm i-surface average to obtain hf
(1)

N
i and

substituting it back into Eq.(33),we arrive at an ex-

pression forthe vectorf(1)� (f
(1)

0 ;f
(1)

1 ;f
(1)

2 ;� � � )T as

f
(1) =

�

K�+
~

2�
K

�

I �
~hKi

2�

��1

hK�i

�

� ; (34)

with I the unit m atrix in the Landau-levelindices and

� � (�0;� 1;� 2;� � � )T .

W enextsubstituteEq.(34)intoEq.(28b).W ethereby

obtain the condition thatEq.(28b)hasa nontrivialso-

lution for� as

detA = 0; (35)

wherethe m atrix A isde�ned by

A = I ln
T

Tc0
+ �T

1X

n= �1

�
I

j"nj
� hK�

2
i

�
~

2�
hK�i

�

I �
~hKi

2�

��1

hK�i

�

; (36)

with I the unitm atrix in the Landau-levelindices.The

upper critical�eld B c2 corresponds to the highest �eld

where Eq.(35)issatis�ed,with B and H connected by

Eq.(7). Put it another way,B c2 is determ ined by re-

quiring thatthesm allesteigenvalueofA bezero.Notice

thatA isHerm itian,ascan beshown by using Eq.(32),

so thatitcan be diagonalized easily.

Equation (36)tellsusthatcentralto determ ining B c2

lies the calculation of K N N 0 de�ned by Eqs.(29) and

(31).An e�cientalgorithm foritwasalready developed

in Sec.IIF ofRef.41,which is sum m arized as follows.

Letusde�neR N (N = 0;1;2;� � � )and�R N (N = 1;2;� � � )

by

R N �1 = (1+ N x
2
R N )

�1
; (37a)

�R N + 1 = (1+ N x
2 �R N )

�1
; �R 1 = 1; (37b)

respectively,with

x� j��j=~"0n : (38)

Then K N N 0 forN � N0 can be obtained by

K N N 0 =
1

~"0n
�N (x)��N 0(x)

�
��

~"0n

� N �N
0

; (39)

with

�N �
p
N !

NY

k= 0

R k ; (40a)

��N �

8
><

>:

1 (N = 0)

1
p
N !

NY

k= 1

1

�R k

(N � 1)
: (40b)

The expression ofK N N 0 forN < N 0 followsim m ediately

by Eq.(32).

Asshown in Appendix B,Eqs.(40a)and (40b)can be

written alternatively as

�N (x)�
2

p
�N !

Z 1

0

sN H N (s)

1+ 2x2s2
e�s

2

ds

=
1

p
N !

Z 1

0

s
N exp

�

� s�
x2

2
s
2

�

ds

= 2N
p
�N !zN + 1ez

2

iN erfc(z); (41a)

��N (x)�
1

p
N !

�
x
p
2i

�N

H N

�
i

p
2x

�

=
1

yN
p
N !

e�y
2
=2

�
d

dy

�N

ey
2
=2

�
�
�
�
�
y= 1=x

: (41b)

respectively,where z� 1=
p
2x and iN erfc(z)denotesthe

repeated integraloftheerrorfunction.73 Thelatterfunc-

tion ��N (x)isan
N

2
th-order(N �1

2
th-order)polynom ialof

x2 forN = even (odd).

Thus,the key quantity K N N 0 is given here in a com -

pactseparableform with respectto N and N 0.Thisisa

plausible feature for perform ing num ericalcalculations,

which m ay be considered asone ofthe m ain advantages

ofthe presentform alism overthatofLangm ann.33 O ur

K 00 in Eq.(39)ism ore convenientthan Eq.(26)ofHo-

henbergand W ertham er9 in thatH c2 nearTc isdescribed



7

in term softhe lowestLandau levelforarbitrary crystal

structures.

Equations (35) and (36) with Eqs.(39), (13), (30),

(15),(18),(20),and (19)are one ofthe m ain resultsof

thepaper(seealso TableI).They enableuse�cientcal-

culationsofH c2 atalltem peraturesbased on the Ferm i

surfaces from ab initio electronic-structure calculations.

They form a direct extension of the Rieck-Scharnberg

equation30 to the cases with gap anisotropy and arbi-

trary strength ofthe im purity scattering. Indeed,Eq.

(41b)iswritten alternatively as

��2N (x)=
1

p
(2N )!2N z2N

PN (2z
2); (42)

with z � 1=
p
2x, where PN is the polynom ialde�ned

below Eq.(6) ofRieck and Scharnberg.30 Substituting

thisresultand the lastexpression ofEq.(41a)into Eq.

(39),itcan bechecked directlythat~"nK 2N 02N forN 0� N

isequalto M 2N 02N in Eq.(6)ofRieck and Scharnberg.30

Using this fact,one can show thatthe m atrix A in Eq.

(36) reduces to the corresponding m atrix in Eq.(5) of

Rieck and Scharnbergeither(i)fortheisotropicgap with

arbitrary im purity scattering or (ii) in the clean lim it

with an arbitrary gap structure.Herewehaveadopted x

in Eq.(38)asa variableinstead ofz,becausex rem ains

�nite at�nite tem peratures.

From Eq.(39) and the sym m etry �� ! � �� for vF !

� vF, we realize that hK 2N ;2N 0+ 1i, hK 2N ;2N 0+ 1�i, and

hK 2N ;2N 0+ 1�
2i allvanish in the present case where (i)

the system has inversion sym m etry and (ii) �(kF) be-

longsto an even-parity representation. It hence follows

that we only have to consider N = even Landau levels

in the calculation ofEq.(36). To obtain a m atrix ele-

m ent ofEq.(36),we have to perform a Ferm isurface

integralfor each n and perform the sum m ation overn,

which is wellwithin the capacity ofm odern com puters,

however. Actualcalculations ofthe sm allesteigenvalue

m ay be perform ed by taking only N � Ncut Landau lev-

elsinto account,and the convergencecan be checked by

increasing N cut. W e can put N cut = 0 near Tc due to

Eq.(19),and haveto increaseN cut asthetem peratureis

lowered. However,excellent convergence is expected at

alltem peraturesby choosing N cut. 20.

III. EX T EN SIO N S O F T H E H c2 EQ U A T IO N

W eextend theH c2 equation ofSec.IIin severaldirec-

tions.

A . p-w ave im purity scattering

W e�rsttakep-waveim purity scattering into account.

In thiscase,Eq.(10a)isreplaced by

�

"n� i�BB +
~

2�
hgi+

3~

2�1
k̂F � ĥk

0
Fgi

0+
1

2
~vF � @

�

f

=

�

��+
~

2�
hfi+

3~

2�1
k̂F � ĥk

0
Ffi

0

�

g; (43)

where ĥk0
F
gi0� ĥk0

F
g("n;k

0
F
;r)i0,forexam ple,and k̂F �

kF=hk
2
F
i1=2.Noticethatk̂F isnotaunitvectorin general.

Linearizing Eq.(43)with respectto �,we obtain

�

~"0n +
sgn("n)

2
~vF � @

�

f
(1) = ��+

~

2�
hf

(1)
i

+
3~

2�1
k̂F � ĥk

0
Ff

(1)
i
0
; (44)

with ~"0n de�ned by Eq.(13).

Firstofall,we derive expressionsforTc atH = 0,the

coe�cients(c 1;c2)in Eq.(16),and B c2 nearTc up to the

�rstorder in 1� t,based on Eq.(44)and following the

procedure in Sec.A. It turns out that we only need a

changeofthe de�nition of�ij from Eq.(20)into

�ij �
24(�Tc)

3

7�(3)hv2
F
i

1X

n= 0

1

~"3n

��

vFivFj

�
�
�
�� +

h�i

2�"n=~

�
�
�
�

2 �

+
3

2�1~"n=~
(P y

Q
�1
P )ij

�

; (45)

wherethe m atricesP and Q arede�ned by

Pij �

��

� +
h�i

2�j"nj=~

�

k̂FivFj

�

; (46a)

Q ij � �ij �
3~

2�1~"n
ĥkFik̂Fji: (46b)

Then Tc,(c1;c2),and B 1 in Eq.(22) are given by the

sam e equations,i.e.,Eqs.(A5),(19),and (23),respec-

tively.

Using Eqs.(14)and (27),we nexttransform Eq.(44)

into an algebraic equation. The resulting equation can

solved in the sam eway asEq.(33)to yield

f
(1) = K

�

�� +
~

2�
hf

(1)
i+

3~

2�1
k̂F � ĥk

0
Ff

(1)
i
0

�

; (47)

whereK isgivenbyEq.(39).Itisconvenienttointroduce

the quantities:

p0 �

r
~

2�
; pj �

r
3~

2�1
k̂Fj (j= x;y;z): (48)
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Then from Eq.(47),we obtain self-consistentequations

forhp�0f
(1)iand hp�jf

(1)ias

2

6
6
6
4

hp�0f
(1)i

hp�xf
(1)i

hp�yf
(1)i

hp�zf
(1)i

3

7
7
7
5
= W

2

6
6
6
4

hp�0K�i�

hp�xK�i�

hp�yK�i�

hp�zK�i�

3

7
7
7
5
; (49)

wherethe m atrix W isde�ned by

W �

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

I� hjp0j
2
Ki � hp�0pxKi � hp�0pyKi � hp�0pzKi

� hp�xp0Ki I� hjpxj
2Ki � hp�xpyKi � hp�xpzKi

� hp�yp0Ki � hp�ypxKi I� hjpyj
2Ki � hp�ypzKi

� hp�zp0Ki � hp�zpxKi � hp�zpyKi I� hjpzj
2Ki

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

�1

:

(50)

The com plex conjugations � in Eqs.(49) and (50) are

not necessary here but for a later convenience. Notice

the sym m etry W �
lm ("n;

��)= W m l(� "n;
��) in the m atrix

elem entsofW ,asseen from Eq.(32).Using Eq.(49)in

Eq.(47),we obtain an explicitexpression forf(1) as

f
(1) = K�� +

�
p0K pxK pyK pzK

�
W

2

6
6
6
4

hp�0K�i

hp�xK�i

hp�yK�i

hp�zK�i

3

7
7
7
5
� :

(51)

Finally,let us substitute Eq.(51) into Eq.(28b). W e

thereby �nd thatEq.(36)isreplaced by

A = I ln
T

Tc0
+ �T

1X

n= �1

�
I

j"nj
� hK�

2
i

�
�
hp0K�ihpxK�ihpyK�ihpzK�i

�
W

2

6
6
6
4

hp�0K�i

hp�xK�i

hp�yK�i

hp�zK�i

3

7
7
7
5

�

:

(52)

Asbefore,H c2 isdeterm ined by requiringthatthesm all-

esteigenvalue ofEq.(52)be zero.ThisA isHerm itian,

as can be shown by using Eq.(32) and W �
lm ("n;

��)�

W m l(� "n;
��).Thus,Eq.(52)can bediagonalized easily.

Itisstraightforward to extend Eq.(52)to a m oregen-

eral im purity scattering with the kF-dependent relax-

ation tim e �(kF;k
0
F
). To this end, we apply the pro-

cedureofEqs.(2)-(5)to 1=�(kF;k
0
F
)to expand itas

1

�(kF;k
0
F
)
=
X

�j


�
(�j)

 (kF)�

(�j)�

 (kF)

�(�j)
; (53)

where1=�(�j) and �
(�j)

 (kF)denotean eigenvalueand its

eigenfunction,respectively.W e then realizethat

p
(�j)

 �

r
~

2�(�j)
�
(�j)

 (kF) (54)

substitutesforp0 and pj in Eq.(52).

B . Spin-orbit im purity scattering

Itwasnoticed by W ertham eretal.7 and M aki8 that,

forhigh-�eld superconductingalloyswith shortm ean free

paths,Pauliparam agnetism has to be incorporated si-

m ultaneously with spin-orbitim purity scattering. They

presented a theory valid for � � �so,where �so is spin-

orbitscattering tim e. It waslater generalized by Rieck

etal.31 foran arbitrary valueof�so.Thise�ectcan also

be taken into accounteasily in the form ulation.

In the presence ofspin-orbitim purity scattering,Eq.

(10a)isreplaced by

�

"n � i�BB +
~

2�
hgi+

~cso

2�so
hĵkF � k̂

0
Fj

2
gi

0+
1

2
~vF � @

�

f

=

�

��+
~

2�
hfi+

~cso

2�so
hĵkF � k̂

0
Fj
2
fi

0

�

g; (55)

with cso� 1=hhĵkF� k̂
0
F
j2i0i.Tosim plify thenotationsand

m aketheargum enttransparent,itisusefulto introduce

the quantities:

p0 �

r
~

2�
; pij �

r
~cso

2�so
(̂k2F�ij� k̂F îkFj); (56a)

q0 �

r
~

2�
; qij �

r
~cso

2�so
k̂F îkFj(2� �ij); (56b)

and the vectors:

p � (p0;pxx;pyy;pzz;pxy;pyz;pzx)
T
; (57a)

q � (q0;qxx;qyy;qzz;qxy;qyz;qzx)
T
: (57b)

Then Eq.(55)linearized with respectto � iswritten in

term sofEq.(57)as

�

~"0n +
sgn("n)

2
~vF � @

�

f
(1) = ��+ p � hqf

(1)
i; (58)

where ~"0n isde�ned by

~"0n � ~"n � i�B B sgn("n); ~"n � j"nj+ p � hqi: (59)

Noticep � hqi= hpi� q.

Itfollowsfrom theprocedurein Sec.A thatTc atH = 0

satis�es

ln
Tc0

Tc
= 2�Tc

1X

n= 0

�
1

"n
�

�
�2

~"n

�

�

�
pT �

~"n

�

Q
�1

�
q�

~"n

��

;

(60)

wherethe m atrix Q isde�ned by (r;s= 0;xx;� � � ;zx)

Q rs = �rs �

�
qrps

~"n

�

: (61)
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Also,�ij in Eq.(20)should be m odi�ed into

�ij �
24(�Tc)

3

7�(3)hv2
F
i

1X

n= 0

�
vFivFj

~"3n

�

� +

�
pT �

~"n

�

Q
�1
q

�

�

�

� + p
T
Q
�1

�
q�

~"n

���

: (62)

Finally,R in Eq.(24)isreplaced by

R = 1� 2�Tc

1X

n= 0

��
�2p� hqi

~"2n

�

+

�
p� hqipT �

~"2n

�

Q
�1

�
q�

~"n

�

� "n

�
pT �

~"n

�

Q
�1

�
q�

~"2n

�

� "n

�
pT �

~"n

�

Q
�1

�
qT p

~"2n

�

Q
�1

�
q�

~"n

��

: (63)

W ith theabovem odi�cations,Tc,(c1;c2),and B 1 in Eq.

(22)aregiven by Eqs.(A5),(19),and (23),respectively.

W enow transform Eq.(58)into an algebraicequation

by using Eqs.(14)and (27).The resulting equation can

solved in the sam eway asEq.(33).W e thereby obtain

f
(1) = K�� +

X

r

prKhqrf
(1)
i; (64)

where K is given by Eq.(39) with ~"0n replaced by Eq.

(59).From Eq.(64),we obtain self-consistentequations

forhq0f
(1)iand hqijf

(1)ias

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

hq0f
(1)i

hqxxf
(1)i

hqyyf
(1)i

hqzzf
(1)i

hqxyf
(1)i

hqyzf
(1)i

hqzxf
(1)i

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

= W

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

hq0K�i�

hqxxK�i�

hqyyK�i�

hqzzK�i�

hqxyK�i�

hqyzK�i�

hqzxK�i�

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (65)

wherethe m atrix W isde�ned by

W �

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

I� hq0p0Ki � hq0pxxKi � hq0pyyKi � � �

� hqxxp0Ki I� hqxxpxxKi � hqxxpyyKi � � �

� hqyyp0Ki � hqyypxxKi I� hqyypyyKi � � �

� hqzzp0Ki � hqzzpxxKi � hqzzpyyKi � � �

� hqxyp0Ki � hqxypxxKi � hqxypyyKi � � �

� hqyzp0Ki � hqyzpxxKi � hqyzpyyKi � � �

� hqzxp0Ki � hqzxpxxKi � hqzxpyyKi � � �

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

�1

:

(66)

Using Eq.(65)in Eq.(64),weobtain an explicitexpres-

sion forf(1) as

f
(1) = K�� +

�
p0K pxxK pyyK � � �

�
W

2

6
6
6
6
4

hq0K�i

hqxxK�i

hqyyK�i

...

3

7
7
7
7
5
�

= K�� +
�
q0K qxxK qyyK � � �

�
W

y

2

6
6
6
6
4

hp0K�i

hpxxK�i

hpyyK�i

...

3

7
7
7
7
5
� ;

(67)

with W y de�ned by [W y("n;��)]lm � W �
m l(� "n;

��). The

latter expression originates from the self-consistency

equations for hp0f
(1)i and hpijf

(1)i sim ilar to Eq.(65).

Finally,let us substitute Eq.(67) into Eq.(28b). W e

thereby �nd thatEq.(36)isreplaced by

A = I ln
T

Tc0
+ �T

1X

n= �1

�
I

j"nj
� hK�

2
i

�
�
hp0K�ihpxxK�ihpyyK�i� � �

�
W

2

6
6
6
4

hq0K�i

hqxxK�i

hqyyK�i

� � �

3

7
7
7
5

�

= I ln
T

Tc0
+ �T

1X

n= �1

�
I

j"nj
� hK�

2
i

�
�
hq0K�ihqxxK�ihqyyK�i� � �

�
W

y

2

6
6
6
4

hp0K�i

hpxxK�i

hpyyK�i

� � �

3

7
7
7
5

�

:

(68)

Asbefore,H c2 isdeterm ined by requiringthatthesm all-

esteigenvalue ofEq.(68)be zero.ThisA isHerm itian,

ascan be shown by using Eq.(32)and [W y("n;��)]lm �

W �
m l
(� "n;

��),which can be diagonalized easily.

C . Strong electron-phonon interactions

W e �nally consider the e�ects of strong electron-

phonon interactionswithin the fram ework oftheEliash-

berg theory.61,62 W e adopt the notations used by Allen

and B.M itrovi�c62 exceptthe replacem entZ�! �.

TheEilenbergerequationswereextended by Teichler74

to include the strong-coupling e�ects. They can also be

derived directly from the equations given by Allen and

B.M itrovi�c62 by carrying outthe \� integration"66 as

�

Z"n� i�B B +
~

2�
hgi+

1

2
~vF � @

�

f =

�

��+
~

2�
hfi

�

g;

(69a)
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�(" n;r)= �T

nc0X

n0= �n c0

[�("n � "n0)� �
�]h�(kF)f("n0;kF;r)i;

(69b)

Z("n;kF)= 1+
�T

"n

nc0X

n0= �n c0

h�(kF;k
0
F;"n � "n0)g("n0;k

0
F;r)i

0
;

(69c)

wherenc0 correspondstotheM atsubarafrequencyabout

�ve tim es as large as the Debye frequency.62 W e have

retained fullkF dependence of� in Eq.(69c),because

thecontribution from otherpairing channels,which m ay

benegligibleforthepairpotential,can besubstantialfor

the renorm alization factorZ.

W elinearizeEqs.(69)with respectto�and repeatthe

procedurein Sec.A up tothezeroth orderin 1� t.Itthen

followsthatTc atH = 0 isdeterm ined by the condition

that the sm allest eigenvalue ofthe following m atrix be

zero:

A
(0)

nn0 � �nn0 � �T[�("n � "n0)� �
�]

��
�2

~"n0

�

+
~

2�

�
�

~"n0

�2�
~"n0

Z
(0)

n0 j"n0j

��

; (70)

whereZ (0) isgiven by

Z
(0)("n;kF)= 1+

�T

"n

nc0X

n0= �n c0

h�(kF;k
0
F;"n � "n0)i0sgn("n0);

(71)

and ~"n isde�ned togetherwith ~"0n by

~"n � Z
(0)
j"nj+

~

2�
; ~"0n � ~"n � i�B B sgn("n): (72)

W e next �x (c1;c2) in Eq.(16) conveniently. For the

weak-coupling m odel,wehave�xed itby using Eq.(A6)

nearTc so thatthe coe�cientofaa vanishes,i.e.,there

is no m ixing ofhigher Landau levels in the H c2 equa-

tion near Tc. However,the coe�cient ofaa in the cor-

responding strong-coupling equation becom esfrequency

dependent. It hence follows that, even near Tc, there

isno choice for(c1;c2)which preventsm ixing ofhigher

Landau levelsfrom theH c2 equation.W ehereadoptthe

weak-coupling expression in Eq.(19).

W enow considertheH c2 equation and repeatthesam e

calculationsasthosein Sec.IIB.W ethereby�nd thatEq.

(36)isreplaced by

A nN ;n0N 0 = �nn0�N N 0 � �T[�("n� "n0)� �
�]

�

hK
0
�
2
i

+
~

2�
hK

0
�i

�

I �
~hK 0i

2�

��1

hK
0
�i

�

N N 0

; (73)

where K 0 � K("n0;��) which also has kF dependence

through Z (0)0= Z (0)("n0;kF). As before,H c2 is deter-

m ined by requiring that the sm allest eigenvalue ofEq.

(73)be zero.

W em ay alternatively use,instead ofEq.(73),them a-

trix:

A
0
nN ;n0N 0 = (�� �

�)
�1

nn0�N N 0 � �nn0�T

�

hK�
2
i

+
~

2�
hK�i

�

I �
~hKi

2�

��1

hK�i

�

N N 0

; (74)

where (�� ��)�1 denotes inverse m atrix of�� ��. Itis

Herm itian for�B B ! 0,and also acquiretheproperty by

com bining n> 0 and n< 0 elem ents.

IV . M O D EL C A LC U LA T IO N S

W enow presentresultsofam odelcalculation based on

the form alism developed above.W e restrictourselvesto

theweak-couplingm odelofSec.IIwith an isotropicgap,

no im purities,and no Pauliparam agnetism . As forthe

energy-band structure,we adopt a tight-binding m odel

in the sim plecubic lattice whosedispersion isgiven by

"k = � 2tfcos(kxa)+ cos(kya)+ cos(kza)g: (75)

Herea denoteslatticespacingofthecubicunitcelland t

isthenearest-neighbortransferintegral.W esett= a= 1

in the following. The corresponding Ferm isurfaces are

plotted in Fig.1 for various values ofthe Ferm ienergy

"F. For"F � � 6,i.e.,nearthe bottom ofthe band,the

Ferm isurface is alm ost sphericalwith slight distortion

due to the cubic sym m etry. As "F increases, the cu-

bic distortion is gradually enhanced. Then at "F = � 2,

theFerm isurfacetouchestheBrillouin-zoneboundary at

kX � (0;0;� �);(0;� ;�;0);(� �;0;0).Abovethiscritical

Ferm ienergy,the topology ofthe Ferm isurface changes

asshown in Fig.1(c).Itisinteresting to seehow such a

topologicalchangeofthe Ferm isurfacea�ectsH c2.

W ecom puted H c2 based on Eq.(35)in theclean lim it

without Pauliparam agnetism . The Ferm i-surface aver-

agein Eq.(36)wasperform ed by two di�erentm ethods.

Forgeneralvaluesof"F,we used the lineartetrahedron

m ethod which isapplicableto any structureoftheFerm i

surface. In this m ethod,the irreducible Brillouin zone

is divided into a collection ofsm alltetrahedra. From

each tetrahedron which intersects the Ferm isurface,a

segm ent ofthe Ferm isurface is obtained as a polygon

by a linearinterpolation ofthe energy band. Num erical

integrationsoverthe Ferm isurfacewerethen perform ed

asa sum overthosepolygons.Anotherdescription ofthe

Ferm isurfaceispossiblefor"F < � 2,wherewecan adopt

thepolarcoordinatek= (ksin� cos�;ksin� sin�;kcos�)

and the Ferm isurface kF = kF(�;�)isobtained by solv-

ing the equation "k = "F num erically for each (�;�).

An integration overthe Ferm isurfaceisthen perform ed
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FIG .1:Ferm iSurfacesofthetight-binding m odelin thesim -

ple cubic lattice. The Ferm ienergies are: (a) "F = �3,(b)

�2,(c)�1,and (d)0.

1.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0

h
*(

t)

1.00.80.60.40.20.0
T/Tc

FIG .2:Curvesofthereduced critical�eld h
�

d(t)forthecubic

tight-binding m odelwith "F = �2:02 (dotted lines)," F = �3

(solid lines),and "F ! �6 (i.e.,the sphericalFerm isurface;

dash-dotted line).The�eld directionsared= [111],[110],and

[100]from top to bottom in each case.

by using the variables(�;�). W e perform ed both types

ofcalculationsto check thenum ericalconvergenceofthe

tetrahedronm ethod.Excellentagreem entswereachieved

generallybyusing3375tetrahedrons.An exception isthe

region "F � � 2,wherelargernum beroftetrahedronswas

necessary due to the singularity around kX .

The in�nite m atrix A N N 0 in Eq.(36) was approxi-

TABLE II: The ratio B 2=B 1 for the �eld directions [100],

[110],and [111]in thecases"F = �3and �2:02.Thequantities

B 1 and B 2 are de�ned in Eq.(22). The values should be

com pared with 0.13 forthe sphericalFerm isurface.

"F [100] [110] [111]

�3 0.08 0.27 0.33

�2:02 0.44 0.78 0.90

m ated by a �nite m atrix ofN ;N 0� Ncut,and the con-

vergence was checked by increasing N cut. The choice

N cut= 0 issu�cientforT . T c,and itwasfound num eri-

cally thatN cut= 8 yieldsenough convergenceforall�eld

directionsatthe lowesttem peratures.Itwasalso found

thathigherLandau levelsofN � 1 contribute to Hc2 by

only 4% even atT=Tc= 0:05. Thus,the lowest-Landau-

levelapproxim ation to the pairpotentialisexcellentfor

thiscubiclattice.Thisisnotgenerallythecase,however,

and thecontribution ofhigherLandau levelscan becon-

siderable forlow-sym m etry crystals,aswillbe reported

elsewhere.75

Beforepresenting any detailed results,itisworth not-

ing that the G L equations,1,2 where the anisotropy en-

ters only through the e�ective-m ass tensor,cannot ex-

plain possible anisotropy ofH c2 in cubic sym m etry,as

alreadypointed outby Hohenbergand W ertham er.9 This

G L theory isvalid nearTc so thattheuppercritical�eld

forT . Tc should be isotropicin the presentm odel.The

anisotropy ofH c2 in cubic sym m etry em ergesgradually

atlowertem peratures,asseen below.

W ecalculated thereduced critical�eld h�(t)de�ned by

Eq.(1)forthe m agnetic �eld directionsd= [100],[110],

and [111];we denote them as h�
d
(t). Figure 2 presents

h�d(t)for"F = � 3and � 2:02asafunction oft= T=Tc.For

"F = � 3,h�(t)isalm ostisotropicfort& 0:8 and cannot

be distinguished from the curve for the sphericalFerm i

surface. Atlowertem peratures,the anisotropy appears

gradually. W hereas h�
[100]

(t) is reduced from the value

forthesphericalFerm isurface,h�
[111]

(t)and h�
[110]

(t)are

enhanced due to the cubic distortion ofthe Ferm isur-

face. At t= 0:05,h�
[111]

(t) and h�
[110]

(t) are larger than

h�
[100]

(t)by 19% and 15% ,respectively. In anothercase

"F = � 2:02 where the Ferm isurface nearly touches the

Brillouin zoneboundary,h�d(t)arerem arkably enhanced

for all�eld directions. Especially,h�
[111]

(t) and h�
[110]

(t)

atlow tem peraturesexhibitvaluesabout60-70% larger

than those forthe sphericalFerm isurface.

At"F = � 3,h�
[111]

(t)and h�
[110]

(t)nearTc show sm all

upward curvature,whereash�
[100]

(t)rem ainsalm ostiden-

ticalwith thecurveforthesphericalFerm isurface.This

di�erence m ay be quanti�ed by the ratio B 2=B 1 de�ned

in Eq.(22). It was num erically evaluated by using the

Ferm ivelocity on the Ferm isurface and shown in Ta-

ble II. The values forthe directions[110]and [111]are

larger than 0:13 for the sphericalFerm isurface. Thus,

calculated B 2=B 1 values welldescribe the di�erence in
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1.6

1.4

1.2

1.0

0.8

0.6

h
* (0

.0
5
)

-6 -5 -4 -3 -2 -1 0

εF

FIG .3: The reduced uppercritical�eld h
�

d(t)att= 0:05 as

a function ofthe Ferm ienergy "F. The �eld directions are

d= [111],[110],and [100]from top to bottom ,respectively.

h�(t) fort. 1 am ong �eld directions. The upward cur-

vature is m ore and m ore pronounced as the Ferm isur-

face approachesthe Brillouin zone boundary,as can be

seen clearly in Fig.2 for "F = � 2:02. The correspond-

ing ratio B 2=B 1 for the [110]and [111]directions are

aboutthree tim es largerthan those for"F = � 3. Thus,

the present calculation clearly indicates that the Ferm i

surface anisotropy can be a m ain source ofthe upward

curvaturein H c2 nearTc.

In Fig.3,we ploth�
d
(t)att= 0:05 asa function of"F.

As"F ! � 6,the angledependence ofh�
d
(t)vanishesand

itconvergesto the value forthe sphericalFerm isurface.

As"F isincreased from � 6,cubicdistortion isgradually

introduced to the Ferm isurface asshown in Fig.1,and

h�
d
(t) gradually develops anisotropy as a consequence.

For� 6< "F . � 2:5,curvesofh�
[100]

(t)fallbelow thatfor

thesphericalFerm isurface,whereash�
[110]

(t)and h�
[111]

(t)

are enhanced overit. As "F approachesto � 2,h�d(t) is

enhanced signi�cantly irrespective ofthe �eld direction.

Indeed,h�
d
(t)forevery �eld direction showsa singularity

at"F = � 2 wheretheFerm isurfacetouchestheBrillouin

zone at kX with vanishing Ferm ivelocity vF at these

points.Asa result,thecontribution around thesepoints

becom es im portant in the integration hK N N 0i over the

Ferm isurface atlow tem peratures.Thisisthe origin of

the enhancem entofh�
d
(t)around "F = � 2. For"F > � 2,

thedi�erencebetween h�
[110]

and h�
[111]

islargerthan that

for"F . � 2:5.Thism ay be attributed to the topological

di�erence of the Ferm isurface. At "F = 0, the tight-

binding band ishalf-�lled and the Ferm i-surface nesting

occurs. However,h�
d
(t) does not show any singularity

around thisenergy.

Finally,we presentresultson the higherLandau-level

contributions to the pair potential �(r) which is ex-

panded as Eq.(27a). In general,when the system has

n-fold sym m etry around the �eld direction, m ixing of

higher Landau levels with m ultiples of n develops as

the tem perature is lowered.70 Figure 4 shows the ratio

� N =� 0 as a function ofT=Tc for "F = � 3 (solid lines)

and "F = � 2:02 (dotted lines)with (a)H k[100](N = 4;8

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

0.10

∆ N
 /

 ∆
0

-0.15

-0.10

-0.05

0.00

0.05

∆ N
 /

 ∆
0

0.15

0.10

0.05

0.00

-0.05

∆ N
 /

 ∆
0

1.00.80.60.40.20.0
T/Tc

(a) H // [100]

(b) H // [110]

(c) H // [111]

FIG .4: The ratio � N =� 0 of the expansion coe�cients in

Eq.(27a) as a function of tem perature with (a) H k [100],

(b) H k[110],and (c) H k[111]. The solid and dotted lines

correspond to "F = �3 and " F = �2:02,respectively,with (a)

N = 4;8 from bottom to top (b) N = 2;4;6 from bottom to

top,and (c)N = 6.

from bottom to top lines),(b)H k[110](N = 2;4;6 from

bottom to top lines),and (c) H k [111](N = 6). O ne

can clearly observe a generaltendency that the m ixing

ism orepronounced asthesym m etry around H becom es

loweraswellas"F approachescloserto � 2. Especially

when H k[110]and "F = � 2:02,the N = 2 contribution

reachesup to nearly 15% ofthelowestLandau-levelcon-

tribution asT ! 0. The resultssuggestthatthe lowest-

Landau-levelapproxim ation forthepairpotential9 isnot

quantitatively reliable at low tem peratures for the �eld

along low-sym m etry directions, for com plicated Ferm i

surfaceswith divergencesin the com ponents ofvF per-

pendicularto H ,orforlow-sym m etry crystals.
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V . SU M M A R Y

W e havederived an e�cientH c2 equation incorporat-

ing Ferm i-surface anisotropy,gap anisotropy,and im pu-

rity scatteringsim ultaneously.BasicresultsofSec.IIare

sum m arized in TableI.ThisH c2 equation isa directex-

tension ofthe Rieck-Scharnberg equation30 and reduces

to the latter either (i) for the isotropic gap with arbi-

trary im purity scattering or (ii) in the clean lim it with

an arbitrary gap structure,as shown around Eq.(42).

The operators introduced in Eq.(16) have been help-

fulto m ake the derivation sim pler than that by Rieck

etal.30,31 The presentm ethod willbe m ore suitable for

extending the consideration to m ulti-com ponent-order-

param etersystem sorto �eldsbelow H c2.

W ehavealso obtained a coupleofanalyticexpressions

near Tc (i) for H c2 up to the second order in 1� T=Tc
and (ii) for the pair potentialup to the �rst order in

1� T=Tc.Thelatterresultisgiven by Eq.(A8)with Eqs.

(A9b)and (A4). They are usefulto estim ate the initial

curvatureofH c2 aswellasthe m ixing ofhigherLandau

levelsin the pairpotential.

The H c2 equation ofSec.IIhasalso been extended in

Sec.IIIto includep-waveim purity scattering,spin-orbit

im purity scattering,and strong electron-phonon interac-

tions.

Finally,wehavepresented num ericalexam plesin Sec.

IV perform ed for m odelFerm isurfaces from the three-

dim ensional tight-binding m odel. The results clearly

dem onstrate crucial im portance of including detailed

Ferm i-surface structures in the calculation of H c2. It

has been found that, as the Ferm isurface approaches

the Brillouin zone boundary, the reduced critical�eld

h�(t)in Eq.(1)ism uch enhanced overthe value forthe

isotropicm odelwith a signi�cantupward curvaturenear

Tc.

It is very interesting to see to what degree the up-

per critical�eld ofclassic type-II superconductors can

bedescribed quantitativelyby calculationsusingrealistic

Ferm isurfaces.The resultby Butler22,23 on high-purity

Niobium provides prom ise to this issue. W e have per-

form ed detailed evaluationsofH c2 forvariousm aterials

based on Eq.(35)by using Ferm isurfacesfrom density-

functionalelectronic-structure calculations as an input.

The resultsarereported elsewhere.75
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A P P EN D IX A :D ET ER M IN A T IO N O F (c1;c2)

A N D A N A LY T IC EX P R ESSIO N O F H c2 N EA R Tc

W ehere�x theconstants(c1;c2)in Eqs.(16)-(18)con-

veniently so thatH c2 nearTc can be described in term s

ofthe lowestLandau levelonly.W e also derive analytic

expressions for B 1 and B 2 in Eq.(22) so that one can

calculatethem oncetherelevantFerm i-surfacestructure

isgiven.

In the region T . Tc wherelc! 1 in Eq.(14),we can

perform a perturbation expansion with respect to the

gradientoperatorvF � @. The equation forthe �th-order

solution f
(1)
� (� = 0;1;� � � )isobtained from Eq.(12a)as

f
(1)
� = ��0

��

~"0n
+
~hf

(1)
� i

2� ~"0n
�
sgn("n)

2~"0n
~vF � @f

(1)

��1 ; (A1)

with f
(1)

�1 = 0.Noting �(� kF)= �(kF),wesolveEq.(A1)

self-consistently for hf
(1)
� i,put the resulting expression

back into Eq.(A1)to expressf
(1)
� explicitly,and �nally

take the Ferm i-surface average h�f
(1)
� i. This procedure

yields

h�f
(1)

0
i=

1

~"0n

�

h�
2
i+

~h�i2

2�j"nj
0

�

�; (A2a)

h�f
(1)

2 i=
1

4~"03n

*�

� +
~h�i

2�j"nj
0

�2

(~vF � @)2

+

�; (A2b)

h�f
(1)

4 i=
1

16~"05n

"*�

� +
~h�i

2�j"nj
0

�2

(~vF � @)4

+

+
~

2�j"nj
0

��

� +
~h�i

2�j"nj
0

�

(~vF � @)2
�2
#

�;(A2c)

with j"nj
0� j"nj� i�B B sgn("n),and h�f

(1)

1 i= h�f
(1)

3 i= 0.

Letussubstitute Eq.(A2)into Eq.(12b),replace the

gradientoperatorby theright-hand sideofEq.(14),put

B = B c2 in lc ofEq.(15),and expand j"nj
0 with respect

to �B B c2=j"nj. W e thereby obtain the self-consistency

equation nearTc as

w0;0�+
B c2

B 1

�
w2;2 a

y
a
y + w

�
2;2 aa� w2;0(aa

y+ aya)
�
�

+

�
B c2

B 1

�2 �
w4;4 a

y
a
y
a
y
a
y + w

�
4;4 aaaa

� w4;2
�
aa

y
a
y
a
y + a

y
aa

y
a
y + a

y
a
y
aa

y + a
y
a
y
a
y
a
�

� w
�
4;2

�
a
y
aaa+ aa

y
aa+ aaa

y
a+ aaaa

y
�

+ w4;0a

�
aa

y
aa

y + a
y
aaa

y + aa
y
a
y
a+ a

y
aa

y
a
�

+ w4;0b

�
aaa

y
a
y + a

y
a
y
aa
�
+ wP

�
� = 0: (A3)

Here B 1 isgiven in Eq.(22),which isincorporated into

the denom inatorforconvenience. The functions w�;� =
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w�;�(T)and wP = wP(T)are dim ensionless and de�ned

by

w0;0(T)� ln
Tc0

T
�
�
1� h�i

2
�
2�T

1X

n= 0

�
1

"n
�

1

~"n

�

;

(A4a)

w2;2(T)�
B 1~

2�2T

2�0

1X

n= 0

1

~"3n

*�

� +
~h�i

2�"n

�2

�v2F+

+

;

(A4b)

w2;0(T)�
B 1~

2�2T

2�0

1X

n= 0

1

~"3n

*�

� +
~h�i

2�"n

�2

j�vF+ j
2

+

;

(A4c)

w4;4(T)�
B 2
1~

4�3T

8�2
0

1X

n= 0

1

~"5n

"*�

� +
~h�i

2�"n

�2

�v4F+

+

+
~

2�"n

��

� +
~h�i

2�"n

�

�v2F+

�2
#

; (A4d)
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B 2
1~

4�3T
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1X
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1

~"5n

"*�
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+
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(A4e)

w4;0a(T)�
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1~

4�3T
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1X

n= 0

1

~"5n
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�2

j�vF+ j
4

+

+
~
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w4;0b(T)�
B 2
1~
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0

1X
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+
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; (A4g)

wP(T)� � (�B B 1)
2 2�T

1X

n= 0

�
h�i2

"3n
+
1� h�i2

~"3n

�

: (A4h)

W enextsubstituteEq.(22)into Eq.(A3)and expand

w�;� in Eq.(A3) up to the 4��

2
th order in 1� t. W e

also put wP (T) = wP(Tc). This procedure yields three

equations corresponding to order 1,1� t,and (1� t)2.

The equation oforder 1 is given by w0;0(Tc)� = 0. It

determ inesTc atH = 0 by

ln
Tc0

Tc
= (1� h�i

2)

�

 

�
1

2
+

~

4��Tc

�

�  

�
1

2

��

; (A5)

with  (x)the digam m a function.

Theequation oforder1� tin Eq.(A3)isobtained as

�
� Tcw

0
0;0(Tc)� w2;0(Tc)(2a

y
a+ 1)

+ w2;2(Tc)a
y
a
y + w

�
2;2(Tc)aa

�
�(r)= 0: (A6)

Tosolveit,weusethearbitrarinessin (c1;c2)and im pose

w2;2(Tc)= 0.Noting Eqs.(A4b)and (18),thiscondition

istransform ed into a dim ensionlessform as

�xxc
2
2 + 2i�xyc1c2 � �yyc

2
1 = 0; (A7)

where �ij = �ij(Tc) is de�ned by Eq.(20). Equation

(A7) can be solved easily in term s ofc2. Substituting

the resulting expression into Eq.(17) and choosing c1

real,weobtain Eq.(19).

Now thatw2;2(Tc)= 0 in Eq.(A6),thehighest�eld for

a nontrivialsolution corresponds to the lowest Landau

levelwhere w2;0(Tc)= � Tcw
0
0;0(Tc). Introducing R �

� Tcw
0
0;0(Tc) which is given explicitly as Eq.(24),and

using Eqs.(A4a),(A4c),(18),and (19),we obtain the

expression forB 1 asEq.(23).

W e�nally considertheequation oforder(1� t)2 in Eq.

(A3)and expand thepairpotentialas

�(r)= � 0

�
 0q(r)+ (1� t)

�
r2 2q(r)+ r4 4q(r)

�	
;

(A8)

where N q(r)isde�ned by Eq.(21),and (� 0;r2;r4)are

theexpansion coe�cientswith (r 2;r4)describingrelative

m ixing ofhigherLandau levelsin thepairpotential.Let

ussubstitute Eq.(A8)into Eq.(A3),m ultiply theequa-

tion oforder(1� t)2 by  �
N q

(r),and perform integration

overr.The resulting equationsforN = 0;2;4 yield

B 2 =

1

2
T 2
cw

(2)

0;0+ Tcw
0
2;0+ w4;0a+ 2w4;0b+ wP

R
B 1 ; (A9a)

r2 = �
Tcw

0
2;2+ 6w4;2

2
p
2R

; r4 =

p
6w4;4

4R
; (A9b)

respectively.The functionsin Eqs.(A9a)and (A9b)are

de�ned by Eqs.(A4) and (24)and should be evaluated

atTc. In the clean lim it� ! 1 ,these functionsacquire

sim ple expressionsas

R = T
2
cw

(2)

0;0 = 1; Tcw
0
2;0 = � 2; Tcw

0
2;2 = 0; (A10a)

w4;� =
31�(5)

[7�(3)]2

h�2j�vF+ j
4�� �v

�

F+
i

h�2j�vF+ j
2i2

; (A10b)

wP = �
7�(3)(�B B 1)

2

4(�Tc)
2

; (A10c)

with � = 0;2;4 and w4;0 � w4;0a = w4;0b. Equation

(A9) with Eq.(A10) includes the result by Hohenberg

and W ertham er9 for cubic m aterials,and also the one
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by Takanaka18 foruniaxialm aterialsin the relevantor-

der,both exceptthe Pauliterm wP . Thus,we have ex-

tended theresultsby Hohenbergand W ertham er9 and by

Takanaka18 to arbitrary crystalstructuresand im purity-

scattering tim e,including also Pauliparam agnetism .

Equation (A9) reveals a close connection ofboth the

curvature in H c2(T . Tc)and the m ixing ofhigherLan-

dau levelsin �(r)with the Ferm i-surfacestructure.For

exam ple, we realize from Eq.(A9b) with Eqs.(A10),

(18),and (26) that the m ixing ofN = 2 Landau level

is absent for cubic m aterials where c1 = c2 = 1. This is

notthe case forlow sym m etry crystals,however.Equa-

tion (A9) enables us to estim ate the curvature and the

m ixing based on Ferm i-surface structures from detailed

electronic-structurecalculations.

A P P EN D IX B :P R O O F O F EQ .(41)

The �rstexpression in Eq.(41a)can be proved by in-

duction as follows. First ofall,�0 = R 0 is transform ed

from Eq.(37a)as76

�0 =
1

1+
x2

1+
2x2

1+ � � �

=

p
2

x
e1=2x

2

Z 1

1=
p
2x

e�s
2

ds

=

Z 1

0

exp

�

� s�
x2

2
s
2

�

ds=
2
p
�

Z 1

0

e�s
2

1+ 2x2s2
ds

=

Z 1

0

2se�s
2

p
1+ 2x2s2

ds: (B1)

Thus,Eq.(41a)holdsforN = 0. The lastexpression in

Eq.(B1)isthesam eintegralwhich appearsin Eq.(26)of

Hohenberg and W ertham er.9 W e nextrewrite Eq.(37a)

with respectto �N in Eq.(40a)as

�N =

(
(� �0 + 1)=x2 (N = 1)

(� �N �1 +
p
N � 1�N �2 )=

p
N x2 (N � 2)

:

(B2)

Using Eqs.(B1)and (B2),itiseasy to seethatEq.(41a)

holdsforN = 1. Proceeding to the generalcase,we as-

sum e that Eq.(41a) is valid for N � M � 1. W e also

rem em berthe following propertiesofthe Herm ite poly-

nom ials:

H N (s)� 2sHN �1 (s)+ 2(N � 1)HN �2 (s)= 0; (B3a)

Z 1

0

s
k
H N (s)e

�s
2

ds= 0 (k� N � 1): (B3b)

Then �M isobtained explicitly by using Eq.(B2)as

�M =
1

p
M x2

[� �M �1 +
p
M � 1�M �2 ]

=

Z 1

0

2sM �2 [� sHM �1 (s)+ (M � 1)HM �2 (s)]e
�s

2

p
�M !x2(1+ 2x2s2)

ds

=

Z 1

0

� sM �2 H M (s)e�s
2

p
�M !x2(1+ 2x2s2)

ds

=

Z 1

0

sM �2 H M (s)e�s
2

p
�M !x2

�

1�
1

1+ 2x2s2

�

ds

=
2

p
�M !

Z 1

0

sM H M (s)e�s
2

1+ 2x2s2
ds: (B4)

Thus, we have established the �rst expression in Eq.

(41a). The prooffor the second expression proceeds in

the sam e way by using partialintegrations for �0 and

�N �2 in Eq.(B2). Equation Eq.(41b) can be proved

sim ilarly by induction,starting from �R 1 = 1 and using

Eq.(37b).
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