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M agnetic properties ofsuperconductors w ith strong spin-orbit coupling
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W e study the response of a superconductor with a strong spin-orbit coupling on an external

m agnetic�eld.TheG inzburg-Landau freeenergy functionalisderived m icroscopically fora general

crystalstructure,both with and without an inversion center,and for an arbitrary sym m etry of

the superconducting order param eter. Asa by-product,we obtain the generalexpressions for the

intrinsic m agnetic m om ent ofthe Cooper pairs. It is shown that the G inzburg-Landau gradient

energyin asuperconductorlackinginversion sym m etryhasunusualstructure.Thegeneralform alism

isillustrated using asan exam ple CePt3Si,which isthe �rstknown heavy-ferm ion superconductor

withoutan inversion center.

PACS num bers:74.20.R p,74.25.H a

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

Superconductors with unconventional,or anisotropic,

pairing have rem ained one of the favourite and m ost-

studied system s in condensed m atter physics for m ore

than two decades. Any superconducting m aterial in

which thesym m etry ofthepairwavefunction isdi�erent

from an s-wave spin singlet,predicted by the Bardeen-

Cooper-Schrie�er (BCS) theory,can be called \uncon-

ventional". From the initialdiscoveriesofsuperconduc-

tivity in theheavy-ferm ion com pounds,thelistofexam -

pleshasgrown to include the high-Tc cupratesupercon-

ductors,ruthenates,m agneticsuperconductors,and pos-

sibly organic m aterials. In contrast,such popularnovel

superconductorasM gB2,in which theorderparam eteris

an s-wavesinglet,isstill\conventional"despiteitsm any

unusualproperties.

Although thepairing m echanism in m ostifnotallun-

conventionalsuperconductorsissubjectto m uch debate,

theirbehaviorcan be wellunderstood using the sym m e-

try approach,pioneered in Refs. [1, 2, 3]. In partic-

ular,the intrinsic anisotropy and the m ulti-com ponent

nature ofthe order param eter lead to a variety ofin-

teresting m agnetic properties,such asthe internalm ag-

netism oftheCooperpairs,m ultiplephasesin thevortex

state,and theuppercritical�eld anisotropy nearTc not

described by the e�ective m ass tensorin the G inzburg-

Landau (G L)equations,forareview see,e.g.,Refs.[4,5].

In m ostofthepreviousm icroscopiccalculationsofthe

m agnetic propertiesofunconventionalsuperconductors,

them odelofan isotropicband in acentrosym m etriccrys-

talhasbeen used. Historically,thishasitsorigin in the

factthatan unconventionalCooperpairing was�rstex-

tensively studied in the context ofthe super
uid 3He,

which is indeed an isotropic Ferm iliquid with a weak

spin-orbit (SO ) coupling [6]. Although taking into ac-

counta realisticFerm isurfaceanisotropy in a crystalline

superconductorisnotbelieved to causeany drasticqual-

itative e�ects,itm ightlead to som e considerable quan-

titative changescom pared to the parabolicband m odel.

TheSO couplingin crystalsisusuallytaken careofbyre-

de�ning thebasisofthesingle-electron states:instead of

theusualBloch spinors,theCooperpairsarenow form ed

by pseudospin eigenstates[2]. Then the only signi�cant

change in the superconducting properties,com pared to

the case without SO coupling,is that the system is no

longerinvariantwith respectto arbitrary SU (2)spin ro-

tations,which altersthe sym m etry ofthe orderparam -

eterin the pseudospin-tripletchannel[1,2]. A detailed

analysisofthetem peraturedependenceoftheuppercrit-

ical�eld,including the band anisotropy,im purity scat-

tering,and som etim es the Ferm iliquid corrections,has

been doneusing thequasiclassical(Eilenberger)m ethod,

see e.g.Ref.[7]and the referencestherein.A disadvan-

tage ofthisapproach isthatitassum esa constantden-

sity ofstatesofthenorm alelectronsneartheFerm isur-

faceand thereforefailsto capturesom econtributionsto

the intrinsic m agnetism ofthe Cooperpairs.Additional

com plicationsarise when a superconductorwith SO in-

teraction lacks an inversion center. In a nutshell, the

sym m etry analysisofsuperconducting phasesshould be

m odi�ed iftheSO couplingisstrong,becausethetwofold

degeneracy ofthe single-electron bandsisnow lifted al-

m ost everywhere in the Brillouin zone,which m akes it

im possible to introduce pseudospin and also suppresses

m ostofthe pairing channels[8].

Although m ost superconductors do have inversion

sym m etry,therearesom eexceptions.Earlyexam plesin-

cluded such m aterialsasV 3Si[9]and HfV 2 [10],in which

a possiblelossofinversion sym m etry isassociated with a

structuralphasetransition in thebulkofthecrystal.The

existence ofsuperconductivity waslaterreported in fer-

roelectric perovskitesSrTiO 3 [11]and BaPbO 3-BaBiO 3

[12]. It was pointed out in Ref. [13]that the surface

superconductivity observed,e.g.in Na-doped W O 3 [14],

isgenerically non-centrosym m etricsim ply becauseofthe

fact that the two sides of the surface layer are m ani-

festly non-equivalent. Possible e�ects ofthe absence of

inversion sym m etry in thelayered high-Tc cuprateswere

discussed in Refs.[15].Very recently,superconductivity

was found in non-centrosym m etric com pounds CePt3Si

[16]and UIr[17].

Thisarticleisaim ed to study them agneticproperties

ofa clean superconductor with arbitrary pairing sym -
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m etry and band structure,with orwithoutan inversion

center.W efocuson thestrong SO coupling lim it,which

isbelieved to bethecasein m any unconventionalsuper-

conductors,in particularthe heavy-ferm ion com pounds,

because ofthe presence ofelem ents with large atom ic

weights,such as U,Ce,etc. In contrast to the previ-

ous works,the starting point ofour calculations is an

e�ective band Ham iltonian,which describesthe dynam -

ics ofthe Bloch electrons in a m agnetic �eld [18]. The

superconducting pairing isintroduced using a BCS-type

weak-coupling m odel,generalized forthe case ofan un-

conventionalpairing sym m etry. W e derive the G L free

energym icroscopically,which allowsusnotonly tocalcu-

latetheuppercritical�eld,butalsoevaluatetheintrinsic

m agneticm om entoftheCooperpairsin a crystallinesu-

perconductor. To the bestofthe author’sknowledge,a

m icroscopic derivation ofthe G L equationsfora super-

conductorlacking an inversion center,in the presenceof

an arbitrary SO coupling,hasneverbeen donebefore,so

we �llthisgap here.O n the otherhand,although som e

ofour results in the centrosym m etric case are not new

and can befound scattered in theliterature,wefound it

instructive to treat both cases within the sam e general

fram ework,which also highlights the im portant di�er-

encesbetween them .

The article is organized as follows. In Section II,we

discuss the properties ofthe Bloch electrons in a m ag-

netic �eld in the norm alstate,and introduce the single-

band e�ective Ham iltonian.In Section III,westudy the

properties ofa strong SO coupling superconductor in a

m agnetic �eld near Tc,derive the linearized G L equa-

tionsin thelowestorderin B ,and calculatetheinternal

m agnetic m om entofthe Cooperpairs,in both the cen-

trosym m etricand non-centrosym m etriccases.In Section

IV,we apply the generalform alism to CePt3Si. Section

V concludeswith a discussion ofourresults.

II. SIN G LE-PA R T IC LE P R O P ER T IES

To develop the necessary fram ework for the analysis

ofthe superconducting properties,we �rst need to un-

derstand how a uniform m agnetic�eld a�ectsthesingle-

electronstatesin anorm alcrystalwith SO coupling(with

orwithoutan inversion center).W hile forfree electrons

with a parabolic dispersion p2=2m the m agnetic Ham il-

tonian is obtained by sim ply replacing p with a gauge-

invariant m om entum operator p + (e=c)A (e is the ab-

solute value of the electron charge), the case of band

electronsshould be treated m orecarefully.

In zero �eld,the single-electron Ham iltonian has the

form

H 0 =
X

k�

��(k)c
y

k�
ck�; (1)

where cy and c are the creation and annihilation opera-

tors ofband electrons with the wave vector k,��(k) is

thequasiparticledispersion in the�th band,which takes

into account alle�ects ofthe periodic lattice potential

and the SO interaction,and
P

k
standsforthe integra-

tion overthe �rstBrillouin zone. W e assum e thatthere

isno disorderin thecrystal,so thatk isa good quantum

num ber in the absence ofexternal�elds. The M atsub-

araG reen’sfunction ofelectrons,de�ned in thestandard

fashion:

G �1�2(k1;�1;k2;�2)= � hT�ck1�1(�1)c
y

k2�2
(�2)i; (2)

isdiagonalwith respectto both the band index and the

wavevector:

G �(k;!n)=
1

i!n � ��(k)
; (3)

where !n = (2n + 1)�T isthe ferm ionic M atsubara fre-

quency (we usethe unitsin which kB = 1).

In thepresenceofa nonzerouniform m agnetic�eld B ,

Eq.(1)isreplaced by

H 0 =
X

k�

c
y

k�
E�(k;B )ck�; (4)

where E isthe e�ective one-band Ham iltonian in the k-

space [18]. The m ain technicaldi�culty in the deriva-

tion ofEq.(4)isthatthecorrespondingvectorpotential

A grows linearly as a function of r, leading to diver-

gent m atrix elem ents of the Ham iltonian with respect

to the zero-�eld Bloch waves. As was �rst pointed out

by Peierls [19],these non-perturbative features can be

taken into accountby sim ply replacing the wave vector

k in the zero-�eld band dispersion ��(k) by the gauge-

invariantcom bination k + (e=~c)A (̂r),where r̂ = ir k is

theposition operatorin thek-representation.Later,this

idea waselaborated in Refs.[20,21],whereitwasshown

that the PeierlsHam iltonian correspondsin fact to the

zero-orderterm in the expansion ofthe generale�ective

one-band Ham iltonian in powersofB :

E�(k;B )= ��(K )+ B i�
(1)

�;i
(K )+ B iB j�

(2)

�;ij
(K )+ :::; (5)

whereK isan operatorin the k-space:

K = k +
e

~c
A (̂r)= k + i

e

2~c

�

B �
@

@k

�

[here and below we use the sym m etric gauge: A =

(B � r)=2].Sincethecom ponentsofK donotcom m ute:

[K i;K j] = � i(e=~c)eijkB k, the order ofapplication is

im portant,so thatE isassum ed to bea com pletely sym -

m etrized function ofK i. This can be achieved,e.g.,by

representing the expansion coe�cientsin Eq.(5),which

areperiodicin k,in theform ofa Fourierseriesoverthe

lattice vectorsR ,and then replacing k ! K to obtain

the operators��(K )=
P

R
~��(R )e

� iR K ,etc.

Ifthe electron bands are degenerate in zero �eld due

to spin orpseudospin (see Sec.IIA below),then the ef-

fective Ham iltonian E and allthe expansion coe�cients

are 2� 2 m atrices. The G reen’sfunction corresponding
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to theHam iltonian (4)isnotdiagonalwith respectto k,

because the system is no longer invariant under lattice

translations(it is stillinvariantthough under the m ag-

netic translationswhich com bine the lattice translations

with gaugetransform ations).

Although theexplicitexpressionsfortheexpansion co-

e�cientsin Eq.(5)can be derived,atleastin principle,

usingtheproceduredescribed in detailin Refs.[21],som e

im portantinform ationcan beobtainedfrom generalsym -

m etry considerations.Thefullsym m etry group G ofthe

system in the norm alstate isgiven by a productofthe

space group and the gauge group U (1). Assum ing that

thereisno m agneticorderin zero �eld and om itting the

latticetranslations,wecanwriteG = G � K � U (1),where

G isthepointgroup ofthecrystal,which m ayorm aynot

include the inversion operation I,and K isthe tim e re-

versaloperation.Atnon-zero B ,the Ham iltonian (4)is

invariantwith respectto tim ereversalonly ifthesign of

B (and ofA )isalso changed,which im posesthefollow-

ing constrainton thefunction E:K yE�(� B )K = E�(B ).

In addition,theexpansion coe�cientsm usthavecertain

transform ation properties under the action ofthe point

group elem ents,in particular,the band dispersion �(k)

m ustbe invariantunderalloperationsfrom G .

Furtherstepsdepend crucially on whetherornotthere

isan inversion centerin the crystallattice,which deter-

m inesthe degeneracy ofthe zero-�eld bands.

A . C rystals w ith inversion center

Ifthe crystalhasan inversion center,then the bands

are two-fold degenerate at each k, because the Bloch

states  k+ =  k� and  k� = K I k� have the sam e

energy,belong to the sam e wavevector,and areorthog-

onal. These states can be chosen to transform under

the action ofthe space group operations sim ilar to the

spin eigenstates,in which casethey arereferred to asthe

pseudospin states [2]. Thus the bands can be labelled

by � = (n;�),where� = � isthepseudospin projection.

Focussingon asingleband,wecan om ittheindex n,and

the e�ective band Ham iltonian (5)becom es

E�� (k;B )= �(K )��� � Bi�ij(K )�j;�� + :::; (6)

where �j arethe Paulim atrices,and both the zero-�eld

band dispersion �(k) and the tensor �ij(k) are invari-

ant under allpoint group operations. It is easy to see

thatthisform ofthee�ectiveHam iltonian iscom patible

with allthesym m etry requirem ents,in particularthatE

should beHerm itian and K -and I-invariant.Indeed,the

tim e reversaloperatorisK = (i�2)K 0,where K 0 isthe

operation ofcom plex conjugation,which changes k !

� k. Therefore,we have [�2E(� k;� B )�2]
� = E(k;B ).

Also,E(� k;B )= E(k;B ),because ofinversion sym m e-

try. In the lim itofzero SO coupling,the usualZeem an

interaction term isrecovered:�ij(k)! �B �ij,where�B
isthe Bohrm agneton.

TheG reen’sfunction (2)isa 2� 2 m atrix in thepseu-

dospin space,which satis�esthefollowingequation in the

frequency representation:

(i!n � E1)�
 G 
�(k1;k2;!n)= ��� �(k1 � k2): (7)

The Fourier transform ofthe G reen’s function,de�ned

as

G �� (r1;r2;!n)=
X

k1;k2

e
ik1r1� ik2r2G �� (k1;k2;!n); (8)

satis�esthe equation

(i!n � Ê1)�
 G 
�(r1;r2;!n)= ��� �(r1 � r2); (9)

where Ê is the Fourier transform ofthe e�ective band

Ham iltonian (6),which is obtained by sim ply replacing

K by the realspaceoperator

K̂ = � i
@

@r
+

e

~c
A (r)= � i

@

@r
+

e

2~c
(B � r):

The subscript 1 in E1 or Ê1 m eans that the operator

acts on the �rst argum ent of G . It should be noted

that the G reen’s function (8) is not the sam e as the

G reen’s function of the band electrons in the coordi-

naterepresentation.Thelatterisde�ned ashr1�j(i!n �

H 0)
� 1jr2�

0i= hr1�jk1�iG �� (k1;k2;!n)hk2�jr2�
0i(the

sum m ation over repeated indices is im plied), where

hr�jk�i =  k�(r�) is the Bloch spinor,with � = ";#

being the z-projection ofspin.

Thesecond term in K̂ presentssom edi�culty because

itgrowslinearly asa function ofr and therefore cannot

betreated asa sm allperturbation.To handlethisprob-

lem ,weseek solution ofEq.(9)in a factorized form

G �� (r1;r2;!n)= �G �� (r1 � r2;!n)e
i’(r1;r2) (10)

where’(r1;r2)= (e=~c)
Rr2
r1

A (r)dr,and theintegration

goesalongastraightlineconnectingr1 and r2 [22].Using

the identities

@

@r1;2

Z r2

r1

A (r)dr = � A (r1;2)+
1

2
[B � (r1 � r2)]; (11)

one can show thatthe translationally-invariantfunction
�G (r1 � r2)= �G (R )obeysthe equation

(i!n � �E)�
 �G 
�(R ;!n)= ��� �(R ); (12)

where the operator �E is obtained by replacing K̂ in

the argum ent of Ê in Eq. (9) by K̂ R = � i@=@R +

(e=2~c)(B � R ).

Theadvantageofintroducingthefunction �G isthat,in

contrastto Eq.(9),the m agnetic �eld term in Eq.(12)

can betreated asaperturbation atsm allenough B .The

precisecondition can beeasily obtained in thecaseofan

isotropic parabolic band �(k)= ~
2(k2 � k2F )=2m ,when

the solution ofEq. (12) in zero �eld is �G �� (R ;!n) �
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��� e
ikF R sign !n e� j!n jR =vF , where vF = ~kF =m is the

Ferm ivelocity.Becauseofthefastoscillationsoftheex-

ponential,thecharacteristicscaleofthederivative@=@R

is kF . O n the other hand,the scale ofR is given by

~vF =kB T,so that the �eld-dependent term in K̂ R
�G is

sm allcom pared with the gradient term if~!c � kB T,

where!c = eB =m cisthecyclotron frequency.Although

thiscondition doesnothavea sim pleform fora realistic

band structure,itisusually assum ed thatthe perturba-

tive treatm entofB in Eq. (12)islegitim ate atallbut

very low tem peratures,wheretheLandau levelquantiza-

tion e�ectsbecom e im portant.

The Fouriertransform of �G satis�esthe equation

�
i!n � �E(k;B )

�

�

�G 
�(k;!n)= ��� ; (13)

which is solved perturbatively in B . The expansion of

the e�ective band Ham iltonian hasthe form

�E�� (k;B )= �(k)��� � B m �� (k)+ O (B 2); (14)

where

m i;�� (k)= i
e

2c

�

v(k)�
@

@k

�

i

��� + �ij(k)�j;�� : (15)

The �rstterm com esfrom the expansion of�(K ),with

v(k)= (1=~)@�(k)=@k being theband velocity,whilethe

second one is obtained by replacing K with k. As ob-

viousfrom Eq. (14),m can be interpreted asthe m ag-

netic m om ent operator ofthe band electrons,although

one cannotsay thatthe �rstand the second term scor-

respond to the orbitaland the spin m agnetic m om ents

respectively,because both v(k) and �ij(k) include the

e�ectsofSO coupling. The solution ofEq. (13)can be

written as �G = �G 0 � B �G 0m
�G 0 + O (B 2). Inserting the

expression (15)here and keeping only the correctionsof

the �rstorderin B ,wehave

�G �� (k;!n)=
���

i!n � �(k)
� Bi�ij(k)

�j;��

[i!n � �(k)]2
: (16)

Notethatbecauseofinversionsym m etry,�G �� (� k;!n)=
�G �� (k;!n).

B . C rystals w ithout inversion center

In the absence ofinversion center in the crystallat-

tice,the electron bands are non-degenerate alm ost ev-

erywhere,exceptfrom som e high-sym m etry linesin the

Brillouin zone.Theform alreason forthisisthatwithout

theinversion operation I,onecannotin generalconstruct

two orthogonaldegenerate Bloch states at the sam e k

(notethattheK ram erstheorem stillholds:thereisa de-

generacybetween thetim ereversed states k� and K  k�
belonging to k and � k respectively). The above is not

valid atzero SO coupling. In thatcase,there is an ad-

ditionalsym m etry in the system { the invariance with

respect to arbitrary spin rotations,which leads to the

bandsbeing two-fold degeneratebecauseofspin,so that

the resultsofthe previoussection apply.

Assum ingthattheSO couplingisstrongand thebands

are wellsplit (which is the case in CePt3Si[23]), the

e�ective single-band Ham iltonian (5) can be written in

the following form

E(k;B )= �(K )� B �(K )+ :::; (17)

where the band dispersion �(k)isinvariantwith respect

to allpointgroup operations,and �(k)is a pseudovec-

tor,which,being a property ofthe crystalin zero �eld,

satis�es the conditions (g�)(g� 1k) = �(k),where g is

any operation from the point group. Because of the

tim e-reversalsym m etry,we also have �(� k)= �(k)and

�(� k)= � �(k).Ata nonzero B wehaveE(� k;� B )=

E(k;B ),butE(� k;B )6= E(k;B )in general,because of

thelackofinversion sym m etry.An exam pleofthem icro-

scopiccalculation of�(k)usingasim pletwo-dim ensional

m odelisgiven attheend ofthissubsection.Also,in Sec-

tion IV below,wediscusshow to �nd them om entum de-

pendenceof� in a non-centrosym m etrictetragonalcrys-

tal.

The only m odi�cation to the analysis ofSec. IIA is

thatboth the e�ective Ham iltonian (5)and the G reen’s

function (2)becom e scalarfunctions.The G reen’sfunc-

tion isfactorized:

G (r1;r2;!n)= �G (r1 � r2;!n)e
i’(r1;r2); (18)

wherethe Fouriertransform of �G satis�esthe equation

�
i!n � �E(k;B )

�
�G (k;!n)= 1: (19)

As in the centrosym m etric case,at low �elds we solve

thisequation perturbatively in B ,using

�E(k;B )= �(k)� B m (k)+ O (B2); (20)

where

m (k)= i
e

2c

�

v(k)�
@

@k

�

+ �(k) (21)

hasthem eaning ofthem agneticm om entoperatorofthe

band electrons. The contribution from the �rstterm in

m to �G vanishes,and we �nally have,in the �rstorder

in B ,

�G (k;!n)=
1

i!n � �(k)
� Bi�i(k)

1

[i!n � �(k)]2
: (22)

M ost ofthe previous works on non-centrosym m etric

superconductors,both two-dim ensional[13,15,24],and

three-dim ensional[25],have been based on the Rashba

m odel (we would like to m ention, in particular, Ref.

[26],in which the G L functionalwas derived for a one-

com ponent s-wave order param eter in a Rashba super-

conductor).In thism odel,thecom bined e�ectoftheSO

coupling and thelack ofinversion sym m etry ism im icked
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by an additionalterm in thesingle-particleHam iltonian:

H 0 =
X

k

�0(k)a
y

k�
ak�+ 


X

k

n� (��� 0� k)a
y

k�
ak�0: (23)

Here �;�0 = ";# isthe z-axisspin projection,the opera-

tor ak� destroys an electron in a Bloch state ofenergy

�0(k)corresponding to zero SO coupling,and n isa unit

vectorallowed by sym m etry (in a 2D system ,n is sim -

ply the norm alvector to the plane). Choosing n = ẑ,

we diagonalizethe Ham iltonian (23)by a unitary trans-

form ation ak� = Uk;�n ckn (n = 1;2),which gives two

Rashba bands:

�1(2)(k)= �0(k)� j
jk? (24)

(k? =

q

k2x + k2y),with the eigenfunctions

 k;1(2)(r)=
1
p
2

�
1

� iei’ k

�

e
ikr

; (25)

where tan’k = ky=kx. The bands (24) are non-

degenerate alm osteverywhere,touching only atthe two

poles ofthe Ferm isurface along the z axis. W e would

like to em phasize thatthe band indicesn = 1;2 cannot

beinterpreted asthepseudospin projections.Indeed,un-

dertim ereversalthepseudospin eigenstateswould trans-

form sim ilar to the spin eigenstates,i.e. into one an-

other. However,being a sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian

tim e reversaltransform s the Rashba bands into them -

selves,which can be directly veri�ed forthe eigenstates

(25):

K  k;1 = (i�2)K 0 k;1 =
ie� i’ k

p
2

�
1

iei’ k

�

e
� ikr

=
ie� i’ k

p
2

�
1

� iei’ �k

�

e
� ikr /  � k;1;

and sim ilarly for k;2 (we used ’� k = ’k + �).

It is easy to show that in the presence ofa non-zero

m agnetic �eld the e�ective Ham iltonian forthe Rashba

m odelcan be castin the form (17).To obtain the pseu-

dovector�(k),letusconsidera two-dim ensionalsystem

in a �eld parallelto thexy plane.Then theHam iltonian

(23)ism odi�ed by theZeem an term :H B = H 0� �B �B .

The diagonalization ofH B ,followed by an expansion in

powersofB ,gives

E1(2)(k;B ) = �0(k)

�

q


2k2
?
+ 2
�B (k � B )x + �2

B
B 2

’ �1(2)(k)� �1(2)(k)B ;

where

�1(2)(k)= � �B
k � n

k?
: (26)

In thisarticle,wewantto keep ourdiscussion asgeneral

as possible and therefore do not resort to any explicit

m odel,such as the Rashba m odel,to describe the SO

coupling. O ur results are based only on the sym m etry

considerationsand valid foran arbitrary strength ofthe

SO coupling and any band structure.

III. M A G N ET IC R ESP O N SE IN T H E

SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G STA T E

A . C rystals w ith inversion center

Now letustakeinto accounttheattractiveinteraction

between the band electronsin the Cooperchannel.The

totalHam iltonian isgiven by H = H 0 + H int,wherethe

freeelectron Ham iltonian H 0 isgiven by Eq.(4)and,for

a BCS-type m echanism ofpairing,the interaction part

can be written as

H int =
1

2

X

k;k0;q

V��;
� (k;k
0)c

y

k+ q=2;�
c
y

� k+ q=2;�

� c� k0+ q=2;
ck0+ q=2;�: (27)

The pairing potentialdoes not depend on the external

m agnetic�eld and isassum ed to havea factorized form :

V��;
� (k;k
0)= �

1

2
V

dX

a= 1

	 a;�� (k)	
y

a;
�
(k0): (28)

with the coupling constantV > 0. Here 	 a(k) are the

2� 2 m atrix basisfunctionsofan irreduciblerepresenta-

tion � ofdim ensionality d ofthe sym m etry group ofthe

system atzerom agnetic�eld [4].Thepairinginteraction

isnonzero only insidea thin shellofwidth �c (the cuto�

energy)in thevicinity ofthe Ferm isurface�(k)= 0,i.e.

	 a(k) = 	 a(kF )fc[�(k)],where kF is a wave vector at

the Ferm isurface and the cuto� function fc(�)is local-

ized aboutthe origin,e.g.fc(�)= �(�c � j�j). The basis

functionsareassum ed to be orthonorm al:

1

2



tr[	 y

a(k)	 b(k)]
�

�

=
1

2



tr[	 y

a(k)	 b(k)]
�

0
f
2
c(�)= �abf

2
c(�); (29)

wheretheangularbracketsdenotetheaveragingoverthe

constantenergy surface�(k)= �:

h(:::)i� =
1

N 0(�)

X

k

(:::)�[� � �(k)]; (30)

and N 0(�)=
P

k
�[� � �(k)]isthe norm al-m etaldensity

ofstates(DoS)perone pseudospin projection.

Itfollowsfrom anti-com m utation ofthe ferm ionic op-

eratorsthat	 a;�� (� k)= � 	a;�� (k).In thepresenceof

inversion sym m etry,the even in k (pseudospin-singlet)

and odd in k (pseudospin-triplet) pairing states can be
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considered separately.In thesingletcase,them atrix ba-

sisfunctionscan be represented in the form

	 a;�� (k)= (i�2)�� �a(k); (31)

where �a(k)arethe even scalarbasisfunctionsofthe �

representation.In the tripletcase,wehave

	 a;�� (k)= (i�i�2)�� �a;i(k) (32)

where �a(k)are the odd vectorbasisfunctionsofthe �

representation [1,4].

The superconducting order param eter can be repre-

sented asa linearcom bination ofthe basisfunctions:

� �� (k;q)=
X

a

�a(q)	 a;�� (k); (33)

with the coe�cients� a playing the role ofthe orderpa-

ram etercom ponents,which determ ine,forinstance,the

free energy F ofthe superconductor. In the vicinity of

the criticaltem perature Tc(B ),one can keep only the

quadraticterm sin the expansion ofF :

F =
X

ab

Z

dr �
�
a(r)Sab�b(r): (34)

Here S isa d� d m atrix di�erentialoperatorofin�nite

order:

Sab =
1

V
�ab �

Z

dR �Sab(R )e
� iR D

; (35)

where D = � irr + (2e=~c)A ,and the translationally-

invariant function �Sab(R ) is expressed in term s ofthe

G reen’sfunctions(12).ItsFouriertransform isgiven by

�Sab(q) = T
X

n

X

k

�ab
��
� (k)

�G �


�

k +
q

2
;!n

�
�G ��

�

� k +
q

2
;� !n

�

; (36)

�ab
��
� (k) =

1

2
exp

�

i
e

4~c
B

�
@

@k1
�

@

@k2

��

	
y

a;��
(k1)	 b;
�(k2)

�
�
�
�
k1= k2= k

=
1

2
	
y

a;��
(k)	 b;
�(k)+ i

e

8~c
B (r k	

y

a;��
� rk	 b;
�)+ O (B 2):

Thederivation oftheseform ulasisoutlined in Appendix

A. Asobviousfrom Eq. (35),the operatorS isa com -

pletely sym m etrized function ofthe com ponents ofD ,

which do not com m ute: [D i;D j] = � i(2e=~c)eijkB k.

Also,its Taylorexpansion containsonly even powersof

D ,because �Sab(� R )= �Sab(R )duetotheinversion sym -

m etry.

The�eld dependenceofthephasetransition tem pera-

ture atarbitrary B can be found from Eq.(34):Tc(B )

is de�ned as the tem perature at which the m inim um

eigenvalue ofthe operator S passes through zero. For

an isotropic s-wave order param eter,the corresponding

equations were derived and solved in Refs. [27],while

foran isotropic p-wave case itwasdone in Ref. [28]. In

a generalcase,i.e. for an arbitrary band structure and

pairing sym m etry,Tc(B )can only be calculated num er-

ically.

Herewefocuson thepropertiesofoursuperconductor

in the weak �eld lim it. W e have F =
R
F dr,where the

freeenergy density can be represented as

F = A ab�
�
a�a + K ab;ij�

�
aD iD j�b � M B : (37)

Thisexpression hastheusualform expected on thephe-

nom enologicalgrounds, with K ab;ij being the general-

ized e�ectivem asstensor,and M having them eaning of

theintrinsicm agneticm om entoftheCooperpairs.The

linearized G L equations follow from Eq. (37) after the

m inim ization overthe orderparam eter:�F =���a(r)= 0.

Below weoutlinehow tocalculatethefreeenergy density

using ourweak-coupling m odel.

The �rstterm in F isobtained by putting q = B = 0

in Eqs.(35)and (36),which gives

A ab =
1

V
�ab �

1

2

X

k

tr[	 y
a(k)	 b(k)]S[�(k)]; (38)

and

S(�)= T
X

n

1

!2n + �2
=

1

2�
tanh

�

2T
:

The necessary m om entum cuto� in Eq.(38)isprovided

by thebasisfunctions	 a(k),which arerestricted to the

vicinity oftheFerm isurface.Calculatingthem om entum

integralwith thehelp ofthenorm alizationcondition(29),

weobtain A ab = [(1=V )� I]�ab,where

I(T)=

Z

d� N0(�)f
2
c(�)S(�)’ NF ln

2eC �c

�T
(39)
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(C ’ 0:577 is Euler’s constant). To obtain this re-

sult we m ade the usual assum ption that N 0(�) is a

slowly-varying function within the energy shellofwidth

�c near the Ferm i surface, which allows us to replace

it by a constant { the DoS at the Ferm ilevelN F =

N 0(0). At the zero-�eld critical tem perature Tc, we

have I(Tc) = 1=V , which gives the standard BCS re-

sult: Tc ’ 1:13�cexp(� 1=NF V ). Expanding A ab in the

vicinity ofTc,we recoverthe fam iliarexpression forthe

uniform term in the freeenergy density:

A ab = �(T � Tc)�ab; (40)

where� = N F =Tc.

Next, we calculate the intrinsic m agnetic m om ent

M . Using the sm all-B expansions ofthe norm al-state

G reen’s function �G and the vertex �,we obtain in the

singletcase:

M i =
ie

4~c
�
�
a�bh(r k�

�
a � rk�b)ii0 I;

whereh(:::)i0 standsfortheFerm i-surfaceaveraging(30),

and I isde�ned by Eq. (39). To derive thisexpression,

we again used the factthatthe basisfunctionsare non-

zeroonly in anarrow vicinity oftheFerm isurface,which

allows one to separate the energy integration from the

integration overtheFerm isurface.A sim ilarcalculation

in the tripletcasegives

M i =
ie

4~c
�
�
a�bh(r k�

�
a � rk�b)ii0 I

+ 2i��a�b

D

�ij(k)(�
�
a � �b)j

E

0
I1;

where

I1(T)=

Z

d� N0(�)f
2
c(�)S1(�)’ �

N 0
F

2
ln
2eC �c

�T
; (41)

S1(�)= T
X

n

1

(i!n � �)2

1

� i!n � �
=
1

2

@S(�)

@�
:

HereN 0
F = N 0

0(0)isam easureoftheelectron-holeasym -

m etry neartheFerm isurface.Putting T = Tc,using the

BCS resultforthecriticaltem perature,and choosingreal

basisfunctions(which can alwaysbe done ifthe norm al

state is non-m agnetic) we �nally obtain the density of

the intrinsicm agneticm om entofthe Cooperpairs:

M = i
ab�
�
a�b; (42)

where
ab = � 
ba isgiven by


i;ab =
e

4~c

1

V
eijl

�
@�a(k)

@kj

@�b(k)

@kl

�

0

(43)

in the singletcase,and


i;ab =
e

4~c

1

V
eijl

�
@�a;m (k)

@kj

@�b;m (k)

@kl

�

0

�
N 0
F

N F

1

V
ejklh�ij(k)�a;k(k)�b;l(k)i0 (44)

in thetripletcase.Itfollowsfrom theseexpressionsthat

M = 0 forany orderparam etercorresponding to a one-

dim ensionalrepresentation ofthe point group,both in

the singletand tripletcases.

Finally,letusevaluatethegradientterm sin Eq.(37).

The m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe coe�cientsK ab;ij

can be neglected,which follows from the fact that the

lowesteigenvalue ofthe operatorK ab;ijD iD j is already

linearin jB j,see Appendix B. The physicalm eaning of

thisissim ple:thesuppression ofthecriticaltem perature

duetothegradientenergyisalwayslinearin aweak�eld,

regardlessofthe dim ensionality ofthe order param eter

and the shape ofthe Ferm isurface. Taking the second

orderderivativein Eq.(36)atB = 0and calculatingthe

M atsubara sum s,we obtain:

K ab;ij = �
1

4
~
2


tr[	 y

a(k)	 b(k)]vi(k)vj(k)
�

0
I2

�
1

8
~
2


tr[	 y

a(k)	 b(k)]m
� 1

ij (k)
�

0
I1:

Here m � 1

ij
(k)= (1=~2)@2�(k)=@kj@kj isthe inverse ten-

sor ofe�ective m asses,I1 is de�ned by Eq. (41),and

I2(T)=

Z

d� N0(�)f
2
c(�)S2(�)’ �

7�(3)

8�2T 2
N F ; (45)

where

S2(�) = T
X

n

�
1

(i!n � �)3

1

� i!n � �

�
1

2

1

(i!n � �)2

1

(� i!n � �)2

�

= �
1

16T 2�
sinh

�
�

2T

�

cosh
� 3

�
�

2T

�

:

has a peak near � = 0, and �(s) is Riem ann’s zeta-

function.

Putting allthe pieces together,replacing T with Tc,

and using realbasisfunctions,we�nally have

K ab;ij =
7�(3)~2

16�2T 2
c

N F h�a(k)�b(k)vi(k)vj(k)i0

+
~
2

8V

N 0
F

N F



�a(k)�b(k)m

� 1

ij (k)
�

0
(46)

in the singletcase,and

K ab;ij =
7�(3)~2

16�2T 2
c

N F h�a;l(k)�b;l(k)vi(k)vj(k)i0

+
~
2

8V

N 0
F

N F



�a;l(k)�b;l(k)m

� 1

ij
(k)

�

0
(47)

in the triplet case. Assum ing a spherical Ferm i sur-

face, a com pletely isotropic pairing corresponding to

the unity representation of G , and neglecting the

electron-hole asym m etry, Eq. (46) yields K ij =

�ij[7�(3)~
2=48�2T 2

c]N F v
2
F [22].Foran anisotropicFerm i
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surface,but stilla conventionalpairing,the results of

Ref.[29]arerecovered.

Now we would like to m ake a few com m ents about

ourresults. The internalm agnetism ofsuperconductors

hasbeen discussed before m ostly fora charged isotropic

Ferm iliquid withoutSO coupling,see,e.g.Ref.[30].In

thiscase,thedensityofthepairm agneticm om entcan be

divided into theorbitaland spin parts,both being sm all

due to the sm allness ofboth the quasiclassicalparam -

eter (kF �0)
2 � 1 (�0 is the coherence length),and the

electron-hole asym m etry N 0
F [4]. Here we do not m ake

any assum ptionsaboutthe strength ofthe SO coupling,

thereforetheorbitaland thespin m agneticm om entscan-

not be separated,in general. For a generalband dis-

persion,one can neglect neither ofthese contributions

apriori,before calculating the Ferm i-surface averagesin

Eqs.(43)and (44).In particular,theenergy dependence

ofthe single-electron DoS in the m etals with d-and f-

electrons is usually quite signi�cant,which can lead to

an appreciable electron-hole asym m etry near the Ferm i

level.

In term s ofthe response ofthe superconductor on a

weak external�eld,the gradientterm sproduce a linear

in B suppression ofTc,see Appendix B. The value of

the slope dH c2=dT can be calculated eitheranalytically

(in very few cases),orusing a variationalapproach.O n

the other hand,the pair m agnetism can com pete with

the gradient energy, leading even to the possibility of

increasing Tc asa function ofB ,iftheinternalm agnetic

m om entis large enough. Such m echanism wasrecently

proposed in Ref.[31]to explain thephasediagram ofthe

ferrom agneticsuperconductorZrZn2.

B . C rystals w ithout inversion center

In thiscase,thecalculationsaresom ewhatsim plerbe-

cause the bands are non-degenerate. W e assum e that

the Cooperpairing occursonly between the electronsin

thestateswith oppositem om enta,which aretransform ed

into each otherby tim e reversal.Then the m ostgeneral

BCS-typeHam iltonian can be written in the form

H int = H
(1)

int + H
(2)

int + H
(3)

int; (48)

where

H
(1)

int =
1

2

X

n

X

k;k0

V
(1)
n (k;k0)c

y

kn
c
y

� kn
c� k0nck0n

H
(2)

int =
1

2

X

n6= m

X

k;k0

V
(2)
nm (k;k

0)c
y

kn
c
y

� kn
c� k0m ck0m

H
(3)

int
=
1

2

X

n6= m

X

k;k0

V
(3)
nm (k;k

0)c
y

kn
c
y

� km
c� k0m ck0n:

Here n and m labelthe non-degenerate single-electron

bands,e.g. the Rashba bands (24). The Ham iltonian

H
(1)

int describestheintra-band pairing,H
(2)

int describesthe

pairscatteringbetween thebands,which can resultin the

superconducting gapsinduced on m orethan onesheetof

the Ferm isurface,and H
(3)

int corresponds to the pairing

ofelectronsfrom di�erentbands.

A considerable sim pli�cation occurs ifthe supercon-

ducting gaps are m uch sm aller than the interband en-

ergies. For exam ple,the band structure calculations of

Ref.[23]show thattheSO band splitting in CePt3Siex-

ceeds the superconducting gap by ordersofm agnitude.

In this situation, the form ation of interband pairs de-

scribed by H
(3)

int isstrongly suppressed forthe sam e rea-

sonsasfortheparam agneticallylim ited singletsupercon-

ductors[32]:theinterband splitting cutso� thelogarith-

m icsingularity in theCooperchannel,thusreducing the

criticaltem perature. Although the bandsm ay touch at

som e isolated pointsatthe Ferm isurface,asisthe case

fortheRashbabands(24)atk k ẑ,theinterband pairing

in the vicinity ofthose points is stillsuppressed due to

the phase space lim itations. W e also neglect the possi-

bility ofthe Cooperpairshaving a non-zero m om entum

(Larkin-O vchinnikov-Fulde-Ferrellphase) [33],which is

expected to be suppressed aswellby thelargedepairing

e�ectofthe SO band splitting.

In this paper,we further neglect the inter-band pair

scattering processdescribed by H
(2)

int
,leaving theinvesti-

gation ofits e�ects for future work. Thus,we focus on

a single non-degenerate band for which the pairing be-

tween tim e-reversed states jki and K jki � j� ki near

the Ferm isurfacecan be written as

H int =
1

2

X

k;k0

~V (k;k0)c
y

k
c
y

K k
cK k0ck0; (49)

where c
y

K k
denotes the creation operatorofan electron

in the state K jki,and the pairing potentialis assum ed

to havea factorized form

~V (k;k0)= � V

dX

a= 1

�a(k)�
�
a(k

0): (50)

with V > 0. Here �a(k) are the scalar basis functions

ofan irreducible representation � ofthe pointgroup of

the crystalin the absence ofm agnetic �eld,which are

nonzero only insidetheenergy shellofwidth �c nearthe

Ferm isurface: �a(k) = �a(kF )fc[�(k)],and orthonor-

m al:

h��a(k)�b(k)i� = h��a(k)�b(k)i0 f
2
c(�)= �abf

2
c(�): (51)

The parity ofthe basisfunctionscan be determ ined us-

ing the following argum ents [34]. Although the tim e-

reversed state K jki belongs to the wave vector � k,it

is not the sam e as j� ki. In fact,K jki = t(k)j� ki,

where t(k) is a non-trivialphase factor,which satis�es

t(� k)= � t(k). This allowsus to write c
y

K k
= t(k)c

y

� k

and cK k = t�(k)c� k. Inserting these relations in Eq.

(49),wehave

H int =
1

2

X

k;k0

V (k;k0)c
y

k
c
y

� k
c� k0ck0; (52)
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where V (k;k0) = t(k)t�(k0)~V (k;k0). From the anti-

com m utation of ferm ionic operators it follows that
~V (k;k0)hasto be an even function ofboth argum ents,

i.e. one should choose even basis functions �a(k) in

the expansion (50). Treating the interaction (52)in the

m ean-�eld approxim ation,oneobtainsthe orderparam -

eter�(k)= t(k)
P

a
�a�a(k),which isodd in k.In Ref.

[23],the nodalstructure of�(k)wasanalyzed in term s

ofthe odd basis functions. This has been corrected in

Ref. [34],where the the im portance ofthe phase factor

t(k)wasrecognized.

Allowingforthepossibility ofanon-uniform supercon-

ducting orderparam eter,the Ham iltonian (52)becom es

H int =
1

2

X

k;k0;q

V (k;k0)c
y

k+ q=2
c
y

� k+ q=2

� c� k0+ q=2ck0+ q=2: (53)

Theorderparam etercan be represented as

�(k;q)=
X

a

�a(q)	 a(k); (54)

where 	 a(k) = t(k)�a(k) = � 	a(� k) satisfy the or-

thonorm ality condition h	 �
a(k)	 b(k)i� = �abf

2
c(�), see

Eq.(51).

The contribution to the free energy quadratic in the

orderparam eterhas the form (34) with the kernelnow

given by

Sab =
1

2V
�ab �

1

2

Z

dR �Sab(R )e
� iR D

; (55)

whereSab(R )isthe Fouriertransform of

�Sab(q) = T
X

n

X

k

�ab(k)�G

�

k +
q

2
;!n

�
�G

�

� k +
q

2
;� !n

�

; (56)

�ab(k) = exp

�

i
e

4~c
B

�
@

@k1
�

@

@k2

��

	 �
a(k1)	 b(k2)

�
�
�
�
k1= k2= k

= 	 �
a(k)	 b(k)+ i

e

4~c
B (r k	

�
a � rk	 b)+ O (B 2):

Thederivation issim ilartothecentrosym m etriccase,see

Appendix A.

An im portantdi�erencefrom thepreviouscaseisthat,

although the functions	 a(k)stillhavea de�nite parity,

theG reen’sfunctions(22)donot: �G (� k;!n)6= �G (k;!n)

in general,therefore �Sab(� R ) 6= �Sab(R ). This m eans

that the expansion ofthe free energy density now con-

tainsgradientterm sofan odd degreein D :

F = f
(0)

ab
�
�
a�b+ f

(1)

ab;i
�
�
aD i�b+ f

(2)

ab;ij
�
�
aD iD j�b+ :::;(57)

where

f
(0)

ab
=

1

2V
�ab � �Sab(q = 0);

f
(1)

ab;i
= �

@�Sab(q)

@qi

�
�
�
�
q= 0

;

f
(2)

ab;ij
= �

1

2

@2 �Sab(q)

@qi@qj

�
�
�
�
q= 0

;

etc:

Using Eq.(22),itiseasy to seethatf
(1)

ab;i
= 0 atB = 0.

K eeping only thelowestorderterm sin thefreeenergy

density expansion in a weak �eld,wehave:

F = A ab�
�
a�b + K ab;ij�

�
aD iD j�b � M B

+ ~K ab;ijB i�
�
aD j�b; (58)

where ~K ab;ij = @f
(1)

ab;j
=@B ijT = Tc;B = 0. The uniform con-

tribution to F can be calculated in the sam e fashion as

in the previoussection,and weobtain

A ab = �(T � Tc)�ab; (59)

where the criticaltem perature Tc is given by the sam e

BCS expression asin thecentrosym m etriccase,butnow

� = N F =2Tc.

The pair m agnetic m om ent M and the generalized

e�ective m ass tensor K ab;ij can be calculated sim ilarly

to the centrosym m etric case. Using realbasisfunctions

�a(k),we obtain

M = i
e

8~c

1

V
eijl

�
@	 �

a(k)

@kj

@	 b(k)

@kl

�

0

�
�
a�b; (60)

and

K ab;ij =
7�(3)~2

32�2T 2
c

N F h�a(k)�b(k)vi(k)vj(k)i0

+
~
2

16V

N 0
F

N F



�a(k)�b(k)m

� 1

ij (k)
�

0
: (61)

To calculate the coe�cient ~K ab;ij,we expand �Sab(q)to

the �rst order in both B and q and evaluate the M at-
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TABLE I: Thecharactertableand theexam plesofthebasis

functionsofthe irreducible representationsofC 4v.

� E C 4z �x even ��(k) odd ��(k)

A 1 1 1 1 k
2

x + k
2

y + ck
2

z kz

A 2 1 1 � 1 (k2x � k
2

y)kxky (k2x � k
2

y)kxkykz

B 1 1 � 1 1 k
2

x � k
2

y (k
2

x � k
2

y)kz

B 2 1 � 1 � 1 kxky kxkykz

E 2 0 0 kxkz ,kykz kx ,ky

subara sum s,which gives

~K ab;ij = ~h��a(k)�b(k)�i(k)vj(k)i0 I2

+
1

2

�

�
�
a(k)�b(k)

@�i(k)

@kj

�

0

I1;

where �(k) is the m om entum -dependent pseudovector

thatdeterm inesthelinearresponseoftheband electrons

on a weak m agnetic �eld,see Eq. (17),and I1;2 are de-

�ned by Eqs.(41)and (45)respectively.Using realbasis

functions,we�nally have

~K ab;ij = �
7�(3)~

8�2T 2
c

N F h�a(k)�b(k)�i(k)vj(k)i0

�
1

4V

N 0
F

N F

�

�a(k)�b(k)
@�i(k)

@kj

�

0

: (62)

Notethatthephasefactorst(k)havedropped outofboth

K ab;ij and ~K ab;ij.ToevaluatetheFerm i-surfaceaverages

in Eqs. (60,61,62) explicitly,one hasto know the band

structure [including �(k) and t(k)]and the m om entum

dependence ofthe orderparam eter.

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N S T O C eP t3Si

CePt3Siisa heavy-ferm ion m aterialwithoutinversion

center,which was recently found to becom e supercon-

ducting at T ’ 0:75K [16]. It has a tetragonallattice

sym m etry described by the pointgroup G = C 4v,which

is generated by the rotations C4z about the z axis by

an angle�=2 and the re
ections�x in the verticalplane

(100). The Ferm isurface is invariantunder allthe op-

erationsfrom C 4v and also the inversion,the latterbe-

ing the consequenceofthe tim e-reversalsym m etry.The

band structurecalculationsofRef.[23]show thattheSO

coupling in thism aterialisstrong and therefore the de-

generacy ofthe bandsislifted everywhere,exceptalong

the z axis.

The point group C 4v has �ve irreducible representa-

tions: four one-dim ensional(A 1,A 2,B 1,and B 2),and

onetwo-dim ensional(E ),seeTableI.Although theorder

param eteris odd in k [23],its nodalstructure is deter-

m ined by theeven basisfunctions[34].Hereweconsider

only the case ofa one-com ponent order param eter,for

which

�(k;r)= �(r)	(k)= �(r)t(k)�(k); (63)

where �(k) = �(� k). The pair m agnetic m om ent van-

ishes,and the G L free energy (58)takesthe form

F = �(T � Tc)j�j
2 + K ij�

�
D iD j� + ~K ijB i�

�
D j�:

Dropping the term s proportionalto N 0
F and using the

sym m etry ofthe Ferm isurface,wehave

K xx = K yy = K 1 =
7�(3)~2

32�2T 2
c

N F



�
2(k)v2x(k)

�

0
;

K zz = K 2 =
7�(3)~2

32�2T 2
c

N F



�
2(k)v2z(k)

�

0
:

(64)

In order to calculate ~K ij,we need an expression for

�(k), which satis�es the following sym m etry require-

m ents: �(� k) = � �(k), (C4z�)(C
� 1
4z k) = �(k), and

(�x�)(�
� 1
x k)= �(k)(since� isa pseudovector,wehave

�x� � IC2x� = C2x�,where C2x is a rotation by an

angle� aboutthex axis).To solvetheseconstraints,we

represent� asan expansion overtheodd basisfunctions

ofthe irreduciblerepresentationsofC 4v,seeTableI:

�(k)=
X

�

d�X

a= 1

��;a
~��;a(k); (65)

where ~�(� k) = �~�(k). It is straightforward to check

thatonly therepresentationsA 2 and E contributeto the

expansion (65),so that the m ost generalexpression for

�(k),which satis�es allthe sym m etry requirem ents,is

given by

�(k)= �E

h
~�E ;2(k)̂x � ~�E ;1(k)̂y

i

+ �A 2

~�A 2
(k)̂z; (66)

where �E and �A 2
are constants. Substituting it into

Eq. (62), using the fact that the Ferm ivelocity v(k)

transform saccording to a vectorrepresentation E + A 1,

and dropping the term s proportionalto N 0
F ,we �nally

have

~K xy = � ~K yx = ~K

= �
7�(3)~

8�2T 2
c

N F

D

�
2(k)~�E ;1(k)vx(k)

E

0
: (67)

Allother ~K ij vanish by sym m etry.

Finally,the G L free energy density can be written as

F = �(T � Tc)j�j
2 + �

�
�
K 1(D

2
x + D

2
y)+ K 2D

2
z

�
�

+ ~K �
�(B xD y � ByD x)�:(68)

W hile the second-order gradient term s here are typical

fora one-com ponentorderparam eterin a uniaxialcrys-

tal,thelast,linearin both D and B ,term isunusualand

occursonlybecauseoftheabsenceofinversionsym m etry.

Asan application oftheaboveresults,letuscalculate

theuppercritical�eldsforB paralleland perpendicular
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to the z axis. To this end,we solve the linearized G L

equation obtained from Eq.(68).IfB = B (0;0;1),then

H c2;z(T)=
~c

2e

�

K 1

(Tc � T): (69)

If B = B (cos’;sin’;0), we choose the gauge A =

B z(sin’;� cos’;0).ThelowesteigenvalueoftheG L op-

eratorcorrespondsto theorderparam eterwith no m od-

ulation along the �eld direction:

�(r)= exp

�

i
2e

~c
(B � r)zz0

�

f(z);

where z0 is an arbitrary param eter. The function f(z)

satis�es an equation which can be reduced to the stan-

dard harm onicoscillatorequation by a shiftin thecoor-

dinate:z = Z + z0 + (~c~K =4eK 1).Thuswe�nd

f(z)/ exp

 

�
eB

~c

r
K 1

K 2

Z
2

!

; (70)

and the �eld-dependentcriticaltem perature

Tc(B )= Tc(B = 0)�
2e

~c

p
K 1K 2

�
B +

~K 2

4�K 1

B
2
; (71)

which is com pletely isotropic in the xy-plane. W e see

that,surprisingly,the ~K -term doesnota�ectthelinearin

B suppression ofTc,givingriseonlytoasm all,quadratic

in �eld,correction to Tc(B ).Neglecting thelattere�ect,

we�nd

H c2;xy(T)=
~c

2e

�
p
K 1K 2

(Tc � T): (72)

The lastterm in Eq. (71)could becom e dom inantin a

�lm ofCePt3Si. Ifthe thicknessofthe �lm islessthan

thecorrelation length �z = K 2=�(Tc� T),then theorder

param eter(70)becom esz-independentand thelinearin

B term in Eq.(71)isabsent.Thus,in thiscase the su-

perconductivity can be prom oted by a parallelm agnetic

�eld,atleastin theweak �eld lim it.Thisagreeswith the

resultsofRef.[35],where the gradientterm linearin B

and D wasintroduced on thephenom enologicalgrounds

forasurfacesuperconductor.Theorderparam eterwhich

occursatTc atnon-zero B ism odulated in thexy plane:

�(r)= �0e
iQ r,with Q / (̂z� B )[35],seealso Ref.[24].

Itshould benoted though thatthe�eld-induced increase

in Tc m ay indicate the onsetofa m agnetic instability of

the superconducting state,the investigation ofwhich is

beyond the scopeofthe presentwork.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e studied the m agnetic propertiesofa clean super-

conductorwith spin-orbitcoupling. W e focussed on the

weak-�eld lim itnearthe criticaltem perature,wherethe

G inzburg-Landau theory isapplicable.Startingfrom the

e�ective single-band Ham iltonian in the m agnetic �eld,

we obtained the expressionsforthe G L e�ective m asses

and the internalm agnetic m om entsofthe Cooperpairs

in term s ofthe Ferm i-surface averages,foran arbitrary

pairing sym m etry and crystalstructure,both in thecen-

trosym m etricand non-centrosym m etriccases.

Fora superconductorwithoutinversion sym m etry,un-

usualterm s,linear in both the m agnetic �eld and the

orderparam etergradients,werefound in thefreeenergy

expansion.Theorderparam eteritselfcorrespondstothe

pairingofelectronsin thetim e-reversed stateswithin the

sam e non-degenerate band. As a sim ple application of

ourgeneralform alism ,we derived the G L functionalfor

CePt3Si. Itwasfound thatalthough the unusualgradi-

entterm doesnota�ecttheuppercritical�eld in a bulk

sam ple,itcould resultin a �eld-induced enhancem entof

Tc in a thin �lm .
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A P P EN D IX A :D ER IVA T IO N O F EQ .(34)

Toderivethefreeenergy foranonuniform distribution

oftheorderparam eter,westartwith a representation of

the partition function for the BCS Ham iltonian (27) in

term sofa functionalintegraloverthe G rassm ann �elds

ck�(�)and �ck�(�):

Z =

Z

D cD �ce� S; (A1)

whereS =
R�
0
d� [

P

k
�ck�@�ck� + H (�)].Theinteraction

term in the action can be written as

Sint = �
V

4

X

a

Z �

0

d�
X

q

B
y
a(q;�)Ba(q;�);

where

B a(q;�)=
X

k

	
y

a;��
(k)c� k+ q=2;�(�)ck+ q=2;�(�):

The interaction term is then decoupled by m eans of

theHabbard-Stratonovich transform ation,introducing a

com plex bosonic�eld �a(q;�):

e
� Sin t !

Z

D ��aD �a exp

n

�
X

a

Z �

0

d�
X

q

h
1

V
j�aj

2

+
1

2
(B y

a�a + �
�
aB a)

io

:
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The lasttwo term sin the exponentcan be written as

1

2

Z �

0

d�
X

kq

� �� (k;q;�)�ck+ q=2;�(�)�c� k+ q=2;�(�)

+ H:c:;

where

� �� (k;q;�)=
X

a

�a(q;�)	a;�� (k) (A2)

is the order param eter m atrix in the pseudospin space

[cf.Eq.(33)].

The next step is to integrate out the ferm ionic

degrees of freedom , which can be achieved by us-

ing the four-com ponent Nam bu spinor �elds C k(�) =

[ck�(�);�c� k�(�)]
T and calculating a G aussian ferm ionic

integral.Asa resultwearriveatthe following represen-

tation ofthe partition function:

Z =

Z

D ��aD �a e
� Sef f [�

�
;�]
; (A3)

where

Seff =
1

V

X

a

Z �

0

d�
X

q

j�aj
2 �

1

2
Trln(1� G0�) (A4)

isthe e�ective action forthe superconducting orderpa-

ram eter.HereG0 istheG or’kov-Nam bu G reen’sfunction

at� = �� = 0 (i.e.in the norm alstate):

G0 =

 

G 0

0 � GT

!

; (A5)

where G = (� @� � E)� 1 is a 2� 2 m atrix in the pseu-

dospin space,which satis�esEq.(7),and � isthe 4� 4

m atrix self-energy function describing thesuperconduct-

ing pairing:

� =

 

0 �

� y 0

!

; (A6)

with the order param eter m atrix de�ned by Eq. (A2).

The trace in the action (A4) should be understood as

them atrix tracein thefour-dim ensionalNam bu � pseu-

dospin space,accom panied by the operatortrace in the

k�-space.

Usingthepartition function (A3),wecan calculatethe

free energy ofthe system : F = � (1=�)lnZ. The BCS

m ean-�eld approxim ation corresponds to a stationary

saddle pointofthe e�ective action (A4). For�a(q;�)=

�a(q),the saddle-pointaction becom esS
sp

eff
= �F ,with

thefreeenergy(or,m oreprecisely,thedi�erencebetween

the free energiesofthe superconducting and the norm al

statesatthe sam etem perature)given by

F =
1

V

X

a

X

q

j�a(q)j
2 �

1

2�
Trln(1� G0�): (A7)

Theorderparam etercom ponentssatisfythesaddle-point

equations�F =���a = 0(theG L equations).In thevicinity

ofthe criticaltem perature at arbitrary m agnetic �eld,

the order param eter is sm all,so we can keep only the

quadraticin �a term sin theexpansion ofthetracein the

free energy (A7). In term s ofthe Fourier-transform ed

basisfunctions

	 a;�� (�)=
X

k

e
ik�	 a;�� (k) (A8)

and the G reen’sfunctions(8),wehave

F =
X

ab

Z

dr1dr2 �
�
a(r1)Sab(r1;r2)�b(r2); (A9)

with the kernel

Sab(r1;r2)=
1

V
�ij�(r1 � r2)

�
1

2
T
X

n

Z

d�1d�2 	
y

a;��
(�1)G �


�

r1 +
�1

2
;r2 +

�2

2
;!n

�

	 b;
�(�2)G ��

�

r1 �
�1

2
;r2 �

�2

2
;� !n

�

: (A10)

Substitution ofthe factorized G reen’s function (10) in (A10)givesthe phasefactor

exp

h

i’

�

r1 +
�1

2
;r2 +

�2

2

�

+ i’

�

r1 �
�1

2
;r2 �

�2

2

�i

= exp

h

2i’(r1;r2)+ i
e

4~c
B (�1 � �2)

i
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[to prove this,one can use the Taylorexpansionsofthe

’’swith respectto�1;2,and alsotheidentities(11)].The

nextstep isto use

exp

�

i
2e

~c

Z r2

r1

A (r)dr

�

�(r2)= e
� i(r1� r2)D 1�(r1);

where D = � irr + (2e=~c)A ,to cast the free energy

(A9)in the form (34),with the function �S(R )given by

�Sab(R )=
1

2
T
X

n

Z

d�1d�2 	
y

a;��
(�1)	 b;
�(�2)exp

h

i
e

4~c
B (�1 � �2)

i

� �G �


�

R +
�1 � �2

2
;!n

�

�G ��

�

R �
�1 � �2

2
;� !n

�

: (A11)

Finally,taking the Fouriertransform ofthisexpression,

wearriveatEq.(36).

The analysis in the non-centrosym m etric case can be

done in a sim ilarfashion,the only di�erence being that

thereisno pseudospin degreesoffreedom ,and G ,	,and

� becom e just scalarfunctions. The partition function

stillhastheform (A3),butthee�ectiveaction now reads

Seff =
1

2V

X

a

Z �

0

d�
X

q

j�aj
2�

1

2
Trln(1� G0�);(A12)

whereG0 and � are2� 2 m atrix operatorsin theNam bu

space and the k�-space.Repeating allthe stepsleading

to Eq.(A11),we arriveatEqs.(55)and (56).

A P P EN D IX B :G R A D IEN T EN ER G Y N EA R Tc

In this Appendix we estim ate the lowest eigenvalue

of the m atrix di�erentialoperator K̂ ab = K ab;ijD iD j,

where K ab;ij are constant coe�cients,a;b = 1::d,and

i;j= x;y;z.W echooseB along thez axis,i.e.B = B ẑ

(one can alwaysachieve thatby rotating the coordinate

system ,which isequivalentto a re-de�nition ofK ab;ij).

Itisconvenientto introduce new operators

a� =
1

2

r
~c

eB
(D x � iDy);

a3 =

r
~c

eB
D z:

(B1)

Itiseasy to check thattheoperatorsa� satisfy therela-

tionsa+ = a
y

� and [a� ;a+ ]= 1,and therefore have the

m eaningoftheloweringand theraisingoperatorsrespec-

tively,while the operatora3 = a
y

3 com m utes with both

ofthem : [a3;a� ]= 0. Representing K̂ ab in term softhe

operators(B1),wehave

K̂ ab =
eB

~c

X

n;m = � ;3

~K ab;nm a
y
nam ; (B2)

where the coe�cients ~K ab;nm are linearcom binationsof

K ab;ij and thereforedo notdepend on B .Itim m ediately

followsfrom thelastexpression thatalleigenvaluesofK̂

arelinearin B .

To calculatetheeigenvaluesexplicitly,itisconvenient

to choosethe basisofstatesjN ;pisuch that

a+ jN ;pi=
p
N + 1jN + 1;pi

a� jN ;pi=
p
N jN � 1;pi

a3jN ;pi= pjN ;pi;

where N = 0;1;:::hasthe m eaning ofthe Landau level

index and p is a realnum ber which is proportionalto

the wave vector along the z-axis: p = kz
p
~c=eB . Ex-

panding the eigenfunctions of K̂ in this basis: �a(r) =P

N ;p
Ca;N ;phrjN ;pi,wearriveatasystem oflinearequa-

tionsforthe coe�cientsC a;N ;p,which isin�nite in gen-

eral.Theuppercritical�eld then correspondstothem in-

im um eigenvalue ofthissystem with respectto p (while

it is usually assum ed that the m inim um is achieved for

p = 0,som e exceptionsarediscussed,e.g.in Ref.[5]).

In som e sim ple cases, the diagonalization procedure

outlined abovecan becarried outanalytically.Forexam -

ple,fora one-com ponentorderparam eterin an isotropic

s-wavesuperconductorwehave

K̂ = K (D 2
x + D

2
y + D

2
z)=

eB

~c
K (4a+ a� + a

2
3 + 2):(B3)

Since a+ a� jN ;pi= N jN ;pi,wehave

K̂ jN ;pi=
eB

~c
K (4N + p

2 + 2)jN ;pi: (B4)

The lowesteigenvalue correspondsto N = p = 0,which

givesthestandard expression forthecriticaltem perature

suppressed by the �eld:

Tc(B )= Tc(B = 0)�
2e

~c

K

�
B : (B5)
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