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W e study the response of a superconductor w ith a strong spin-orbit coupling on an extemal
m agnetic eld. The G inzburg-Landau free energy functional is derived m icroscopically for a general
crystal structure, both with and wihout an inversion center, and for an arbitrary symm etry of
the superconducting order param eter. A s a by-product, we ocbtain the general expressions for the
Intrinsic m agnetic m om ent of the Cooper pairs. It is shown that the G nzburg-Landau gradient
energy in a superconductor lJacking inversion sym m etry hasunusualstructure. T he general form alism
is illustrated using as an exam ple CeP t3Si, which is the rst known heavy-ferm ion superconductor

w ithout an inversion center.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Superconductors w ith 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
w hich the sym m etry ofthe pairwave function isdi erent
from an s-wave soin singlet, predicted by the B ardeen-
CooperSchrie er BCS) theory, can be called \uncon-—
ventional”. From the initial discoveries of superconduc—
tivity in the heavy-ferm ion com pounds, the list of exam —
ples has grown to Inclide the high-T. cuprate supercon—
ductors, ruthenates, m agnetic superconductors, and pos—
sbly organic m aterials. In contrast, such popular novel
superconductorasM gB,, In which the orderparam eter is
an s-w ave singlkt, is still \conventional" despite itsm any
unusual properties.

A though the pairing m echanisn in m ost if not allun—
conventional superconductors is sub Ect to m uch debate,
their behavior can be wellunderstood using the symm e~
try approach, pioneered in Refs. l, I, 1. In partic—
ular, the intrinsic anisotropy and the m ulticom ponent
nature of the order param eter lead to a variety of in-—
teresting m agnetic properties, such as the intemalm ag—
netisn ofthe C ooperpairs, m uliple phases in the vortex
state, and the upper critical eld anisotropy near T, not
described by the e ective m ass tensor in the G inzburg—
Landau G L) equations, fora review see,eg., Refs. l,ﬁ]

In m ost ofthe previcusm icroscopic calculations of the
m agnetic properties of unconventional superconductors,
them odelofan isotropicband in a centrosym m etric crys—
talhas been used. H istorically, this has its origin in the
fact that an unconventional C ooper pairing was st ex—
tensively studied in the context of the super uid °He,
which is indeed an isotropic Fem i liquid with a weak
spin-orbit (SO) coupling M. A lthough taking into ac—
count a realistic Ferm i surface anisotropy In a crystalline
superconductor is not believed to cause any drastic qual-
itative e ects, i m ight lead to som e considerable quan-—
titative changes com pared to the parabolic band m odel.
The SO coupling In crystals isusually taken care ofby re—
de ning the basis of the singleelectron states: instead of

the usualB loch spinors, the C ooperpairsare now form ed
by pseudospin eigenstates l]. Then the only signi cant
change in the superconducting properties, com pared to
the case without SO coupling, is that the system is no
longer invariant w ith respect to arbitrary SU (2) soin ro—
tations, which alters the symm etry of the order param —
eter In the pseudospin-triplet channel l,l]. A detailked
analysis ofthe tem perature dependence ofthe upper crit—
ical eld, including the band anisotropy, in purity scat—
tering, and som etin es the Fem 1 liquid corrections, has
been done using the quasiclassical E ilenberger) m ethod,
e eg. Ref. [[] and the references therein. A disadvan-—
tage of this approach is that it assum es a constant den—
sity of states of the nom alelectrons near the Ferm isur-
face and therefore fails to capture som e contributions to
the Intrinsic m agnetism of the C ooper pairs. A dditional
com plications arise when a superconductor wih SO in-
teraction lacks an inversion center. In a nutshell, the
symm etry analysis of superconducting phases should be
m odi ed ifthe SO coupling is strong, because the twofold
degeneracy of the singleelctron bands is now lifted al-
m ost everyw here In the Brillouin zone, which m akes it
In possble to Introduce pseudospin and also suppresses
m ost of the pairing channels l].

A though most superconductors do have inversion
sym m etry, there are som e exceptions. E arly exam ples in—
cluded such m ater:ia]sasV3Soiei] and H{/, .], in which
a possible loss of inversion sym m etry is associated w ith a
structuralphase transition in thebulk ofthe crystal. The
existence of superconductivity was later reported in fer-
roelectric perovskites SrT 3 ] and BaPbO ;-BaB 0 5
.]. Tt was pointed out In Ref. .] that the surface
superconductivity observed, eg. n Na-doped W O 3 .],
is generically non-centrosym m etric sin ply because ofthe
fact that the two sides of the surface layer are m ani-
festly non-equivalent. Possble e ects of the absence of
nversion symm etry in the layered high-T. cuprates were
discussed in Refs. 1. Very recently, superconductivity
was found in non-centrosym m etric com pounds CeP t3Si
M and v M.

T his article is ain ed to study the m agnetic properties
of a clean superconductor with arbitrary pairing sym —
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m etry and band structure, w th or w thout an nversion
center. W e focus on the strong SO coupling lin i, which

is believed to be the case in m any unconventional super—
conductors, in particular the heavy—ferm ion com pounds,
because of the presence of elem ents w ith large atom ic
weights, such as U, Ce, etc. In contrast to the previ-
ous works, the starting point of our calculations is an

e ective band H am iltonian, which describes the dynam —
ics of the Bloch electrons n a magnetic eld []. The
superconducting pairing is introduced using a BC S-type
weak-coupling m odel, generalized for the case of an un—
conventional pairing symm etry. W e derive the GL free
energy m icroscopically, w hich allow susnot only to calcu—
late the upper critical eld, but also evaluate the intrinsic
m agneticm om ent ofthe C ooper pairs in a crystalline su—
perconductor. To the best of the author’s know ledge, a
m icroscopic derivation of the G L equations for a super—
conductor lacking an inversion center, in the presence of
an arbitrary SO coupling, has neverbeen done before, so
we 1lthis gap here. O n the other hand, although som e
of our results in the centrosymm etric case are not new

and can be found scattered in the literature, we found it
Instructive to treat both cases w ithin the sam e general
fram ew ork, which also highlights the in portant di er-
ences between thenm .

The articke is organized as llows. Tn Section ll, we
discuss the properties of the B loch electrons In a m ag—
netic eld in the nom al state, and Introduce the single-
band e ective Ham iltonian. In Section [lll, we study the
properties of a strong SO coupling superconductor n a
m agnetic eld near T., derive the lnearized GL equa-—
tions in the lowest order In B , and calculate the Intemal
m agnetic m om ent of the C ooper pairs, in both the cen-
trosym m etric and non-centrosym m etric cases. In Section
Il v e apply the general form alisn to CeP t3Si. Section
B concludes w ith a discussion of our resuls.

II. SINGLE-PARTICLE PROPERTIES

To develop the necessary fram ework for the analysis
of the superconducting properties, we rst need to un—
derstand how a uniform m agnetic eld a ects the single-
electron states in a nom alcrystalw ith SO coupling (w ih
or w ithout an Inversion center). W hilk for free electrons
w ith a parabolic dispersion p?=2m the m agnetic Ham i
tonian is obtained by sinply replacing p with a gauge—
Invariant m om entum operator p + (€e=c)A (e is the ab-
solute value of the elctron charge), the case of band
electrons should be treated m ore carefully.

In zero eld, the sihgleelectron Ham iltonian has the
form

X
Ho= kK)o o ; @)

k

where & and c are the creation and annihilation opera-—
tors of band electrons w ith the wave vector k, () is
the quasiparticle dispersion in the th band, which takes

Into account all e ects of th%, periodic lattice potential
and the SO interaction, and , stands for the integra—
tion over the rst Brillouin zone. W e assum e that there
isno disorder In the crystal, so that k is a good quantum

num ber In the absence of external elds. The M atsub-—
ara G reen’s finction ofelectrons, de ned in the standard
fashion:

G, , ki; 17k2; 2)= (2)i; @)

2 2

hTCkll(1)CJZ

is diagonalw ith respect to both the band index and the
W ave vector:

G iln)= ———; 3

®iln)= 05 &)

where !, = @2n+ 1) T isthe form jonic M atsubara fre—
quency (We use the unis in which kg = 1).

In the presence ofa nonzero uniform m agnetic edB ,

Eq. W) is replaced by

X

H0=
k
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where E is the e ective oneband H am itonian in the k-
space l]. Themain technical di culty in the deriva-
tion ofEq. M) is that the corresponding vector potential
A grows linearly as a function of r, lading to diver-
gent m atrix elem ents of the Ham iltonian w ith respect
to the zero— eld Bloch waves. Aswas rst pointed out
by Pelerls 1], these non-perturbative features can be
taken into account by sin ply replacing the wave vector
k in the zero— eld band dispersion k) by the gauge—
Invariant com bination k + (e=~c)A (£),where £ = ir , is
the position operator in the krepresentation. Later, this
idea was elaborated In Refs. [ |,l ], where it was shown
that the Peierls Ham ittonian corresponds in fact to the
zero-order term in the expansion of the generale ective
oneband H am iltonian in powers ofB :

(1) 2)

E k/B)= K)+B; ,; K)+BiBy ;K )+ 5 O)
where K is an operator in the k-space:
e . e @
K =k+ —A@#)=k+i— B —
~C 2~c ek

here and below we use the symm etric gauge: A =

®B r)=2]. Since the com ponents ofK do not comm ute:
K i;K5] = ile=~c)ej Bk, the order of application is
In portant, so that E is assum ed to be a com pletely sym —
m etrized function of K ;. This can be achieved, eg., by
representing the expansion coe cients in Eq. (M), which
are periodic In k, in the form ofa Fourier series over the
lattice vectors R , and glen J:ep]acjng k ! K to cobtain
the operators K )= , ~ R)e ®F , etc.

If the electron bands are degenerate in zero eld due
to spin or pseudospin (see Sec. Il below ), then the ef-
fective H am ittonian E and all the expansion coe cients
are 2 2 matrices. The G reen’s function corresponding



to the H am ilttonian M) is not diagonalw ith respect to k,
because the system is no longer nvariant under lattice
translations (it is still nvariant though under the m ag—
netic translations which com bine the lattice translations
w ith gauge transfom ations).

A Though the explicit expressions for the expansion co—
e cients in Eq. (M) can be derived, at least in principle,
using the procedure describbed in detailin Refs. ], som e
In portant inform ation can be obtained from generalsym —
m etry considerations. The fiill sym m etry group G of the
system In the nom alstate is given by a product of the
space group and the gauge group U (1). A ssum ing that
there is no m agnetic order in zero eld and om itting the
lattice translations,wecanwriteG= G K U (1),where
G isthepoint group ofthe crystal, which m ay orm ay not
Include the inversion operation I, and K is the tine re—
versal operation. At non—zero B , the Ham iltonian ) is
Invariant w ith respect to tin e reversalonly if the sign of
B (and ofA ) isalso changed, which In poses the follow —
ng constraint on the finction E: K YE ( B)K = E B).
In addition, the expansion coe cientsm ust have certain
transform ation properties under the action of the point
group elem ents, in particular, the band dispersion (k)
m ust be invariant under all operations from G .

Further steps depend crucially on whether or not there
is an inversion center In the crystal lattice, which deter—
m Ines the degeneracy of the zero— eld bands.

A . Crystalswith inversion center

If the crystalhas an Inversion center, then the bands
are two—fold degenerate at each k, because the B loch
states x+ = x and x = KI x have the same
energy, belong to the sam e w ave vector, and are orthog—
onal. These states can be chosen to transform under
the action of the space group operations sin ilar to the
spin eigenstates, n which case they are referred to as the
pseudospin states [1]. Thus the bands can be labelled
by = @; ),where = is the pseudospin pro gction.
Focussing on a single band, we can om it the lndex n, and
the e ective band Ham ittonian @) becom es

E k;B)= K) B; 5K ) 5 + 0 (6)
where 5 are the Paulim atrices, and both the zero- eld
band dispersion (k) and the tensor i;(k) are invari-
ant under all point group operations. It is easy to see
that this form ofthe e ective H am iltonian is com patble
w ith allthe sym m etry requirem ents, In particular that E
should be H emn itian and K —and I-invariant. Indeed, the
tin e reversaloperator isK = (1 2)K g, where K ¢ is the
operation of com plex conjigation, which changes k !

k. Therefore, we have [,E( k; B),] = Ek;B).
Also,E( k;B )= Ek;B ), because of inversion symm e~
try. In the Iim it of zero SO ocoupling, the usual Zeem an
Interaction temm isrecovered: i5(k)! g i, where g
is the Bohrm agneton.

TheGreen’s finction M) isa2 2m atrix in the pseu—
dospin space, which satis esthe follow ing equation in the
frequency representation:

Wn E) G (kijkeila)= k k) )

T he Fourder transform of the G reen’s function, de ned
as

X . .
G (r1ir2iln)= efim Tt (kykoila); 8)
kikz
satis es the equation
s E1) G (riraila) = @ B O

where E is the Fourier transm of the e ective band
Ham ittonian [l), which is obtained by sin ply replacing
K Dby the real space operator

K @ + Za @ ,C + 28
= i—+ — = i—+ — :
Qr ~c Qr 2~c

The subscript 1 In E; or EAl m eans that the operator
acts on the rst argument of G. It should be noted
that the G reen’s function [l is not the same as the
G reen’s function of the band electrons in the coordi-
nate representation. The latter isde ned ashr; Jj@!,
Ho) '¥2 %=ty %1 i6  (kiskei!ln)bke Fo % (the
summ ation over repeated indices is Implied), where
hr k 1=  (r ) is the Bloch spinor, wih =";#
being the z-profction of spin.

The second tem in K presents som edi culty because
it grow s linearly as a function of r and therefore cannot
be treated as a an all perturbation. To handl this prob—
Jem , we seek solution of Eq. ) in a factorized m

i (r1ir2)

G (irila)=G (@ Bmjlae (10)
where’ (ri;r;) = (e=~) R: A (r)dr, and the integration
goesalong a straight line connecting r; and r; [1]. U sing
the identities

@ 2 ra 1

A (r)dr= A @p)t+ B @ =) Q1)
@rl;z Ty 2

one can show that the translationally-invariant finction
G (1 B)= G R) dbeys the equation

iy E) G R;ln)= R); 12)
where the operator E is obtained by replacing ¥ i
the argqument of E n Eq. M) by Kz =  i=@R +
e=2~c) B R).

T he advantage of introducing the fiinction G isthat, in
contrast to Eq. M), them agnetic eld term in Eq. @l
can be treated as a perturbation at sam allenough B . The
precise condition can be easily obtained in the case ofan
isotropic parabolic band k) = ~* k* K )=2m, when
the solution of Eq. ) ih zero ed isG R ;!n)



gke Rslgntn g F0R=Vr  yhere i = ~kp=m is the
Fem ivelocity. Because of the fast oscillations of the ex—
ponential, the characteristic scale of the derivative @=@R
is kr . On the other hand, the scale of R is given by
~vg =kg T, so that the eld-dependent term in KAR G is
an all com pared w ih the gradient term if ~!. kg T,
where ! . = eB=m c is the cyclotron frequency. A though
this condition does not have a sin ple form for a realistic
band structure, it is usually assum ed that the perturba-
tive treatment of B in Eq. [l is legitim ate at all but
very low tem peratures, where the Landau levelquantiza—
tion e ectsbecom e In portant.
T he Fourder transform ofG satis es the equation

iy, EK;B) G (Kilny)= ; 13)
which is solved perturbatively in B . The expansion of
the e ective band H am ilttonian has the form

E k;B)= ) Bm k)+0®%); (@14
w here
©) =i vk — o) 5 a5
i T eV @k R

i

The rstterm comes from the expansion of K ), wih
vk)= (1=~)@ ()=Q@k being the band velociy, whik the
second one is obtained by replacing K with k. As ob—
vious from Eq. ), m can be interpreted as the m ag—
netic m om ent operator of the band electrons, although
one cannot say that the st and the second tem s cor—
respond to the orbial and the soin m agnetic m om ents
respectively, because both v k) and ;3 k) include the
e ects of SO coupling. The solution of Eq. ) can be
written asG = Gg BGom Gy + O B?2). Inserting the
expression [l here and keeping only the corrections of
the st order n B , we have

iln)= ——  Bi i J :
¢ it g k) AT wn’ *©
N ote that because of inversion sym m etry, G ( k;)=
G kiln).

B . Crystalswithout inversion center

In the absence of inversion center in the crystal lat—
tice, the electron bands are non-degenerate aln ost ev—
eryw here, except from som e high-sym m etry lines in the
B rillouin zone. T he form alreason for this is that w ithout
the Inversion operation I, one cannot in generalconstruct
two orthogonal degenerate B loch states at the same k
(hote that the K ram ers theorem stillholds: there isa de—
generacy between the tin e reversed states  andK
belonging to k and k respectively). The above is not
valid at zero SO coupling. In that case, there is an ad—
ditional symm etry in the system { the invariance w ith

respect to arbirary spin rotations, which leads to the
bands being tw o-fold degenerate because of spin, so that
the resuls of the previous section apply.

A ssum ing that the SO coupling is strong and the bands
are well split wWhich is the case In CePt38i [1]), the
e ective single-band Ham itonian {ll) can be written in
the ollow Ing form

Ek;B)= K) B K)+ uy a7
w here the band digpersion (k) is invariant w ith respect
to all point group operations, and (k) is a psesudovec—
tor, which, being a property of the crystalin zero eld,
satis es the condiions (g ) (g k) = k), where g is
any operation from the point group. Because of the
tin ereversal symm etry, we also have ( k)= () and

( k)= k).AtanonzeroB wehaveE( k; B)=
Ek;B),butE( k;B)#% E (k;B ) In general, because of
the lack of nversion sym m etry. An exam ple ofthem icro—
soopic calculation of (k) using a sin ple tw o-din ensional
m odelis given at the end ofthis subsection. A I1so, In Sec—
tion M below , we discusshow to nd them om entum de—
pendence of In a non-centrosym m etric tetragonalcrys—
tal

The only m odi cation to the analysis of Sec. Il is
that both the e ective Ham ittonian ) and the G reen’s
fiinction M) becom e scalar finctions. The G reen’s fiinc—
tion is factorized:

G (r1;r2;!n)=G (r1 1Bmj;ly)e” ®7);  @8)

w here the Fourder transform ofG satis es the equation
iy Ek;B) G k;!ly)= 1: 19)

As in the centrosymm etric case, at low elds we solve
this equation perturbatively in B , using

Ek;B)= () Bm k)+ 0 @); (0)
where
P e S S 1)
e 7 ek

hasthem eaning ofthe m agnetic m om ent operator ofthe
band electrons. The contribution from the st term in
m to G vanishes, and we nally have, in the rst order
nB,

1
T

1
— B; ik)/—mm—=: (22
'n &) t© i @2

n &4

M ost of the previous works on non-centrosym m etric
superconductors, both two-dim ensional [, 0, ], and
three-dim ensional [ 1], have been based on the Rashba
model we would lke to mention, In particular, Ref.

'], n which the GL functional was derived for a one—
com ponent s-wave order param eter In a Rashba super-
conductor) . In thism odel, the com bined e ect ofthe SO
coupling and the lack of inversion sym m etry ism in icked



by an additionalterm in the singleparticle H am iltonian:

X X
0 (k)ai ax + n ( o
k k

Ho= k)g ax o: (23)

Here ; %=";# is the z-axis spin profction, the opera-
tor axy destroys an electron In a B loch state of energy

o k) corresponding to zero SO coupling, and n isauni
vector allowed by symm etry (in a 2D system ,n is sin —
ply the nom al vector to the plane). Choosing n = 2,
we diagonalize the H am iltonian [l by a unitary trans-

form ation ax = Ug; nan 0 = 1;2), which gives two
R ashba bands:
1ey&)= ok) J X (24)
q__
k. = k2+ kf,),wji:h the eigenfunctions
1 1 K
ki) @©) = P—E @ © 5 25)

where tan’y = ky=kyx. The bands W) are non-
degenerate alm ost everyw here, touching only at the two
poles of the Fem i surface along the z axis. W e would
like to em phasize that the band indicesn = 1;2 cannot
be interpreted asthe psesudospoin pro fgctions. Indeed, un—
der tin e reversalthe pseudospin eigenstateswould trans—
form sin ilar to the spin eigenstates, ie. Into one an—
other. However, being a symm etry of the Ham ilttonian
tin e reversal transform s the Rashba bands into them -
selves, which can be directly veri ed for the eigenstates

m:
, ie ¥x 1 .
K xn= (@ 2)XKo k;1=—19§— el e ¥*
ie Yx 1 .

and sin ilarly or y;; Weused’ = "¢+ ).

Tt is easy to show that In the presence of a non—zero
m agnetic eld the e ective H am iltonian for the R ashba
m odel can be cast in the orm [ll). To cbtain the pseu-—
dovector (k), ket us consider a tw o-din ensional system
In a eld parallelto the xy plane. T hen the H am iltonian
) ismodiedbytheZeemanterm :Hg = Hg 5 B .
T he diagonalization ofHp , ollowed by an expansion in
powers of B , gives

Eipk;B) = (k)
a
2k§+2 B k B+ éBZ
! 1(2)(}() 1(2)(k)B;
w here
k n
1) K)= B ©26)

In this article, we want to keep our discussion as general
as possible and therefore do not resort to any explicit
m odel, such as the Rashba m odel, to describe the SO

coupling. Our results are based only on the symm etry
considerations and valid for an arbitrary strength of the
SO ooupling and any band structure.

III. MAGNETIC RESPONSE IN THE
SUPERCONDUCTING STATE

A . Crystalswith inversion center

Now let ustake into account the attractive interaction
between the band electrons in the C ooper channel. The
totalH am ittonian isgiven by H = H g + H ih+, where the
free electron H am iltonian H o isgiven by Eq. W) and, or
a BC S—type m echanian of pairing, the interaction part
can be w ritten as

1 X
H int = < \Y%
kk%q

;KOG o,

k+ g=2;

C ko g=2; &0+ g=2; * @7)

T he pairing potential does not depend on the extemal
m agnetic eld and is assum ed to have a factorized fom :

Vo, kik)= ZV A k) LKD) @8

w ith the coupling constant V. > 0. Here , (k) are the
2 2 m atrix basis functions of an irreducible representa-
tion ofdin ensionality d of the sym m etry group of the
system at zerom agnetic eld [I]. T he pairing iInteraction
is nonzero only inside a thin shellofwidth . (the cuto
energy) in the vicinity ofthe Fem isurface ()= 0, ie.

ak)= Lkp)f.[ k)], where ki is a wave vector at
the Fermm i surface and the cuto function f.( ) is local-
ized about the origin, eg. £.( )= (¢ J J. Thebasis
functions are assum ed to be orthonom al:

> trl 2 (k) pk)]
— 1 y 2 _ 2
=3 trl k) p®)IJEE ()= af ()i @9
w here the angularbrackets denote the averaging over the

constant energy surface (k) =

&)L 30)

and N g ( )=P [ (k)] is the nom alm etal density
of states (D 0S) per one pseudospin pro fction.

It ollow s from anticom m utation of the ferm ionic op—
eratorsthat ,; ( k)= a; (k). In the presence of
nversion symm etry, the even in k (oseudospin-singlet)
and odd in k (pseudospin-triplet) pairing states can be



considered separately. In the singlet case, the m atrix ba—
sis functions can be represented in the fom
a; k)= @G2) ak); 31)
where , (k) are the even scalar basis functions of the
representation. In the triplet case, we have
aj; k)= @1 i 2) a;i(k) (32)
where , (k) are the odd vector basis functions of the
representation [, H].
T he superconducting order param eter can be repre—
sented as a linear com bination of the basis finctions:
X
kia) = a@ a; &) (33)

a

w ith the coe cients . playing the role of the order pa—
ram eter com ponents, which detem ine, for instance, the

free energy F of the superconductor. In the vicinity of
the critical tem perature T. B ), one can keep only the
quadratic term s in the expansion ofF :

x 2

dr , ()Sap pr): (34)
ab

Here S isad
oxder:

d m atrix di erential operator of n nite

1 )
Sab= o ab dR S;pR)e B ; @35)
whereD = ir, + @e=~c)A , and the translationally—
Invariant fiinction S, R ) is expressed In tem s of the
G reen’s fiinctions [ . Its Fourier transform is given by

Sapl@) = T )G k+%;'n G k+§; Lo 36)
n k
1 e @ @
ab . y
k) = “exp i—B — — k1) b (2)
2 4~c kg @k A PR
— 1 Yy + y 2y,
= 5 &) b &) lgTCB Tx 3, Iy n; )T O ®7):

T he derivation ofthese form ulas is outlined in A ppendix
M. 2 sobvious from Eq. ), the operator S is a com —
pltely symm etrized function of the com ponents ofD ,
which do not commute: D ;D 4] = i2e=~c)g;Bx .
A Iso, is Taylor expansion contains only even powers of
D ,because S, ( R ) =Si, R ) dueto the inversion sym —
m etry.

The eld dependence of the phase transition tem pera—
ture at arbitrary B can be found from Eq. [l): T. B )
is de ned as the tem perature at which the m Ininum
eigenvalue of the operator S passes through zero. For
an isotropic s-wave order param eter, the corresoonding
equations were derived and solved In Refs. ], while
for an isotropic p-wave case i was done in Ref. []]. In
a general case, ie. for an arbitrary band structure and
pairing symm etry, T B ) can only be calculated num er—
ically.

Here we cus on the properties of ogr superconductor
in theweak eld limi. We haveF = F dr, where the
free energy density can be represented as

FzAabaa+Kab;ijaDiDjb M B : 37)
T his expression has the usual form expected on the phe—
nom enological grounds, with K ay;i5 being the general-

ized e ective m asstensor, and M having them eaning of
the Intrinsic m agnetic m om ent of the C ooper pairs. T he
linearized G L equations ollow from Eq. [l after the
m Inin ization over the order parameter: F= _ (r) = 0.
Below we outline how to calculate the free energy density
using our weak-coupling m odel

The rsttem in F is obtained by puttingg= B = 0
in Egs. ) and @), which gives

1 1X
Asp= — ab = tr[ Y k) n&k)ISI ®)J; (38)
\Y% 2
and
X 1 1
S()=T ——— = _tanh—:

124 2 o 2T °

The necessary mom entum cuto in Eq. {l) is provided
by the basis functions , k), which are restricted to the
vicinity ofthe Fem isurface. C alculating them om entum
integralw ith the help ofthe nom alization condition [ll),
weobtain A, = [(1=V) Ilap, where

Z

d No()E()S()’ N In

c
2e” ¢

I(T)= (39)



€ 7’ 0577 is Eulr’s constant). To obtain this re—
sult we made the usual assum ption that Ngo( ) is a
slow lyvarying fiinction w ithin the energy shell of w idth
¢ near the Fem i surface, which allows us to replace
it by a constant { the DoS at the Fem i level Ny =
N (@©). At the zero—- eld critical tem perature T., we
have I(T.) = 1=V, which gives the standard BCS re—
sult: To " 143 cexp( 1=Np V). Expanding A, in the
vicinity of T, we recover the fam iliar expression for the
uniform tem in the free energy density:

Agp = (T To) abi (40)

where =N r=I¢c.

Next, we calculate the intrinsic m agnetic m om ent
M . Using the smallB expansions of the nom alkstate
G reen’s function G and the vertex , we obtain in the
sihglet case:

ie

M= —
* 4~c

2 bhrx 5 Ik p)i;I;

where h(::)iy stands orthe Fem isurface averaging [ll),
and I isde ned by Eq. ). To derive this expression,
we again used the fact that the basis fiinctions are non—
zero only in a narrow viciniy ofthe Fem isurface, which
allow s one to separate the energy integration from the
Integration over the Ferm isurface. A sim ilar calculation

In the triplet case gives

ie

M; = 4Tca]o];l(lfk 2 TIx b)ii%:[
+2i,p &) (4 b); 011;
w here
Z 0 c
Np 2e” o
L(T)= d No()fg()&()' Th T i (41)
5 ()_TX 1 1 _1es(),
' ., 3 il 2 @

n

HereN? = N J(0) isam easure ofthe electron-hole asym —
m etry near the Fem isurface. Putting T = T, using the
BC S resul forthe criticaltem perature, and choosing real
basis functions (which can alwaysbe done if the nom al
state is non-m agnetic) we nally obtain the densiy of
the Intrinsic m agnetic m om ent of the C ooper pairs:

M =1a 4 v/ 42)
where ., = pa 1S given by
e 1 @ k)@ yk)
= — e 43
ijab 4~cV 131 ek, Qk; o “3)

In the singlkt case, and

iie” @ am k)@ bm k)
4~cv Ot ek, ek,

NY 1 .
vejklh i3 k) ax k) pak)i; 44)

i;ab =
0

F

In the triplet case. It ollow s from these expressions that
M = 0 for any order param eter corresponding to a one-
din ensional representation of the point group, both in
the singlet and triplet cases.

Finally, let us evaluate the gradient temm s n Eq. [l
The m agnetic eld dependence of the coe cilents K ap;45
can be neglected, which ©llows from the fact that the
low est eigenvalue of the operator K ,p,15D ;D 5 is already
linear in B j see Appendix M. T he physicalm eaning of
this is sin ple: the suppression ofthe critical tem perature
due to the gradient energy isalways linearn aweak eld,
regardless of the dim ensionality of the order param eter
and the shape of the Fem i surface. Taking the second
orderderivative n Eq. ) at B = 0 and calculating the
M atsubara sum s, we obtain:

1
Kapy= 7~ &0 16) p0)MEVIK) (T
1
57 ELIK) pR k) T
Heremijl(k)= 1=~%*)@? (k)=@kQk; is the inverse ten-

sor of e ective m asses, I; is de ned by Eq. ), and

Z
7 3)
LT)= d No()E()S()’ WNF; 45)
where
S, () = TX 1 1
2 B (G § ily

has a peak near = 0, and (s) is Riem ann’s zeta—
function.
Putting all the pieces together, replacing T wih T,

and using realbasis fiinctions, we nally have

A .
K ap;ij = 1672T§NF h o k) »&)viK)vy k)i
~2 Nh? .
8V No ak) pkimy k) - @46)

In the sihglkt case, and

7 (3)F .
Kab;ij = 16 ZTZNF h a;l(k) b;l(k)vi(k)vj (k)lo
2 0 .
F
sV NF a;l(k) b;l(k)m ij (k) 0 (47)

In the triplet case. Assum Ing a spherical Fem i sur—
face, a complktely isotropic pairing corresponding to
the unity representation of G, and neglecting the
ekctron-hole asymmetry, Eq. [l yields K

i3 3)~¥4=48 *TZNy v []. Foran anisotropic Fem i



surface, but still a conventional pairing, the results of
Ref. 1] are recovered.

Now we would lke to make a few comm ents about
our resuls. The intemalm agnetism of superconductors
has been discussed before m ostly for a charged isotropic
Fem i liquid w ithout SO coupling, see, eg. Ref. [1]]. In
this case, the density ofthe pairm agneticm om ent can be
divided into the orbital and spin parts, both being an all
due to the am allness of both the quasiclassical param —
eter kg o)° 1 (¢ is the coherence length), and the
electron-hole asym m etry NF0 1. Here we do not m ake
any assum ptions about the strength ofthe SO coupling,
therefore the orbitaland the spin m agneticm om ents can—
not be separated, In general. For a general band dis—
persion, one can neglect neither of these contrbutions
apriori, before calculating the Ferm isurface averages in
Eqgs. ) and ) . In particular, the energy dependence
of the singleelectron D oS in the m etals wih d-and f-
electrons is usually quite signi cant, which can lead to
an appreciable electron-hole asymm etry near the Fem i
evel.

In tem s of the response of the superconductor on a
weak extemal eld, the gradient tem s produce a linear
in B suppression of T, see Appendix . The valie of
the slope dH ,=dT can be calculated either analytically
(in very f&w cases), or using a variational approach. O n
the other hand, the pair m agnetism can com pete w ih
the gradient energy, lading even to the possbility of
Increasing T, as a function ofB , ifthe intemalm agnetic
m om ent is lJarge enough. Such m echanism was recently
proposed In Ref. [[1]to explain the phase diagram ofthe
ferrom agnetic superconductor ZxZn; .

B . Crystalswithout inversion center

In this case, the calculations are som ew hat sin plerbe—
cause the bands are non-degenerate. W e assum e that
the C ooper pairing occurs only between the electrons in
the statesw ith oppositem om enta, w hich are transform ed
Into each other by tin e reversal. Then the m ost general
BC S—type Ham ittonian can be w ritten in the fom

@) @) @),

Hie=Hy (+H o+ Hy (48)
where
w_ 11X X 0
Hye= E Vo kik )Cincyknc k°n Ckn
n k;k°
@_ 1% @) 0
Hint= E Vnm kik )C’J{ncyknc k°m Cim
ném k;k°
X X
@ _ 1
H int = E Vn(ri) (]{;ko)clzncykm C xop Ckop ¢
ném k;k©

Here n and m label the non-degenerate single-electron

bands, eg. the Rashba bands ). The Ham iltonian

H lgé describes the intra-band pairing, H Jfé describes the

pair scattering betw een the bands, which can result in the
superconducting gaps induced on m ore than one sheet of
the Femm i surface, and H lfi corresponds to the pairing
of electrons from di erent bands.

A oonsiderable sin pli cation occurs if the supercon—
ducting gaps are much an aller than the interband en-
ergies. For exam ple, the band structure calculations of
Ref. 1] show that the SO band splitting In CeP t3Siex—
ceeds the superconducting gap by orders of m agnitude.
In this situation, the fom ation of interband pairs de—
scribbed by H lfé is strongly suppressed for the sam e rea—
sons as forthe param agnetically lim ited singlet supercon—
ductors [ ]: the interband splitting cutso the logarith—
m ic singularity in the C ooper channel, thus reducing the
critical tem perature. A lthough the bandsm ay touch at
som e isolated points at the Fem i surface, as is the case
forthe R ashba bands [l atk k 2, the interband pairing
In the vicinity of those points is still suppressed due to
the phase space lim itations. W e also neglect the possi-
bility of the C ooper pairs having a non-zero m om entum
(Larkin-O vchinnikov-FuldeFerrell phase) 1], which is
expected to be suppressed as wellby the large depairing
e ect ofthe SO band splitting.

In this paper, we further neglect the interband pair
scattering process described by H in, leaving the investi-
gation of its e ects for future work. Thus, we focus on
a single non-degenerate band for which the pairing be-
tween tim ereversed states ki and K ki j  kinear
the Fem isurface can be w ritten as

V k;k%G &, ok koao; 49)
k;k?©

w here % « denotes the creation operator of an electron
In the state K ki, and the pairing potential is assum ed
to have a factorized form
VikY= Vo oK) LK) (50)
wih V > 0. Here , (k) are the scalar basis functions
of an irreduchble representation of the point group of
the crystal In the absence of m agnetic eld, which are
nonzero only inside the energy shellofw idth . near the

Fem i surface: k) = 4 &kr)f.[ k)], and orthonor-
mal:

h,k) pk)i="h_k) pk)i £ ()=

T he parity of the basis functions can be determ ined us—
Ing the follow ing argum ents [1]. A Ythough the tine-
reversed state K ki belongs to the wave vector k, it
isnot the same as j ki. In fact, K ki= tk)j ki,
where t(k) is a non-trivial phase factor, which satis es

aE2(): (B1)

t( k)= tk).Thisalowsustowrite £, = tk)c
and  x = t k)c x. Inserting these relations n Eqg.
M), we have
X
Hie= =V &k ¢ xoco; (52)
k k0



where V k;k% = tk)t KOV k;k%. From the anti-
comm utation of femm lonic operators it follows that
V (k;k% has to be an even fiinction of both argum ents,
ie. one should choose even basis functions , k) in
the expansion [l . Treating the interaction [l) i the
mean— eld approzﬁ,im ation, one cbtains the order param —
eter k)= tk) . a ak),which isodd n k. In Ref.
], the nodal structure of (k) was analyzed in tem s

of the odd basis functions. This has been corrected in
Ref. ], where the the In portance of the phase factor
t(k) was recognized.

A llow ing forthe possibility ofa non-uniform supercon-—
ducting order param eter, the H am iltonian ) becom es

1 X 0
Hine = > V kik )(%+q=2cyk+q=2
kk%q
C ko4 qg=2Ck0+ g=2 ¢ (63)
|
X X
Sav@) = T ab k)G
n k
) e 5 @
b P e

e
= 2 k) b(k)+i4TcB Tx 2

T he derivation is sim ilarto the centrosym m etric case, see
Appendix [l

An in portant di erence from the previouscase isthat,
although the functions 4 (k) stillhave a de nite parity,
the G reen’s finctions M) donot: G ( k; ') 6 G k;!'y)
In general, therefore S, ( R) 6 S;pR). Thismeans
that the expansion of the free energy density now con-—
tains gradient tem s of an odd degree in D :

(0) 1) 2)
F = fab a bt fab;i aD i bt fab;ij aD iDj pt 57)
w here
1
©0)
o = v ® Sar @@= 0);
o _ 6S5p@) .
bii T A~ ’
ab;i @q1 a0
o _ 1@Ss@
ab;ij 2 @qi@qj g=0
etc:

Usihg Eq. -),jtjseasytoseethatf;;i= 0atB = 0.
K egping only the lowest order term s in the free energy

density expansion in a weak eld, we have:
F=Aab3b+Kab;ij aDiDjb M B

+Kap;iBi 2D 5 bi (58)

T he order param eter can be represented as

X
(k;CI)= a(q) ak); (54)
where a(k) = t(k) a(k) = a( k) saUs@ the or—
thonom ality condition h _ k) pk)i = abfcz( ), see
Eq. .

T he contrbution to the free energy quadratic in the
order param eter has the form [ll) with the kemel now
given by

Z
1 i
Sap= 5 a3 R SapR)e S N 1)
where S, R ) is the Fourder transform of
a., q
=; G k+=; W ; 56
Sitn > n (56)
@
- a ki) pko)
Gks ki=ko=k

where K ap;i5 = @fa(;zj=@B i¥=t.8=0- The uniform con-
tribution to F can be calculated in the sam e fashion as
In the previous section, and we obtain
Agp = (T T.) abi (59)
w here the critical tem perature T, is given by the sam e
BC S expression as in the centrosym m etric case, but now
=N F :2TC .
The pair magnetic moment M and the generalized
e ective m ass tensor K ,p;iy can be calculated sin ilarly
to the centrosym m etric case. U sing realbasis fiinctions
a2 k), we obtain

e 1 @ ,k)e pk)
M =i e o i (60
l8~CVejl @kj @kl . a b ( )
and
7 ()2 _
K ap;ij = TZTCZNF h . &) p&)vik)vs k)i,
2 0

pNE k) pem ) (6D)

16V NF 1J 0

To calculate the coe cient K45, we expand S,y (@) to
the st order in both B and g and evaluate the M at-



TABLE I: The character table and the exam ples of the basis
functions of the irreduchble representations of C 4y .

E C 4z x even k) odd k)
A 1 1 1 k2 + ki + okf k.
Ay 1 1 1 & kik«ky| &2 k2)kekyks
B.| 1 1 k2 k2 ki k)k.
By| 1 1 1 ke ky kxky ks
E 2 0 0 kiks , kyk, kx , ky

subara sum s, which gives

Kapiiy = ~h o k) pk) 1k)vyk)ij I
1 Q@ ;k)
+§ a k) pk) ek, O:[lr

where (k) is the m om entum -dependent pseudovector
that determ ines the linear response of the band electrons
on a weak m agnetic eld, see Eq. ), and I;; are de—

ned by Egs. {lll) and ) respectively. U sing realbasis
functions, we nally have

7 @)~
K ab;ij = 8T(T)CZNF h k) pk) s k)vy k)
1 N2 Q@ ;k)
E_NF ak) pk) T (62)

N ote that the phase factorst (k) have dropped out ofboth
K ap;i5 and K ay;i5 . To evaluate the Ferm i-surface averages
in Egs. Il explicitly, one has to know the band
structure [Incuding () and tk)] and the m om entum

dependence of the order param eter.

IV. APPLICATIONS TO CePt3Si

CeP t3S1iis a heavy-fermm ion m aterialw ithout inversion
center, which was recently found to becom e supercon—
ducting at T ’ 0:75K [I]. Ik has a tetragonal lattice
symm etry descrbed by the point group G = C 4y, which
is generated by the rotations C4, about the z axis by
an angle =2 and the re ections  in the verticalplane
(100). The Fem i surface is invariant under all the op—
erations from C 4, and also the inversion, the latter be-
Ing the consequence of the tim ereversal sym m etry. T he
band structure calculationsofRef. [ |] show that the SO
coupling In thism aterdal is strong and therefore the de-
generacy of the bands is lifted everywhere, exocept along
the z axis.

The point group C 4, has ve irreducble representa-—
tions: four onedim ensional @,, A,, B, and B,), and
onetwo-din ensional € ), seeTabkl. 2 Though the order
param eter is odd in k 1], is nodal structure is deter—
m Ined by the even basis fiinctions [[1]]. H ere we consider
only the case of a one-com ponent order param eter, for
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which

k;r)= () k)= @©tk) k); (63)

where ()= ( k). The pair m agnetic m om ent van—
ishes, and the G L fiee energy M) takes the form
F= (T T)jj+ K

Dle +K13B1 Dj

D ropping the tem s proportional to NF0 and using the
sym m etry of the Fem isurface, we have
7 (3)+

3) N
32 2712

7 ()~
ﬁ r 2RV k)

=Kyy=K1=

2RIV k) i
(64)

0 -

In order to calulate K'j5, we need an expression for
k), which satis es the Pllow iIng symm etry require—

ments: ( k) = k), @G )(C4zlk) = k), and
(x )(,.*k)= () (shce isa pseudovector, we have
x ICyx = Cyx , where Cyy is a rotation by an

anglke about the x axis). To solve these constraints, we
represent  as an expansion over the odd basis finctions
of the irreducible representations of C 4y, see Tabkl:

X ®
k)= a ak); (65)

a=1

where “( k) = 7“(k). It is straightforward to check
that only the representationsA , and E contribute to the
expansion [l), so that the m ost general expression for
k), which satis es all the symm etry requirem ents, is
given by
h i
k)= &g &R Teak)y + a,"a,k)Z; (66)
where 5 and L, are constants. Substituting it into
Eq. ), usihg the fact that the Fem i velocity v k)
transform s according to a vector representation E + A,
and dropping the termm s proportional to NF0 , we nally
have

Kyy= Kyx=K
UC L " 67
3 ZTCZ F k) E;l k)vy k) o ©7)

A Il other K'j; vanish by symm etry.
F inally, the GL free energy density can be w ritten as
)3 3+

F= (T Ki1D2+D2)+KD?

+K ®BxD, ByDy) :(68)
W hile the second-order gradient temm s here are typical
for a one-com ponent order param eter In a uniaxial crys—
tal, the last, linear in both D and B , term isunusualand
occursonly because ofthe absence of inversion sym m etry.

A s an application ofthe above resuls, ket us calculate

the upper critical elds orB parallel and perpendicular



to the z axis. To this end, we solve the lnearized G L
equation obtained from Eq. ). IfB = B (0;0;1), then

~C
H o = —— T): 69
c2,z(T) 2€K1 (Tc ) ( )
IfB = B (cos’ ;jsih’;0), we choose the gauge A =
Bz(nh’; cos’;0).The owesteigenvalieoftheGL op—

erator corresponds to the order param eter w th no m od—
ulation along the eld direction:

2e
() = exp 1~—C(B rkzo f(2);
where 7y is an arbirary param eter. The function f (z)
satis es an equation which can be reduced to the stan-
dard hamm onic oscillator equation by a shift in the coor-
dinate: z= Z + zg+ (K =4eK ). Thuswe nd

r__
eB K
fz)/ exp — -—1322 ; (70)
~C Ko
and the eld-dependent critical tem perature
ZepKle Kz 2
IcB)=T.®B =0) — B + B%; (71)
~C 4 K1

which is com pltely isotropic in the xy-plane. W e see
that, surprisingly, the K -term doesnota ectthe linearin
B suppression ofT., giving rise only to a an all, quadratic
In eld, correction to T. B ). Neglecting the lattere ect,
we nd

Hemy T)= —Pe—— (T T): (72)

2e” K 1K 2

The last term in Eq. M) could becom e dom inant in a

In of CePt3Si. If the thickness of the Im is less than
the correlation length , = K= (I. T),then the order
param eter [lll) becom es z-independent and the linear in
B term in Eq. [l is absent. Thus, in this case the su—
perconductivity can be prom oted by a parallelm agnetic

eld, at least In theweak eld lm it. T hisagreesw ith the
results of Ref. 1], where the gradient temm linear In B
and D was Introduced on the phenom enological grounds
fora surface superconductor. T he orderparam eterw hich
occurs at T, at non—zero B ism odulated in the xy plane:

)= 0e2%,withQ / (¢ B)I], seealoRef. L]

Tt should be noted though that the eld-induced increase
In T, m ay indicate the onset of a m agnetic instability of
the superconducting state, the investigation of which is
beyond the scope of the present work.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e studied the m agnetic properties of a clean super-
conductor w ith spin-orbit coupling. W e focussed on the
weak— eld lin i near the critical tem perature, w here the
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G Inzburg-L.andau theory is applicabl. Starting from the
e ective sihglband Ham itonian in the m agnetic eld,
we obtained the expressions for the GL e ective m asses
and the intemalm agnetic m om ents of the C ooper pairs
In tem s of the Fem isurface averages, for an arbirary
pairing sym m etry and crystalstructure, both In the cen—
trosym m etric and non-centrosym m etric cases.

Fora superconductor w thout Inversion sym m etry, un—
usual tem s, linear in both the m agnetic eld and the
order param eter gradients, were found in the free energy
expansion . T he order param eter itself corresoonds to the
pairing ofelectrons in the tin ereversed statesw ithin the
sam e non-degenerate band. A s a sin pl application of
our general form alism , we derived the G L functional for
CePt3Si. It was found that although the unusual gradi-
ent tetrm does not a ect the upper critical eld in a buk
sam ple, it could resul in a eld-induced enhancem ent of
Tchhathin In.
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APPENDIX A:DERIVATION OF EQ .

T o derive the free energy for a nonuniform distribution
of the order param eter, we start w ith a representation of
the partition fiinction for the BCS Ham itonian [l in
term s of a functional integral over the G rassn ann elds
& (Janda ():

Z
Z= Ddce ?; @1)
R P
whereS = ,d [ (& @ o« + H ()]. The interaction
term in the action can be w ritten as
vXx ¢ x
Sing = " d BY(@; )Ba@i )i
a 0 q
w here
X
Ba@ )= Z; k)c k+ g=2; ( )Q+q=2,~ ():

k

The interaction term is then decoupled by means of
the H abbard-Stratonovich transfom ation, Introducing a

com plex bosonic eld (g; ):
Z n x Z X hl
e S| D D , exp d —J.
a 0 q V
io
+_(BZ a+ aBa)



The last two tem s In the exponent can be w ritten as

Z X

d k;q;
kq

N -

)G+ q=2; ( )Ck+qg=2; ()
+H 3y

w here
X
kia; )=

aldi ) & &) @2

a

is the order param eter m atrix In the pseudospin space
cf. Eq. D).

The next step is to Integrate out the fem ionic
degrees of freedom , which can be achieved by us—
ng the Purcomponent Nambu spinor elds Cy ( ) =
b ();jcx ()F and calculating a G aussian ferm ionic
Integral. A s a result we arrive at the follow ng represen—
tation of the partition finction:
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w ith the order param eter m atrix de ned by Eq. ).
The trace in the action [l) should be understood as
them atrix trace In the ourdim ensionalNambu  pseu-
dospin space, accom panied by the operator trace In the
k -space.

U sing the partition finction [ll), we can calculate the
free energy of the system : F = (1= )InzZ. The BCS
mean— eld approxin ation corresponds to a stationary
saddle point of the e ective action (). For .(q; )=
a @), the saddlepoint action becomes 52, = F, with
the free energy (or, m ore precisely, the di erence between
the free energies of the superconducting and the nom al

states at the sam e tem perature) given by

1X X

1
—Trh (@ G ):

ja. @7 3

AT

a g
T he order param eter com ponents satisfy the saddlepoint

Z
Serel ;] equations F= _ = 0 (theGL equations). In the vicinity
Z= D .Dae i @ 3) of the critical tem perature at arbirary m agnetic eld,
the order param eter is sm all, so we can keep only the
where quadraticin , tem s in the expansion ofthe trace in the
L x 7 X . free energy ). I tem s of the Fouriertransom ed
Serr = — d jaf “Trind G ) @A4) basis functions
Y 0 2
a q
is the e ective action for the superconducting order pa- ()= X oik oK) @8)
ram eter. Here Gy isthe G or’kov-N am bu G reen’s finction @i . ai
at = = 0 (ie. In the nom alstate):
|
G 0 )
Go = 0 o ; AD5) and the G reen’s fiinctions M), we have
whereG = ( @ E)?! isa2 2 matrix i the pseu- v Z
dospin space, which satis esEq. W), and isthe4 4 F o= dridry | (r1)Sap @1T2) b () @ 9)
m atrix selfenergy fiinction describing the superconduct- b
ng pairing:
I
0 .
= v oo @6) w ith the kemel
|
1
Sap (C17r2)= — 35 @ B)
1_X 1 2 1 2
—-T d ;d v G ri+ —;rp+ —;! . G r —r —; ! : 10
2" 1d 2 5. (1) 1222nb,(2) 1222n(A)
[
Substimition of the factorized G reen’s finction W) n [l gives the phase factor
h 1 2 1 2 .
exp ¥ ri+ —;rp+ — + 1 r —,r —
P 1 > 2 > 1 > 2 >

h e i
= exp 21 (r1;r2)+ i4TCB (1 2)



fto prove this, one can use the Taylor expansions of the
" 'sw ith regpectto 1,2, and also the dentities Il 1. The
next step isto use

r2

A (r)dr

2e

. i(ry
exp i—
~C

)= e )b

r

Finally, taking the Fourier transform of this expression,
wearrive at Eq. ).

T he analysis in the non-centrosym m etric case can be
done in a sin ilar fashion, the only di erence being that
there isno pseudospin degrees of freedom , and G, , and

becom e just scalar functions. T he partition fnction
stillhasthe orm [, but the e ective action now reads

x 2 X
d

a 0 q

1 , 1
Serr = —— jaf STrn@ G )i @12)

whereGy and are2 2 m atrix operators in the Nambu
space and the k  -space. R epeating all the steps leading
toEq. ), we arrive at Egs. [l and ).

APPENDIX B:GRADIENT ENERGY NEAR T¢

In this Appendix we estim ate the lowest eigenvalue
of the m atrix di erential operator KAab = Kap;3D iD 4,
where K ;3 are constant coe cients, a;b = 1:d, and
;9= x;y;2z.W e choose B along the z axis, ie.B = B2
(one can always achieve that by rotating the coordinate
systam , which is equivalent to a rede nition ofK .y;i5) -
Tt is convenient to Introduce new operators

r

1 ~C(D D)
a =- —0O« ;

2 eB Y

. ®1)
asz = —D 5
3 eB

Tt is easy to check that the operatorsa satisfy the rela-
tions a, a’ and B ;a: ]= 1, and therefore have the
m eaning ofthe low ering and the raising operators respec—
tively, whik the operator a3 = a} commutes w ith both
ofthem : B3;a 1= 0. Representing KAab in tem s of the
operators [ll), we have

A eB X

Kap= —
~C
n;m =

B2)

y .
Kab;nm an am 7
;3
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where D ir, + (e=~c)A , to cast the free energy
) in the ©m [, with the function S R ) given by

@11)

where the coe clents K'ipnm are linear com binations of
K ap;15 and therefore do not depend on B . It Inm ediately

follow s from the last expression that all eigenvalues of K
are linear n B .

To calculate the eigenvalues explicitly, it is convenient
to choose the basis of states N ;pi such that

P—

ay N;pi= N + 1IN + 1;pi
P—

a N;pi= NN

az N jpi= pN ;pi;

1;pi

where N = 0;1;::: has the m eaning of the Landau level
Index and p is a real number which is plgoportjonalto
the wave vector along the zaxis: p= k, ~c=eB. Ex—
Eandjng the eigenfunctions of K in this basis: 5 ()

N Cam or N ;pi, wearriveat a system oflinearequa-—
tions for the coe cients C 5 5, which is in nite in gen-—
eral. Theuppercritical eld then correspondsto them in—
Inum eigenvalue of this system w ith respect to p (while
i is usually assum ed that the m ininum is achieved for
p= 0, som e exceptions are discussed, eg. In Ref. [1]).

In some sinpl cases, the diagonalization procedure
outlined above can be carried out analytically. For exam —
ple, or a one-com ponent order param eter in an isotropic
s-w ave superconductor we have

N

K

2 2 2 eB 2
=KCDX+DY+DZ) —K (daya + a5+ 2): B3)
~C

Sinhceara N;pi= N N ;pi, we have

~ ., €B 2 .
KN;pi= —K @N + p° + 2)N ;pi: B4)
~C

T he lowest eigenvalue correspondsto N = p= 0, which
gives the standard expression for the criticaltem perature
suppressed by the eld:

2eK
——B
~C

TcB)=Tc® = 0) ®5)
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