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F luctuation-D riven F irst-O rder T ransition in P auli-lim ited d-w ave Superconductors

D enis D alidovich and Kun Yang
N ationalH igh Field M agnetic Laboratory and D epartm ent of P hysics,
F lorida State University, Tallahassee, F lorida 32306, U SA

W e study the phase transition between the nom al and non-uniform (FuldeFerrelllarkin—
O vchinnikov) superconducting state in quasi two-din ensional d-wave superconductors at nite tem —
perature. W e obtain an appropriate G inzburg-Landau theory for this transition, in which the uctu-
ation spectrum of the order param eter has a set of m inin a at non—zero m om enta. The m om entum
shell renom alization group procedure com bined w ith " expansion is then applied to analyze the phase
structure of the theory. W e nd that all xed points havem ore than one relevant directions, indicating
the transition is of the uctuation-driven rst order type for this universality class.

Tt was pointed out forty years ago E:,:_Z] that a super-
conducting state w ith an inhom ogeneous orderparam eter
can be stabilized by a Zeem an splitting betw een electrons
w ith opposite spins, that is com parable to the energy gap .
This Inhom ogeneous superconducting state, or Fulde-
FerrelH.arkin-O vchinnikov FFLO ) state, has been the
sub fct of m ostly theoretical study for m any years i_i'].
The situation has changed recently as experin ental re-
sults suggestive ofthe FFLO state start to em erge M{11].
W e would like to m ention that recent experin ental re—
sults on the heavy ferm ion com pound CeColns, a quasi
tw o-din ensional (2D ) d-w ave superconductor, are partic—
ularly com pelling i_é{:_l-ll]. Tt isworth pointing out that the
FFLO state may also be realized in high density quark
m atter, and is thus of interest to the particle physics
com m uniy B] .

G iven the long history ofthe sub gct m atter, it is per-
haps som ew hat surprising that thus farm ost of the the—
oretical studies of the FFLO state are of the m ean— eld
type. O n the other hand one expects that quantum and
them al uctuation e ects should be m uch m ore signif-
icant In FFLO superconductors than in ordinary BCS
superconductors, as the FFLO phase breaks the transh-
tional symm etry in addition to the gauge symm etry. In
a recent work f_l-g:], one of us studied the FFLO phase
In quasi 1D superconductors, and used bosonization to
treat intra-chain quantum uctuations exactly; one of
the conclusions was that the transition from the FFLO
phase to the BC S phase is a continuous transition ofthe
com m ensurate-incom m ensurate type, In contrast to the

rst order transition com m only asserted in the literature.
The e ect of them al uctuations of the superconduct-
ing order param eter w as discussed by Shin ahara {13]; he
argues that the enhanced uctuation e ects destabilize
certain types of m ean— eld FFLO states. A nisotropy in
pairing or electron dispersion m ay suppress these uctu-—
ation e ects however Ef?i:]

Tt is perhaps not quite well recognized yet that the
FFLO superconductors are realizations of the B razovskii
m odel f_l-é_i], w hich describbes a large class of statisticalm e-
chanical system s In which the uctuation spectra of the

order param eter have their m inin a away from the ori-
gin in m om entum space; this is precisely the case for the
FFLO state, which prefers the superconducting orderpa—
ram eterto carry nitem om enta. In itsorigihal fom , the
B razovskiim odel assum es that the uctuation spectrum
has a continuous set of degenerate m inim a; it was shown
that the uctuation e ects are so strong that they render
the transition betw een the ordered and disordered phases
a uctuation-driven 1rst order transition, even if the
m ean— eld theory suggests a second-order transition. In—
terestingly, the transition betw een the nom aland (ossi-
bly) FFLO phase In CeColns was indeed found tobe rst—
order E_Si,:_l-(j] There are two possibl origins for the rst
order nature of the transition. Firstly, it is known that
near the tricritical point where the nom al, FFLO and
BCS superconducting phases merge wihin mean eld
theory (@t T 056T.), the e ective G Inzburg-Landau
free energy has a contrbution from quartic temm s that
is .n certain cases negative [_Ig‘»,:_l-é], in which case the
m ean— eld theory itself predicts a rst-order transition.
In CeCoIns however, the FFLO phase was observed only
at tem peratures much lower than the tricritical point.
Tt has been pointed out recently I_l-:/l] that n the low—
tem perature regin e the quartic term m akes positive con—
tributions to the free energy; thus a second-order transi-
tion would be expected at m ean—- eld level. Ifthis is the
case then the origih ofthe rst-order transition m ust be
due to uctuation e ects keft out at the m ean— eld level.
Tt is this second possibility that we focuson in thiswork.
W hile the FFLO phase and the original B razovskii
m odel share the comm on feature that the order param —
eter spectrum has i m inin a away from the origin, one
cannot apply the Brazovskii results directly to real sys—
tem s like CeCoIng because n such system s there is al-
ways anisotropy in either pairing potential or electron
dispersion, which would generically reduce the continu—
ous set of degenerate m inin a to a discrete set. Thus In
this work we take this in portant e ect Into account, and
use am odelthat containsthe anisotropy that is appropri-
ate or a d-wave superconductor w ith four-fold symm e~
try. W e perform a renomm alization group RG) analysis
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(com bined w ith an appropriate " expansion, see below ),
and show that the transition is generically rst order (@t
least when " is su clently sn all), even when the m ean—
eld analysis suggests a second-order transition. In the
follow ing we rst outline the derivation of an appropri-
ate G inzburg-Landau theory from a m icroscopic pairing
m odel, then perform the RG analysis.
W e consider a weak-coupling quasi 2D d-wave
guperconductor, whose partition function is Z2 =
D[ 7Y; Jexpf Sqg,with S = Sg+ Siyt, where
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wih , Y beingGrassnan variabls. Index =";# enu-

m erates electron spin, and I is the Zeem an splitting that
stabilizes the FFLO state [18]. The electron dispersion
k)= (k) + Jcosk,d r r Where k, denotes them o—
m entum parallelto the planes, J is the strength of hop-
ping between the layers. Interaction Vi xo = V £y £ w ith
V > 0, is assum ed for sin plicity to be independent on
the z-com ponent ofm om enta wih fy = cos2 y for the
d-w ave pairing. W e consider here the clean system only,
assum Ing that disorder does not a ect qualitatively the
phenom ena under consideration.
W e decouple then the quartic tem via the Hubbard-
Stratanovich transform ation by introducing the com plex
ed (g;! n), that serves as a superconducting order
param eter. To obtain the G nzburgLandau GL) ac-
tion in powers of , we perform subsequently the cum u—
lant expansion integrating out the ferm ions having the
G reen function ( = for up and down spins respec—
tively) G 1 (@;ln) = i'n @) I. Considering here
the niteT transition only, we retain the zero-frequency
com ponent (;! , = 0) In allcum ulants. T he resulting
functional takes the form
X
F =
a
X o
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w here the prim e in the sum overm om enta in the quartic
tem indicatesthatthe condition g1+ g2, ¢ o = 0is
taken into account. Since the transition occurs into the
state that isnon-uniform in space, the fiillm om entum de-
pendence ofK , and K 4 m ust be kept [_1-9'] K, (@) isgiven
by the standard ]@;Jbb]e diagram w ih two extemal kgs,
Ko@=1=V T , £G«&+dia) G ( ki o).
In this form ula, one perfom s then straightforwardly the
sum m ation over frequency and integration over m om en—
tum within the shellaround the Fem isurface k¥ k& J

' =% Ky ). The form of the Fem i surface is assum ed

to have the same 4-fold d-wave symmetry in the ki
plane. D istinguishing also the com ponents of the Ferm i~
momentum parallel and perpendicular to the planes,

ke = (kf);kz(“), vp = (y;Vz), we nd as a result
that brq ke R0]
Z  _ F) Z
1 1 Kk Tdk,
Ko@) = — 3 d cof 2
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In the equation above, h = 1,
Zg = 5 Vi Gk cos( v q) qu sindd + I; 4)
with , ; and 4 being the in-plane anglsofk, vy and

the pairing m om entum g respectively. kg , vy aswellas
v, are them selves functions of k, and characterizing
the Fem isurface.

T o detemm Ine the absolute value ofthe pairingm om en—
tum ¢ and itsdirection, it isnecessary to ndthem inin a
ofK, (@) with respect to g and 4, aswellasqg,. It is
clear that the ordering w ave vectorm ust lie in the (& ;q;)
plane m eaning that ¢y, = 0. However, investigation of
K, (@) regarding the m ininum with respect to 4, r=
vealsthat Eq. ('_3) has extrem a for the two sets of values:

i = 2;37;57; 7 and ;37 corresoond to
the nodaland antinodaldirections in the (g ;q,) plane.
G enerally speaking, for each of these sets one obtains
the di erent values of gp as a result of the solution of
equation @K , (@)=Qq . W hether both of these setsm ini-
m ize K, (@), or only one of them is actually a m Inin um
w ith the otherbeing the m axim um , is determ ined by the
speci ¢ form of the Fem i surface. It is in portant that,
ifboth sets with the corresponding values of ¢y are the
m Inin a, the actual transition will occur into con gura—
tion described by the set kading to the largest critical
value T, [_2-(_5,:_2-]_:] In case of the antinodal ordering, it
ispossble to expand K , () for g located In the pockets

near them inin a qé;) ,qé;) , corresponding to the direction

wKo@=r+ J@ @+ v @ G+ &
w here f{i) and ;i) mutually interchange for the neigh—
boring pockets. For the case of nodal ordering, one can
show from Eq. 6:3) that Ko (@) = r+ (o qf}i())2+
2 Y@ @@ g+ & &P+ E,where @
are opposite In sign for the neighboring pockets. By the
sim ple rotation of coordinate system in the (g ;q,) plane
by =4, the latter expansion, however, reduces to that
for the antinodal case.

T he quartic kemel In Eq. {j) is given by the bubble
containing four electron G reen functions and four exter—
nal kgs representing the order param eter eld (),

X
Ky= (T=4)
n ik

i= 0i3;
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where [y ! g3] stands r the sam e expression as right
before, with only g, substituted by gs;. The kinem atic
constraintg; + gz = g3+ gy IsInplied h Eqg. {_5). Twill
not be required, however, to know this cum ulant for all
values of m om entum variables. Sihce we are considering
the renom alization group treatm ent nvoling the wave—
vectors located in the pockets near qéi) ,only those values
in Eq. @) are of interest, in which g’s point right to
the centers of the podkets and satisfy the aforem entioned
constraint . The follow ing distinct possibilities can be
readily enum erated, once one denotes by i the num ber of
the pocket In the gy plane; i equals to 1;2;3;4 starting
from that w ith the lowest value of angle, w ith the form al
condition i+ 4= i.

K4 (qéi) ;qéi) ;qéi) ;qéi)) = uo=4;i= 1;:34; 6)
Ko ial Viaiq Yy = u p=4ii= 154 ()
Ka@gias Diagiay D)= u =4; i= 1;2; @)
Ka@y jal ia ial) = v=4: ©)

Looking at the expressions given by Egs. (:_d)—(:gi), we
see that uy describes the interactionsbetween the m odes
w ithin the sam e pocket, whilke the other param eters ac—
count for the interpocket scattering. In partswih u _,
and u , the interaction occurs between the pockets that
have the angles between their gp’s equalto =2 and
regpectively. W ithout providing the explicit expressions
for those coe cients, we note that the only point in por-
tant in the generalderivation is that all interactions are
non-singular at the critical valies T, and gp. The in-
teractions can in principle have arbitrary signs that m ay
change along the critical line T. = T.(I) on the (T;I)
plne. For example, as it was m entioned in the intro-
duction, Interaction ug is negative close to the tricritical
point, where thenom al, uniform and non-uniform super-
conducting phasesm eet [_ié] Atthe sametine, at lower
tem peratures ug seem s to be positive f_ﬂ]. Ifup < 0, the
transition is necessarily rst order already at the m ean—

eld level. Hence, we will assum e that we consider the
transition only in those regions on the phase diagram , in
which at least ug is positive.

To distinguish them odesw ith the w ave vectorsbelong—

Ing to the di erent pockets, it is convenient to Introduce

the shiffedmomenta k = g q;i) and decom pose the to—

tal ed (g) ntotheparts k=g q()i)). Each part

; (k) acocounts for the uctuations having the m om enta
in the vicinity of g’ . It is clear that under such decom —
position, the kinem atic constraint k; + k, = ks + ky or

the shifted vectors is preserved. Though k5 in the ardsing

quartic tem s generally belong to the di erent pockets,
one can treat them during the form ulation ofRG equa-—
tions, as if they are located In one and the sam e pocket
around the origin. W ew illuse in RG equationsbelow the
form of the propagator obtained for the antinodal or-
dering assum ing or clarity that +' = 16 )= 5,
m eaning the spatial anisotropy in the spectrum of ex-—
citations. The issue of spatial anisotropy In RG near
quantum critical points was addressed in di erent phys-
ical context in Ref. (_2-2_31, albeit the anisotropy there was
related to ferm ionic excitations.

A fter the appropriate rescaling ofm om entum variables
and elds, the generalG L action takes the fom :

X X h i
F o= r+ Y2+ Y2+ k2 5007
s
X o X
+ (uo=4) 1k1) 1kz) 5 ks) g ka)
fkyg )
X 1
tu - ik1) w1 kz) 5 ks3) 4 Kke)
[i]
X
+u iki) w2 k) 5 k3) 4, Ke)
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A fow moreremarksgn the notations in Eq. Cl-d) are in
. e

order. T he notation £x,9 In plies that the sum m ation
Everkj is taken w ith the restriction ki + ky, = k3 + k4.

i Means that the sum over i is performed w ith the
condition i+ 4 = i. In all tem s of the quartic part,
except that w ith ug=4, the pem utational sym m etry be-
tween the eldsarising from the obviouspem utationsof
mom enta n argum ents of Egs. G:’.)—(:_Q), is taken care of
explicitly, canceling thus the factor of4 in denom inator.
T his greatly sin pli es the subsequent RG loop analysis.

Couplingsug and u are in fact the prim ary param e~
ters, whose ow under rescaling detem ines the character
of transition. To see this, we calculate the free energy
at the m ean— eld kvel for two possible phases: 1)Fulde—
Ferell FF) phase with (r) = 0€9* and 2)Larkin—
Ovchinnikov phase having (r) = 0 Cos(q r). The
valies are Fry =  FJ=uo, Fro = 2F3=@o + 2u ).
The LO phase has the lower energy when ug > 2u ,
w hile the FF phase ism ore favorable under the opposite
condition. The considerations above necessarily im ply
that ug > 0, shce only In this case the transition is of
the second order at the mean eld level. In addition,
if LO phase is realized, one must ensure that not only
U > Obutalsoupg+ 2u > 0. Those requirem ents w ill
be presum ed fi1l lled in the subsequent treatm ent.

Sin ple treelevel scaling applied to Eq. C_l-(_i) show sthat
ifthe e ective din ensionality ofthe problem ,d > d. = 4,
the iInteractions are irrelevant and the transition is of
the second order. To proceed, we w ill generalize the
z-com ponent of momentum to k, having the dim en-



sionality 2 ", and integrate out the modes In the
thin layer =e! < ky;k, < around the square shell:
< kg < ,ky= ; <k < ,kg= , wih

the Integrals over k, taken from 1 tol . The arising
one-loop RG equations for interactions are:

h i

dup=dl= "up 2f (G=4)ui+ 2u’_, + u® ; 11)
h i
du =dl= "u 2f wou + Ut + W, + V=2 ;  (12)
du -, 2 v
o ="u _, 2fu:2(uo+u)+g(u=2+?) ;i 13)
dv=dl="v 2v fu + 2qu _, ; (14)
w ith
"
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In the equations above, G (x;y) = 1=k2 + x+ y),and we
sstr@ O (") to zero In G x;y) In the oneloop approx—
In ation. Looking for the xed points, we absorb f by
rescaling the Interactions, generating thus the anisotropy
parametera= g=f = 2 ~ =( 1)) arcsin ( L=( + 1),
where = maxf ;= ,; 2= 19> 1. This parameter is
cuto -independent and satis es 0 < a 1. As it can
be seen from Eq. {_lfl'), it is reasonable to search sep-—
arately the xed points that havev = 0and v 6 0.
W e have found that setting the condiion v 6 0, leads
to the absence of xed points in the space of real vari-
ables or0< a 1. Conceming the xed points having
v = 0, i can be shown that apart from the com pletely
unstable G aussian xed point one has fourm ore points:
u_,=u = O;u, = 2"=5;u o= Oju = uy=2= "=6;
plus two more xed points that are som e cum bersom e
functions of a not to be presented here. Fora = 1, one

easily ndsthe attertobeu _, = u = uy=2 = "=8,
u_,=1u = u;=6= "=16; while ora ! 0 they both
collapse onto the pointu _, = Oju = yy,=2= "=6. A1l

ofthe found thisway xed points are unstable, since, as
ollow s from Eq. {_1{1), there w illbe at least one direction

with the eigenvalnie =" 4u_, 2u,positiveatall

the xed points in the whole range 0 < a 1. W e thus
nd no stable xed points at the one-loop kvel, m eaning

that one needs to tune at least tw o param eters (r and v)

to reach the xed points. T his in plies that the transition

w illbe generically ofthe rst order, even ifthem ean—- eld

theory suggests a second-order transition. T he situation

here is sim ilar to that near transitions describbed by the
e ective H am iltonians of anisotropic system s [23].

In summ ary, we have obtained an e ective G lnsourg—
Landau theory for the transition from nom al to the
FFLO state in quasi 2D d-wave superconductors at all
non-zero tem peratures. RG analysis of the theory indi-
cates that the transition is generically rst order, even
when the m ean- eld theory suggest a continuous transi-
tion. This uctuation-driven rst order transition is due
to the enhanced uctuations of the FFLO state, associ-
ated w ith additional broken symm etries. O ur resul is
consistent w ith the rst order character of the transition
observed in CeColns.
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Ing we neglect the orbitale ect, so strictly speaking our
resuls apply to case (i) but should also be relevant to
case (1) aswell
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