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Abstract

T he sym m etry properties and the general overview of the superconductivity
theory In the itinerant ferrom agnets and in m aterials w ithout space pariy
are presented. The basic notions of unconventional superconductiviy are
Introduced In broad context ofm uliband superconductivity which is inherent

property of ferrom anetic m etals or m etals w ithout centre of inversion.

I. NTRODUCTION

The recent discoveries of several m aterials UGe,, [1,2] ZrZn,, B] and URhGe {4,5],
where the superconductivity coexists w ith presum ably itinerant ferrom agnetism , put for-
ward the problem of theoretical description of such type of ordered m edia. A long w ith the
problem ofam echanian ofpairing and critical tem perature calculation which is intensively
discussed now In literature in frame of di erent m odels [6{18], but still being far from its
resolution, there was developed also the general symm etry approach to the theoretical de—
scription of superconductivity in ferrom agnetic superconductors. T he superconducting state
iIn these m aterdals have to be preferably soin triplet to avoid the large depairing In  uence
of the exchange eld. However, the theory of triplt superconductivicy in ferrom agnets

cannot be sin ple replica of the theory of super uid phases of liquid®H e [19] or even is
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anisotropic strong soin-orbit coupling generalization for superconducting states In crystals
R0{24]. Here the superconducting states appear from another ordered state —nam ely, fer-
rom agnetic state. T he latter has the broken tin e reversal sym m etry and the classifcation of
the superconducting states has itsown speci cs R5{28].

M ore or lss at the sam e tin e another In portant achievem ent In the physics of super-
conductivity is comm itted. This tine it was related wih discovery of M gB, —the st
superconducting m aterial w ith two bands of conduction electrons where the existance of
two energy gaps has been unambiguously dem onstrated by them odynam ic and spectro-—
soopic m easurem ents R9]. T heoretical investigations of twoband superconductivicy have
been undertaken soon after BCS theory B0] were also restarted (see for example [31,32]).
Reoently it was revealed that the superconductivity In itinerant ferrom agnetic supercon-—
ductors and in conventional two band superconductors has a lot of sim ilarity [(33]. Indeed,
In ferrom agnetic superconductors the di erent bands Iled by spin "up" and soin "down"
electrons are always present. Hence one can construct the theoretical description of such
the superconducting states in analogy w ith conventionalm ultiband superconductivity.

A lso, quite recently the st unconventional superconductor w ithout inversion sym m etry
C eP t3S i has been discovered [B34]. The m icroscopic theory of superconductivity in m etals
w ithout inversion has been developed by V Edel'stein [B5] pretty long ago. The di erent
aspects of theory of superconductivity in such type m aterials has been discussed about
the sam e tin e 36{38] and has been advanced further in m ore recent publications [39{46].
F inally, the general sym m etry approch to the superconductivity in them aterials w ith space
parity violation has been developed #7,48] and som e its applications have been considered
49{51]. It proves and we shall dem onstrate it clearly below that again the description of
superconductivity in such type of m aterials hasm any comm on features w ith conventional
superconductivity In two band superconductors.

So, having In m ind to present here the review of symm etry approach to the super-
conductivity in ferrom agnetic m aterials and in the com pounds w ithout inversion centrum

(ferroelectrics) we shall discuss the nomn al state properties of the m aterials with di erent



symm etry. There w illbe shown how the symm etry of nom alm etal oneelectron states de—
term ines the possbl types of pairing. W e shall follow as far as it possible to analogy w ith
m uliand conventional superconductivity. W e m ake an overview of symm etry description
of superconducting states speci ¢ form aterials w ith tin e reversal or space parity violation.
At last the G or'kov type fom alisn for m ultband superconductivity in ferrom agnetic and

ferroelectric m aterdals w ill be developed and som e concrete applications w ill be discussed.

II.ONE BAND SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

To Introduce notations and basic notions we start with well known description of the
superconductivity in one band nom alm etalw ith centrum of space inversion R0{24]. The
band states are B loch type wave functions characterized by quasin om entum k and 1=2
proctions of soin on the direction of the quantization axis. Eadh elctronic eigen state
is fourth ©ld degenerate, another words, four di erent states k;"i, j k;"i, %k;#i and
j  k;#1iocormrespond to the sam e electron energy % . The states w ith opposite m om enta and
the opposite spins form so called K ram ers doublet: under the tin e Inversion operation K
they are transform ed to each other w ith a phase factor accuracy K k;"i= €' j  k;#i. In
its own tum the states w ith the opposite m om enta are transform ed to each other by m eans
of the space pariy operation f. So, the presence of four degenerate electronic states %k ;"i,
K *;"i, fj{; "i, and K f;k;"i is the consequence of space and tin e nversion sym m etries.

N ow , ifthere is som e pairing Interaction, the scattering of electrons occupying the degen—
erate statesw ith oppositely directed m om enta near the Femm isurface and either antiparallel
Foins (S = 0) orparaliel spins (S = 1) results n Om ation of superconducting state w ith
order param eters depending of space coordinate r and the relative direction ofm om enta of

pairing particles K= ki k)=2kg:
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A coording the Pauli principle the particke pem utation , that is interchange by places
of st and second arrow In each j::d and changeﬁ ! k, yields the change of sign
of the order param eter (pair wave function). That is why the singlt pairing states are
descrbed only by even k) = k) functions whereas triplet pairing states are always
odd  wyo ( k)= "0 ®) regpect to relative w ave vector direction of pairing particlks.
In the crystalw ith space inversion the parity of the superconducting state hasde nite value
and the m xture of the singlkt and triplet pairing states nadm issble.

T he scalar function of the order param eter for the siglet superconducting state is decom —
posed over the functions ; K) of irreducble representation  dim ensionality d of the pont
symm etry group G of the crystal In the nom al state
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Sin ilar decom position takes place for vectorial order param eter fiinction in triplet state
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are vectorial finctions of irreducible representation  dim ensionality d ofthe point sym m etry
group G represented as deocom position over spin unit vectors R, ¢, 2 pinned to the crystal
axis. To each irreducible representation corresponds its own critical tem perature T.. Any
one-dim ensional representation describbes only one superconducting state characterized by

s own symm etry group — so called superconducting class which is a subgroup of the



group of sym m etry of the nom alstate G I U(@) K,wherU(Q) isthe group ofgauge
transform ations. A mulidin ensional representation gives rise to several superconducting
states. T heir order param eters are given by the particular lnear com binations In (3) or in
(4) possessing ofdi erent sym m etries, anotherw ords, belonging to di erent superconducting

classes but being characterized by the sam e critical tem perature.

ITT.MULTIBAND SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

Let us ook now what kind ofm odi cationsm ust be Introduced in the theory ifwe deal
w ith superconducting state fomm ing In a metal with several conduction bands. W e shall
soeak for sin plicity about two band situation. Eadch band has its own dispersion law " (),
here istheband index, and isown Fem isurface determm ined by equations™; k) = "z and
", k) = "r . The electronic states in each of two bands obey the sam e fourfold degeneracy
as before.

If there is som e pairing Interaction it acts in som e energetic viciniy of Fem i surface.
O ne can also say that the pairing of electronic states in given band happens in som e Jayer in
the reciprocal space around corresoonding Fem isurface. The di erent bands layers where
the pairing takes place can in principle Intersect each other. Then the pairing is possble
not only between the electrons occupying the electronic states from the sam e band but also
between the electrons from the di erent bands w ith equal by the m odulus and oppositely
directed m om enta and either antijparalkel or parallel spins. O n m icroscopic level of descrip—
tion we have to introduce not only doubled set of Bogolubov or G orkov equations w ritten
for each band but also additional equations for the Bogolubov interband pairing am pli-
tudes or for the G or’kov interband F i, G reen functions. Hence the total system includes 6
coupled equations. O n m acroscopic kevel of the description we shall have coupled system
of G Inzburg-Landau equations which, even iIn the sin plst case of superconducting state
corresponding to one-din ensional representation, w ill consists of three equations for three

coordinate dependent pairing am plitudes. T hese am plitudes are di erent com plex finctions



w ith the coinciding phase factors (see below ). In the linear approxin ation the system of
G Inzburg-L.andau equations has tree di erent eigen values the largest of which determm ines
the critical tem perature or the upper crtical eld for the phase transition to the supercon—
ducting state. So, them uliband superconductivity has the pecularities In the m athem atical
description.

Let us consider now m ore sin pl situation when the di erent bands layers in reciprocal
soace, w here the pairing takes place, do not intersect each other. T hen the pairing ispossible
only between the electronsw ith the oppositem om enta k and  k occupying electronic states
In the sam e band. Certainly, In principle, one can consider also Interband pairing. But the
C ooper pairs form ed by electrons from the di erent bands with di erent Fem im om enta
kg1 (E) and kg 5 ( ﬁ) will nevitably havea niem omentum and as result one can expect of
appearance only of space m odulated or FuldeFerrelt-l arkin-O vchinnikov superconducting
state. W e shall not discuss here this exotic possibility.

So, if we consider only intraband pairing we deal w ith two sets of G orkov equations
w ritten for each band. T he coupling between them is carried out only due to the processes
Interband pair transitions which is taken into acoount by m eans of the selfconsistency
equation. Thus, in general, the order param eter consists of two parts of the sam e form as
for oneband superconductivity. For the siglet superconducting state Instead (3) we have
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where 4 ) and 2 k) are in principle di erent fiinctions of the sam e irreducible represen—
tation dim ensionality d ofthe point sym m etry group G ofthe crystal in the nomm al state.
Sin ilar decom position takes place for vectorial order param eter function in triplet state
X xd
d (rjk) = 0 2 ® (6)
=12 =1

Let us take for clarity the case of one-din ensional representation, for instance conven—

tional singlet twodband superconductivity which is intensively discussed now in connection

wih M gB, compound. In this case the order param eter has the fom
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w here the coordinate dependent com plex order param eter am plitudes ; (r) and , (r) are

not com plktely independent:
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Thus, being di erent by their m odulos they have the sam e phase wih an accuracy
T he Jatter property guarantees the consistency of transfom ation ofboth parts of the order
param eter under the tin e reversal.

In the space hom ogeneous case the coupled systam of G nzburg-Landau equations has

the form
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The function (T) is
T)=2T —=h-"—; 10

In = 0;577:::isthe Euler constant, isan energy cuto

T hus, the critical tem perature is given by [30,31]

To= € = )ep ( 1=9); 11)

where g isde ned by them axinum of zeros of determm inant of the system (9)

b
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In particular at gi»; g1 g1; 9 the critical tem perature is detem ned by

g=max(@i; q): 13)



IV.FERROMAGNETIC SUPERCONDUCTORSW ITH TRIPLET PAIRING
A . The order param eters

In an iinherant ferom agnetic m etal the intemalexchange eld lifts the K ram ers degener-
acy of the electronic states. T he electronsw ith soin "up" I1lthe states in one band and the
electrons w ith spin "down" occupate the states in another band. Hence we have the speci ¢
exam pl of multiband m etalw ith states n each band llked by electrons w ith only one spoin
direction. This situation has relation also to the ferrom agnetic m etal where ferrom agnetic
m om ent origihates from aln ost localized f-shells whereas for its m etallic properties other
electronic states from s and d delocalized bands are responsible. The exchange interaction
is provided here for Instance by Rudem an-K ittel m echanian . At the sam e tin e the back
In uence of ordered m agnetic m om ents on the conduction electrons splits the bands w ith
soin up and spin down electronic states m agnetizing the conduction electron system .

Let us discuss for sim plicity the twoband ferrom agnet. A gain as in the case oftwo band
nom alm etal, if there is som e pairing interaction, one can discuss intraband or spin "up”
—soin "up" ( spin "down"-soin "down") pairing of electrons, as well as interband or soin
"up"-son "down" pairing. In general the Fem i surfaces of soin up and spin down bands
are situated in di erent places of the reciprocal space and have the di erent shape. That is
why pairing of electrons from the di erent bands occurs jist in the case of nesting of som e
peaces of the corresponding Fermm i surfaces. In such the situation, sin ilarto SDW orCDW
ordering, the superconducting ordering is form ed by Cooper pairs condensate wih nite
mom entum known as FuldeFerreH. arkin-O vchinnikov state. W e shallnot discuss here this
soecial possibility. So we neglect by pairing of electronic states from di erent bands giving
C ooper pairs w ith zero soin progction. Hencoe, the only superconducting state should be

considered it is the state w ith triplet pairing and the order param eter given by
1 : .
d Rjk)= 5[ R+1iy) «R;k)+ R 1Y) 4+ R;K)] (14)

Superconducting states d R ;k) with di erent crtical tem peratures In the ferrom agnetic



crystals are classi ed In accordance w ith irreducble corepresentations  of the m agnetic
group M of crystal 26,28]. A1l the corepresentations In ferrom agnets w ith orthorom bic,
hexagonal, and cubic symm etries are onedin ensional. However, they ocbey of m ulticom —
ponent order param eters determ ined through the coordinate dependent pairing am plitudes:
one per each band populated by electrons w ith spins "up" or "down". For the twoband

ferrom agnet under discussion, they are

nRik)= 1R)IE K); tRik)= 2R)L k): 15)

T he coordinate dependent com plex order param eter am plitudes ; R ) and , R) are not

com pletely independent:
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A s In conventional twoband case (8), being di erent by their m odulos they have the sam e
phase w ith an accuracy . The Jatter property is due to the consistency of transformm ation
ofboth parts of the order param eter under the tin e reversal.

T he general form s of odd functions of m om entum directions of pairing particles on the
Fem isurface f () = £, k) if k) forthedi erent superconducting states in ferrom agnets
can be found follow Ing the procedure introduced in 28] and it isdescribed here on exam ple of
ferrom agnetic orthorom bic crystal. T he sam e resuls for the ferrom agnets w ith orthorom bic
and cubic symm etry in tem s of the functions f; k) and f, k) one can nd In the paper
281.

Let us consider a ferrom agnetic orthorom bic crystal with spontaneous m agnetization

along one of the sym m etry axis of the second order chosen as the z-direction. Its sym m etry

group
G=M U @) a7)

consists ofthe so called m agnetic class [b2], orblack-white group M having a w hite subgroup

H ofindex 2, and the group ofthe gauge transform ationsU (1). In the given caseM isequal



toD,(C3)= E;C()+KCY (E;C)= E;CKCHKCJ),whereK isthe tine reversal
operation, and H = (E ;C7). The symm etry of any m agnetic superconducting state arising
directly from this nom al state corresponds to the one of the subgroups of the group G
characterized by broken gauge sym m etry. A s it was already m entioned the superconducting
statesd R ;k)with di erent criticaltem peratures in the ferrom agnetic crystalsare classi ed
In acocordance w ith irreducible co-representations ofthem agnetic group M ofcrystal. The
irreducble corepresentations of M are derived from the irreducible representations of H .
The whole procedure was introduced by E W igner and well descrlbed In [B3,54]. For us,
however, there w ill be convinient not to follow this general form alisn but discuss st the
sym m etries of possible superconducting states in ferrom agneticm aterial, another w ords, the
ferrom agnetic superconducting classes. A ccording to generalrules R0] they have to be
given by the subgroups of G constructed by m eans of com bining elem ents of M w ith phase
factor ' being an elam ent of the group of the gauge transfom ations U (1). The explicit

structures of these subgroups isom orphic to the initialm agnetic group D , C}) are

D,(C3)= E;C;KCJ;KC3); 1s)
D, (C;)= E;C5;KCle" ;KCJe" ); (19)
D,E)= E;Cje" ;KCie ;KCJ); 20)
D,E)= E;Cle" ;KCIKCle ): 1)

T he general fom s of the order param eters

N

d Rjk)=s[1@+)f K)+ & 9 k)] 22)

com patible wih symm etries (18)-(21) correspondingly are cbtained by the follow ing choice

of the functions £ (k):

k) = ke @™ wt) + ik, @M whh); 23)
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22 k) = k@ wt)+ k@t wh); (4)

£Prk) = k"t w4+ k@7 wRY); @5)
£72 k) = ik, %2 w®?) 4+ kekyk, @52 wP?); 26)
where u;*'; ::: are real functions of k, %k, 2 7k, .

From the expressions for the order param eters one can conlude that the only sym m etry
dictated nodes in quasiparticle spectrum of superconducting A -states in orthorom bic
ferrom agnets are the nodes lying on the nothem and southem poles of the Femm i surface
ke = k, = 0. On the contrary for the B -states they are on the line ofequatork, = 0.

Sin ilarly, i follows from the general fom s of the functions £ k) = £, k) if, k)
found in P8] that or A and B superconducting state of tetragonalm agnetic class in cubic
crystalthe only sym m etry nodes are on the nothem and southem poles ofthe Fem isurface
ke =k, = 0and or orE, and E superconducting states they are both on the poles and
on the equator line. For trigonalm agnetic class, states A have the nodes on the pols (the
direction of the polar axis coincides here w ith the space diagonal of cube) and states E ,
and E  have no symm etry nodes at all.

The classi cation of the states In quantum m echanics corresponds to the general state-
mentby E W ignerthat thedi erent eigenvaliues are related to the sets of eigenstates belong—
Ing to thedi erent irreducible representations of the group of sym m etry of the ham iltonian.
In particular, in absence of the tim e inversion symm etry viclation, the superconducting
states relating to the nonequivalent irreducible representations of the point sym m etry group
of crystal cbey the di erent critical tem peratures. Sin ilarly the eigenstates of the parti-
cles In the ferrom agnetic crystals are classi ed In accordance w ith corepresentations
of m agnetic group M of the crystal [b3,54]. The latter di ers from usual representations
by the law ofm ultiplication ofm atrices of representation which is @) @)= Q%)
for elam ents g;;9, of group M if elem ent g; does not Include the tin e inversion operation

and (@) (@) = (gy) if elem ent g; does Include the tin e Inversion. The m atrices

11



of transform ation of the order param eters (22) by the symm etry operations of the group
D,(C5)= [E;C5;KCJ5;KC)) are just numbers (characters). A s usual for one-din ensional
representations they are equal 1. For the state A; (23) which is a conventional supercon—
ducting state cbeying the com plete point-m agnetric sym m etry of lnitial nom al state they
are (1;1;1;1). Forthe orderparam eter A, (24) they are (1;1; 1; 1)wherr 1 corresponds
to the elem ents of the superconducting symm etry class (19) containing the phase factore® .
T he sam e is true for the table of characters of the other states. So all the corepresentations
In the present case are real, however theirdi erence from the usual representationsm anifests
itself n the relationship of equivalence.

The two corepresentations ofthe group M are called equivalent [B4] if theirm atrices

@) and °(g) are transom ed to each other by m eans of the unitary matrix U as °(g) =

U ! (@)U ifthe elment g does not include the tim e nversion and as °@) = U ! (@)U
if the elem ent g includes the tin e inversion. T he corepresentations for the pair of states A ;
and A, are equivalent . In view of one-din ensional character of these corepresentations the
m atrix of the unitary transfom ation is sin ply given by the number U = i. The states A,
and A, belong to the sam e corepresentation and represent two particular form s of the sam e
superconducting state. The state #? transbrmsasi #! and the state P2 transfom s as
i Bt | kwillbe shown below that ifwe have state A, in the ferrom agnet dom ains w ith the
m agnetization directed up the superconducting state In the dom ains w ith down direction of
the m agnetization correspoonds to the superconducting state A,. The sam e is true for the
pair of statesB; and B,.

T he critical tem peratures of equivalent states A; and A,, or equivalent states B; and
B, In the ferrom agnetic dom ains w ith the opposite orientations ofm agnetization are equal
(s2e below ). At the same tin e the states A; and A, have the di erent symm etries, that
m eans they belong form ally to di erent ferrom agnetic superconducting classes. In this re—
soect the superconducting states In ferrom agnet transform ing according to one-din ensinal
corepresentations of m agnetic group M reveal sort of sim ilarity on m ulicom ponent super-

conducting states transform ing according to m ulidin entional representation of the point

12



group of param agnetic state.
A 11 the listed above superconducting phases are in principle non-unitary and obey the

C ooper pair spin m om entum
. .2 s
S = id dl=§hj 9T @7)
and C ooper pair angular m om entum

e .
L=dd k — di=-h.» k — «+ 4 k — i 28)
ek 2 ek

w here the angular brackets denote the averaging over k directions. A s the consequence the
m agnetic m om ent of ferrom agnet changes at the transition to the ferrom agnetic supercon—

ducting state. W e shall calculate this particular changem ent below .

B .G or'kov equations

The BCS Ham iltonian in twoband ferrom agnet w ith triplet pairing is
X o 1 X o
H = e k%l ao + = Vo Kk, g, By g, B0 am2; @ xOhgez; 7 29)

k k0 kkO%a; ;

where the band Indicies and are (";#) or (1;2),
A ="  L9H=2+UE® %; (30)

are one particle band energy operators, the functions * (ncluding the exchange splitting)
and § - factor depend of progctions of gauge Invarant operator ir + (e=c)A (r) on
crystallogra ¢ directions. In the sinplest case of isotropic bands without a spin-oroial

coupling g1, = 2H=H .U (r) isan in purity potential, A (r) is vector potential such that
r A=B=H+4M,; (31)

M is the m agnetic m om ent of the ferrom agnet, H is a magnetic eld, which should be

determm ined from the M axwell equations

13



4
r H=—3% rB=0; (32)
C

w ith M axwell bondary conditions of the continuity of B, and H: at the boundary of the
samplk and H ! H ¢ at In niy. The equations for determ ination the moment M and
current jdensities see below .

T he pairing potential nteraction is expanded over
Vokik)= VR KD (33)
where
k)= £ k)i "yk)=£f K): (34)

Tt contains fourdi erent Interaction tem s corresponding to: (i) a pairing between electrons
w ith the sam e spin polarization (intraband interaction) and (i) the interband scattering
tem s with Vg = Ve descrbing the transitions of the pair electron from one sheet of the
Fem i surface to the other sheet by reversing the pair spin orientation w ith the help of the
Soin-orbit coupling.

W hen the interband scattering is negligble Vey = Ve = 0, the pairing of the electrons
occurs rst only in one of the sheets of the Fem i surface like in the A, phase of *He. In
general the superconductivity in each band is not independent.

The full system of equations descrbbing the m agnetostatic behavior of ferrom agnetic

superconductor consists of G or’kov equations for the G reen functions in two bands,

X X

Hedl, A FiG kesk%G o)+ KiDFY &k @Kl = & B; (35
& ¢ x

h kjl,+ 0 3§ kiFY kq;k% !0+ Y k;q)G Kk + q;k%1,) = 0; (36)
< x

k!, h ¥ iF kq;k%!0) k; )G ( ¥; k+q;h)=0; 37)
k1 g9

com bined w ith the selfconsistency equation

X X 0 0, 9,0
k;jaq)= T vV Kk;kHF k+5;k

n k°

N Q

iln g (38)
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here !, = @n+ 1) T are ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies, M axwell equations (31), (32)

and de nitions of current density

X X X @ @ p+p’+k p+p® k
jk) = 26T —+ — I PG ; ila i (39)
0 e @p @p 2 2
n pp? ="#
and m agnetic m om ent density
X X
M kK)=2 5T G« + k=2;p k=2; 1) Gy o + k=2;p k=2;!1.)1: 40)
n p

W e want to detem ine the G reen’s functions of ferrom agnetic superconductors In the
absence of extemal eld and in purty scattering. Even under these sim ple conditions, the
system is not spatially uniform due to the nherent presence of 4 M . Ifwe arti cially
negkct by 4 M as intemal eld acting diam agnetically on electron charges taking A = 0O,

the system is spatially uniform . Then, we can w rite the G or'’kov equations In the form

@y x )G kilay)+ KE k;!y)=1 41)
ot ¥ IFYKi!'D+ YKG kijly)=0 42)
where | = " % . The equations for each band are only coupled through the order

param eter given by the selfconsistency condition

X X X
k)= T V., &kIF k%10 43)

n kO = u;#

T he superconductor G reen’s finctions are

i, +
G Kkiln) = o (44)
‘n k;
&)
Fokily) = —5———i 45)
VT ey
q
where Ey, = ]f + 3 (k)jz. O bviously, the superconductivity In ferrom agnetic super—

conductors isnon-unitary.
T he disregard by the electrom agnetic eld 4 M acting on elctron charges doesnotm ean
the absence ofm agneticmoment M due to di erence in the electron soin up and soin down

populations. For the nom al state m om ent density we obtain from the egn (40)
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Z
X hao( P)i hy( P)i

M, =253T d =25 Nwv Ny); (46)

il, il,

where h ( )i and N are the density of states averaged over the solid angle and the
density of particles in the corresoonding band. The m agnetic m om ent in superconducting

state acquires an extra value. N ear the critical tem perature it is

Z
X ho! )3 «@)FL hs( )3 +0)Fd

M s = M Mn = 2 BT d (!n2+ 2)2 (!n2+ 2)2 (47)
_ Z g h W0 . . o 0 : o 2
=~ L0;8)F «)Fil T h0iB)] y©)Filn T

where °(0;p) is the derivative of the density of states at the Fem i surface and * is the
pairing interaction energy cuto in the corresponding band. It is instructive to com pare this

expression w ith the "Cooperpair spin mom entum " (27).

C .The order param eter equations near the superconducting transition

W e shall be interested by the sin plest applications of the general theory form ulated in
the previous subsaction such that the critical tem perature suppression by the in purties and
upper crtical eld calculation . Forthis purmpose we need the system ofthe linear equations
for the order param eter arising from G or’kov equations averaged over im purties. This
system oonsists oftw o equations for the order param eter com ponents w ith spin polarizations
"up" and "down",

R;r)= T arv , @;r96° «%r, )60 «% &)

n;

exp ifD R)] R;)+  (*R) ; 48)

and two equations for the in purity selfenergy com ponents

7
(. ;R) =nu® drG® @4, )G’ @; 4 )exp D R)]

f Rin+ (*niR)g; (49)
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where 4 = !, + sion!,=2 , and is the quasipartice mean firee tine in the di er-

ent bands. These m ean free tin es are related In the Bom approxin ation to the in puriy

concentration n; through
1 )
5 = nNgy u’; (50)

with u —the am plitude of the in purity scattering and N, —the density of electronic states
In each band.

T he operator of covariant di erentiation is

DR)= i+ AR
_ 2e
@R c

The nom alm etal electron G reen fiinctions are

Z
d .
GY @4, )= P e® T+

l 3
(2 )3 ‘n b/ *

+ 809p; H=2) (51)

T he order param eter com ponents in di erent bands are determ ined in accordance w ith (15):

"Rir)= 1R)IE ®); tRin)= 2 R)E @®): (52)

Letustakenow H = 0; r A = 4 M . Consider two superconducting states 2

and A, detem ined by the equal fiinctions u** = u®2. It is clear in this case that

= f 2t il (€, 2%) ; (53)

p= E BT =1, P?) (54)

W e s=e, that if the superconducting state A; is a solution of the equations 48), (49), then
the state A, also cbeys the sam e equations but w ith interchanged band indices 1 $ 2 that
is acoom panied according to eqns (46), (48) by the change of m agnetic m om ent direction.
Tt m eans, that these A; and A , superconducting states posess the sam e critical tem perature
but they are realized In the ferrom agnetic dom ains w ith the oppositely directed m agnetic

m om ents.
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D . The critical tem perature T

In the absence of an external eld ket us st nd the crtical tem perature§ in the
form ally spacially uniform situation of negliglble electrom agnetic eld 4 M = 0 actihg
diam agnetically on the electron charges. T his case the anom alous in purity selfenergy part

(,;R)= 0and from (48) we cbtain the system ofequations

1= @ 1+ 912 2) Two);

2= @1 1+ @ 2) (Two)s (55)

where g = Vuuh¥f ()FN g )i, the angular bradkets m ean the averaging over the Ferm i
surface, N v (K) is the angular dependent density of electronic states at the Fem i surface
of the band ". Comespondingly gi; = Veghff, K)FNos K)i, g1 = Vehf K)FNoe )4,

g = Vihf, k)N K)i. The finction (T) is
— :|n2_ . (56)
T 14

In = 0;577:::isthe Euler constant, isan energy cuto fHOr the pairing interaction. W e
assum e here that it has the sam e value for both bands.

Thus, sin ilar to [30,31] the critical tem perature is given by

To= 2 = )exp ( 1=9); (67)

where g isde ned by them axinum of zeros of determ inant of the system (55)

p
g= @+ @)=2+ G g)?=4+ g2 (58)
In particular at gi5; 91 g1; 9 the critical tem perature is detem Ined by
g=max(@i; R): (59)

A 1l the properties of m etal depend on pressure. In ferrom agnetic m etal the pressure

shifts the Fem isurface position and changes the densities of spin up and soin down electron
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populations. D ensity of states at the Fem i suface in each band and the superconducting
Interaction are also changed. The crtical tem perature changes follow ing to the rehtive
changes ofthe e ective constant of pairing interaction g. In the case ofone band pairing the
latter can be roughly represented as sum of relative change of density of states due to the
Fem ienergy shift and relative change of pairing amplitude g=g/ PF=" + V=V . The
situation w ith changes of the pairing interaction is far to be clear. In assum ption that the

relative change of density of states gives the m ain contriloution we have

li_ 2
In : (60)
"F Tc (P 0 )

Tc@P)=TcPo) 1+

The Fem ienergy shift can be som ehow m agnetization dependent. In the sin plest case one
can expect ' / s M . Thus the m agnetization changes can cause the grow Ing up (as
wellas falling down) ofthe superconducting transition tem perature. T hishasbeen proposed
R5] as an explanation of a "stim ulation” of superconductivity by ferrom agnetism

observed in Z rZn, [B]. On the other hand a superconductivity is always suppressed by the
diam agnetic currents. W e shall m ake the com parison of these two m echanian s of T, P )

dependence after the calculation of the upper critical eld.

E . The critical tem perature dependence on iIm purities concentration

T rplet superconductiviy is suppressed by non-m agnetic in purities B5]. The law of sup—
pression of superconductivity is given by the universal A brikosov—G or'’kov (A G ) dependence

b6l

X
4 t

1
nt= + > (61)

NI -

valid for any unconventional superconducting state and applicabl in particularto a concrete
unconventional superconductor ndependently of the pressure R4]. Here  isthe digamma
function. The varabl t = T.=T. is the ratio of the critical tem perature of the supercon—

ductor w ith a given concentration of im purities n; to the crtical tem perature of the clean
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superconductor, and x = n&=ni = ~ IS the ratio of the In purty concentration in the
superconductor to the crtical in purity concentration destroying superconductivity, or the
Inverse ratio of the corresponding m ean free particle lifetin es. The critical m ean firee tin e
isgiven by . = = Tg. This dependence has been dem onstrated @lthough wih some
dispersion of the experin ental points) for the triplet superconductor SpRuUO 4 B7].

D eviations from the universality ofthe AG law can be caused by the anisotropy of the
scattering which takesplace In the presence of extended im perfections in the crystal. Such a
modi cation ofthe theory applied to UP§ hasbeen considered in the paper [B8]. H owever,
a com plete experin ental Investigation of the suppression of superconductivity by in purities
in this unoconventional superconductor, in particular the study of the universality of the
behavior, has not been perform ed.

T he nonuniversality of the suppression of superconductivity can also be caused by any
Inelastic scattering m echanism by In purties w ith intemal degrees of freedom of m agnetic
or nonm agnetic origin. For the sin plest discussion of this, see B9].

F inally, universality is certainly not expected in m ultiand superconductors. T heories
for this case have been developed w ith regard to the unconventional superconductivity in
SrRUO 4 (-wave, twoband two-din ensionalm odel [60]) and conventional superconductivity
In M gB, (anisotropic scattering two-band m odel [61]).

A sinpl modi cation of the universal AG law for the suppression of the supercon-—
ductivity by inpurties in a twodband ferrom agnetic superconductor is derived here. Our
consideration is lin ited to the sin plest case of scattering by ordinary point-like im purities.
T hen, due to spIn conservation, one can neglect interband quasiparticle scattering and take
Into acoount only the intraband quasiparticlke scattering on inpurities. At nite in purity

concentration the sim ibr to (55) system of equations is:

1= 9 1(T) 1+ g2 2(T) 25

2= 1 1(T) 1+ % 2(T) 25 (62)

where
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1 1 1 Teo
2 @)= = S+ ——— +h
2 2 4 T T

t (Teo): (63)

Hence the critical tam perature is determ ned from the equation

@ 1T) D@ T) 1) &% 1(T) (@)= 0: (64)

In particularat gio; 9o g1; 9p the critical tem perature isdeterm ned by them ax (T« ;Te2)

of the solutions of equations

TCO 1 1 1 1

n-2- T4 - o= ; 65
Ta 2 4 Ty 2 g1 o) ©5)
To 1 1 1

n-<=- = =+ = (To): (66)
Te 2 4 Ty 2 PR

Let us acospt for determ iness that g; > g, hence the m axin al critical tem perature In ab-
sence of Inpurdities isde ned by 1=gq = (Ty). Then at an all In purity concentrations the

solutions of (65) and (66) are the lnear functions of im purities concentration :

Ta = T 8_; (67)

1 1
To=Tcg —+ — —: (68)
P G 8 2

These lines can in principle intersect each other, as result an uptum on the critical tem per-
ature dependence of Im purity concentration T, (n;) is appeared. Such the type of deviations
ofthe T, (n;) dependence from the AG -law present the direct m anifestation of the twoband
character ofthe superconductivity. O n the other hand, an absence of strong deviations from
the universal oneband curve if  would found experim entally In a ferrom agnetic supercon-—
ductor m eans that the superconductivity is developed in oneband w ith only electrons w ith
"up" spins paired and the "down" spin electrons lkeave nom al (or vice versa).

Another speci c feature of the ferrom agnetic superconductors is that even in the
absence of an extemal m agnetic eld a ferrom agnet produces an electrom agnetic eld

4 M 4 gke° acting via the electronic charges on the orbitalm otion of electrons, and
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suppressing the superconductivity [62]. Hence, the actual critical tem perature in ferrom ag—
netic superconductors is always an aller by the value 4 M =H, (T = 0) rlative to the
(In agihary) ferrom agnetic superconductor without 4 M . The upper critical eld H,, is
also puriy dependent. That iswhy the in purity concentration dependence ofthe actualT,
In a ferrom agnetic superconductor m ight be detem ned not only directly by the suppres—
sion of superconducting correlations by the i purity scattering as in any nonconventional
superconductor but also indirectly through the supression ofH ., . In fact the second indirect
m echanism hasa analler n uence because the ratio 4 M =H,, (T = 0) is Jess than 1=10 for
superconductors w ith an upper critical eld of the order of several Teslas.

T hus the problem of determ ination ofthe critical tem perature in superconducting ferro—
m agnet isatbottom the problem ofdeterm ination ofthe uppercritical eld in sihglk dom ain

ferrom agnet.

F.The upper critical eld

T he equations for determm ination of upper critical eld at least near T is easily derived

from the system (48), (49). Kesping only the lowest order gradient termm s we have

Z
X
R;r)= T dr'v , @G %4, )G @« &)

nn; O

1 @ R =2 R;)+ G R))  (* ;R) ; (69)

and
Z
(*.;R) =nu® drG® @4, )G° @ %)
f@d R)) ®R;n+ (* ;R)g; (70)

F inding (*,sR) from the last equation and substituting to (31) we obtain affer all the
necessary Integrations the pair of the G Inzburg-L.andau equations for two com ponents of the

order param eter
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1= Ve 1+ Ve %y 25

2= V™ 1+ V™o o5 (71)

where operator *; consists of previously determ ined hom ogeneous part and second order

gradient tem s
M =hf &) FNeK)L 1 (@) KD D s: (72)

T he gradient termm s coe cients are

, oTX 1
Konyy=hif &)FNor K)Vens K)ve vy K)i— —
2 L F nJ
_ _ 2Tnu.? X 1
+BE (N €)vens KD 6N o0 ) 0y K)i—— o (73)
n o0 °n - n
O perator *, is cbtained from here by the natural substitutions1 ! 2, " ! #,+ !

Now the problm of the upper critical eld nding is Just the problem of solution of
the two coupled equations (71). There are a ot ofdi erent situations depending of crystal
symm etry, direction of spontaneous m agnetization and the external eld ordentation. The
sin plest case is when the extermal m agnetic eld is parallel or antiparallel to the easy
m agnetization axis. If the latter coinsides with 4-th order symm etry axis In the cubic
crystal Iike it is in Z rZ n, when the gradient temm s in the perpendicular plane are isotropic
and described by two constants K nj5 = K 35, K433 = K4 i5. This case form ally corresponds
to the problem of determ nation of upper critical eld parallel to the cdirection In two—
band hexagonal superconductorM gB, solred in [B1]. Then the lnearized G nzburg-Landau
equations describe a system of two coupled oscillators and have the solution in the fom

1= ofyx) and , = ofy(x), where f, x) = exp( h¥=2) and h is related to the upper
critical eld by m eans

h() o
2

He 4 M7J= ; (74)

where [ isthe ux quantum .
Let us for the sin plicity lin it ourself by the mpuriylsscase. Then =1 T=J, and

the equation for the determ ination of upper critical eld is
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o ( + @o))+ VeKoh 11l ( +  (To)) + VgKyh o 1]

e ( + (o)) + VuyKesh 11 O+ To))+ VKyh  1]1=0 (75)

This is a sin ple square equation and as before if we consider the case gi2;91 g1;9, and

g1 > g, then we ocbtain the llow ing two roots

g1
h = ; 76
! ( ) V"uK " ( )
1 1
hy( )= 2 + == a7)
VK 4 g R

This two lines can In principle intersect each other, then an uptum on the tem perature
dependence of the upper critical eld given by them ax (i ;h,) is appeared.

In them ore anisotropic situation such as in orthorom bic crystalsU G e, and UR hG e even
for the extemal eld direction paralkel or antjparallel to the easy m agnetization axis all the
oe clentsK gy, Konyy, K gxx s K 4yy aredi erent. Then our system ofequations can be solved
follow ing a varational approach developed In B1]. Again an uptum in h ( ) dependence can
be possbl.

The ocom parison w ih experim ent shall be always not easy m asked by the presence of
m any ferrom agnetic dom ains. The m onodom ain m easurem ents are possbl In high enough

elds. To work in this region one can easily ocbtain the forth order gradient tem s to the
G nzburg-Landau equations. H owever the problem oftheoretical determ ination ofthe upper
critical eld at arbitrary tem perature has the sam e principal di culties as In any conven—
tional anisotropic superconductor [63].

At last, we shall discuss the problem of stim ulation of superconductivity by the
ferrom agnetism . The sin ple estin ation from the equation (76) show s that in the absence
of an extermal eld the diam agnetic suppression of critical tem perature of ferrom agnetic

superconductor by its own ferrom agnetic m om ent is

s M m vy 2
T./ T 1 T : (78)
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Hence the ocom parison of this expression with formula (60) yields the criteriim for the

stin ulation of supercondactivity by ferrom agnetism

n 2

F M vg
" > B M 2
F TcO

(79)

Tt Jooks like unrealistic. H ence the explanation of stin ulation of superconductivity by ferro—
m agnetian in Z rZ n, introduced In the paper R5] seem s unplausbl. W e rem ind, how ever,
that crterium (79) was obtained In the assum ption of absence of changes of the pairing am -

plitude w ith pressure which could be the m ain source of the crtical tem perature changes.

V.SUPERCONDUCTIVITY IN THE METALSW ITHOUT INVERSION

CENTRUM

Themuliband classi cation ofelectronic states In ferrom agnetic m etals appeares as the
result of the kevel splitting due to an exchange eld. Another reason for the level splitting
always exists In a m etal w ithout Inversion center. This is soin-orbital coupling. It causes
not only electron level splitting but also the nontrivial spinor structure of the electronic
states being in portant for the proper description of superconductivity in the m etals w ith
broken space pariy. The good Introduction in general form alisn of the B loch states and
superconductivity in noncentrosym m etric crystals isgiven In paper B8] where also discussed
the particular form ofthe theory in the lin it of am all spin-orbit coupling. Here in som ethat
di erent m anner we introduce the basic theoretical notions. Unlke to the paper 48] and
several others cited In Introduction we shall speak only about the situation w ith strong spin—
orbital coupling producing the big band solitting and preventing the pairing of electronic
states from di erent bands. The recently discovered noncentrosym m etric superconductor
C eP t3S i belongs to this cathegory. T he band structure calculation for this m aterial found
[47] that the bands for the states close to Fem i kevel are split due to the somn-orbial
coupling by 50200 m ev, which ism ore than thousand tim es Jarger than the tem perature of
superconducting transition T, = 0:75K [(B4]. In this case the theory acquires the features of

sim ilarity on the theory of superconductivity for ferrom agnetic superconductors.
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A . E lectronic states and pairing in noncentrosym m etric m etals

Let us start from description of nom al state In the crystal w thout Inversion centrum .

For each band its sihgleelctron H am iltonian has the form
H="%+ x (80)

where k is the wavewector, the ", = " , is even fiinction ofk, the spin-orbital coupling
is described by an odd pssudovectorial function = xr = (x; y; ) isthe vector

consisting of Paulim atrices. T he eigen values and eigen functions of this Ham iltonian are

"= n0 I F (81)
0 1 0 1
B kx T 1xyc B xzt Jxic
kzt J xJ kx T 1 ky

Cp= @3 x3( xkz+ J xI) =2,

So, we have ocbtained the band splitting and = is the band index. A s resul, there are

two Fem i surfaces determm ined by equations
"= e ©3)

which m ay of course have the degeneracy points or lnes for som e directions of k. The
sym m etry ofdirections ofthe digpersion Jaws ", hasto correspond to the crystal sym m etry.
P articular attention however deserves the operation of re ection k to  k which creates the
tin e reversed states.

By application of operator of tin e Inversion K = iyK o, where K is the com plex—

con jigation operator one can see that the state (k) and the state inversed in tin e

K &=tk ( k)

t k)= S k); k= arg k2 k2 = kxRt ky¥ ©4)
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are degenerate. Another words, they correspond to the ssme energy ", = " . So, the
Fem isurfaces in a crystalw ithout Inversion center still have m irror sym m etry. T his is the
consequence of tim e inversion sym m etry.

Let us note also the in portant fact that the phase factor In (84) is the odd function of

t( k)= tk): 85)

If we have the nom al oneelctron states classi cation In a crystal without inversion
symm etry it is quite naturalto describe the superconductivity directly in the basis of these
states. So, if we consider the pairing only between the states w ith som e k and its negative

then the BCS Ham iltonian in the space hom ogeneous case looks as follow s

X 1 X
y 0y v
HBCS = k ak a + 5 A\ (k;k )a k; ak; ago; ad x0; g (86)
k; k% ;
where ; = are the band indices for the bands intoduced above and
k= "x @87)

are the band energies counted from the chem ical potential. D ue to big di erence between
the Fem i m om enta we neglect In Ham iltonian by the pairing of electronic states from
di erent bands. The structure of theory is now very sin ilar to the theory of ferrom agnetic
superconductors w ith triplet pairing. H owever, here there is som e goecial peculariy. The
operatorsag; and ai; wih xedband index ,thatare related to the statesin oneparticular
band, they still are the spinor operators. In particular, the tin e inversion transform s them

in accordance w ith the rule (84):
K ai; =t (k)ayk,, ; Ka, =t K)ay,; : (88)

Let us ntroduce as usualthem olecular elds
X X
K = Vo &k hago, a g i: 89)

k0
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T hen the ham iltonian can be rew ritten as
X 1X
Hpcs = k& ax + > v ay,al, + [al,a’, + oonst (90)

k; k;

Tt ollow s Inm ediately from the anticom m utation of the Femm ioperators @7] that
k; = k; * (91)

On the other hand the ham iltonian (90) should be tin e reversal nvariant. By application

K to (90) and using rule (88) and property (85) we nd the condition ofthe tim e Invaranoe:
2K = ke (92)
T he solution of this equation is

x =t k) Kk); 93)

where (k) isan even function ofk, which is easily established from (89) ifwe chose forthe
pairing potential
xd
Vokik)=V &Kt Kt &) T k) KD (94)
Here ' ; (k) are the even fluctions of an irreducble representation din ensionality d of the
group of the crystal symm etry G .
T hus, In the noncentrosym m etric crystal the decom position of the pairing potential over
the functions of irreducible representation contains nontrivial phase factors. The latter are
odd functions ofk and due to this reason the order param eter function ; being according

to (91) an odd function ofk is transformm ing at the sam e tin e according to even finction of

irreducible representation of the crystal sym m etry group
x; /[t k) Kk): (95)

T he group of symm etry of the com pound C eP 551 is C4, . It has our onedin ensional

irreducble representations: A ;A ,;B1;B, and one two-dim ensional E . The exam pls of
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even functions of its irreducible representationsare’ n, / i+ ko + &kZ); “a, / kiky &
k)i "e. / KD KD s,/ kkyi (Eai'eg)/ (Kkeik.ky). Forgiven superconducting
state the functions ’ ; relating to the di erent bands can be in principle di erent functions
transform ing according to the sam e irreducible representation. The sym m etry dictated
nodes in the quasiparticle spectrum of superconducting C eP 35S i1 are absent in the case of
realization of A, state. They are placed on the Ines: k, = 0;k, = 0;k, = k forA, state,
k= k orB; state, k, = 0;k, = 0 forB, state,and k, = O and ky = k, = 0 forE state.

For G or'’kov equations in each band we have

@n k)G ki)t K Fikiln)=1 (96)

@at K IF ki) + {G K;jly)=0: @7

T he equations for each band are only coupled through the order param eters given by the

selfconsistency equations
k= T Vo okiK)E k%1 (98)

T he superconductor G reen’s finctions are

i+
G kily) = — : ©9)
(6L k )@at k) Ky
F okils) = = : (100)
@y Kk )@a+ k) Ko

T he energies of elam entary excitations are given by

E, = X % Tk T (L01)

T he structure of the G or’kov theory in the ferrom agnetic and noncentrosym m etric su—
perconductors has only form alsin ilarity. If In two band ferrom agnets the states n di erent
bands have xed opposite soin progctions, In two band noncentrocym m etric crystal the
states In each band are the spinors with soin propction depending on m om entum  direc—
tion. Tom ake this distinction m ore transparent ket usw rite the G or'’kov equation in the

initial spinor basis, consisting of two states w ith soin up and soin down progction:
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i, % kit W FYK;)=1 (102)

ot Ot R+ T ki) = 0; (103)
where 9 = "0, ,
Ski'a)=P.G, k;!:)+P G k;'n); (104)
n O
FYk;!)=6¢ P,FYk;!))+P FYk;!n) (105)
n (@]
k= Py x4 t+P k; 4; (106)

P o=@ " )=2,8=1%, "= =3 «3
T hus, superconducting order param eter consists of sum singlet and triplet parts

A k s+ + ks .
— ki g+ : 107
K > g > x g 107)

At the sam e tin e In the absence of the extermal eld the superconducting state is unitary

X X
M = T G k;!',)= 0: (108)

n k

It is worth noting that the basic equations (102)—(107) have the sam e structure as in
the theory with weak soin-orbital interaction nitially developed in [35]. There is however
an in portant distinction that the pairing potential is given now by egn (94). O n the other
hand one can naively start from the pairing of the "initial" states which are form ed in the
crystalw ith strong soin— orbital coupling which do not Introduce the party violation and
only after this to add the pariy violating tem s. T hen, for the triplet case w ith vectord (k)
of the order param eter, the theory aocquires very com plicated form orighating of presence

ofthe three physically di erent vectorsd k), () and d (k) k).

B . E lectronic states in noncentrosym m etric m etal and pairing under m agnetic eld

Let us ook now on them odi cationswhich are appeared by the application of extemal

m agnetic eld.

30



It is known [(4] that the diam agnetic in uence of eld is taken into consideration by
the Pelerls substitution k¥ ! k + (e=~c)A (@=0@k). W e shall be nnterested here in pure
param agnetic e ects. N eglcting by the term w ith m agnetic eld in the Pederls substitution

we take into acoount only direct param agnetic In uence ofm agnetic eld
H="%+ kili 7 (109)

where ; = ki is even tensorial function of k. In the isotropic approxim ation ;5 =

8 9 i3=2, where g is gyrom agnetic ratio. T he eigen values of this H am iltonian are

n _ uo
e =

Jx xiH 13 (110)

Tt is obvious from here that the tine reversal symmetry islost " 6 "¢ and the shape
of the Fem i surfaces do not cbey the m irror sym m etry. T he sam e situation takes place In
the ferrom agnetic m etal w ithout inversion sym m etry. The degeneracy of states k
and k is liffed by the exchange eld and, In general, in a ferrom agnet w ithout Inversion
like M nSican not be superconducting. O n the contrary the discovery of superconductivity
iIn m onoclinic ferrom agnet U Ir is already reported [65]. & could be either due cristalline
anisotropy lading to weak in uence of exchange eld on som e group of charge carriers, or
due to realization ofm ore exotic possbility lke FFLO state. The rstpossbility is related
to the problem of the param agnetic lim iting eld In noncentrosym m etric superconductors
b1]which we discuss here.

Forsim plicity ket usassum ethatwehavepairingonly in oneband: = + .Thetreatm ent
of general case is sin ilar but m ore lengthly. A Iso we are lin ited ourselves by consideration
only one-din ensional representations when we have V., k;k% = V tk)t &9’ k) K9.

T he equation for critical tem perature that is the lnear version of (98) has In this case the

form
X X R R
k)= VT " k) ®HGPK%!) ®IYGO( K L) (111)
n kO
X X I'4 14 0 0
_ oy ' ®) <E> &)
P S x0)
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Here , = " and % isgiven by (110). W e also have taken into consideration the relation
(93).

Tt is clear that the coherence between the nom alm etal states w ith states wih G reen
finctions G° k;!',) and G°( k; ) isbroken by magnetic eld. The oppositely directed
momenta k and k on the Fem i surface have the di erent length. Hence the m agnetic

eld w ill suppress superconductivity that m eans the critical tem perature w illbe decreasing
function ofm agnetic eld. It is clear also that it will be anisotropic function of the eld
ordientation in respect of cristallographic directions.

For tetragonal crystalC €P £35S i one can take as the sin plest form of gyrom agnetic tensor

i = B @ KRRyt 9:i¥5) + %KZi2y)=2 and the pseudovector function = VA k) +
2kekyk, k> k?). The latter is chosen ©llow ing the discussion in the paper [B0]. Then

for the nom alm etal energy of excitations we have

r
e= % Ukt T SHDTE (ke T aHPH (kkkkd KD O sHLP
(112)
A s result of sin ple calculation near T, we cbtann
7 Q)
ToH )= T, 1 TZTE; ag 2 M2+ H ) + by lH 2 + i ; (113)
C

that looks lke sin ilar to usual superconductivity with singlkt pairing. Here a and b are
coe cients of the order of uniy. Its exact values depend on the particular form of’ &)
functions in pairing interaction aswell on particular form of .

On the other hand, kt as assum e that due to som e particular reason coe cient is

anall. Then orthe eld direction H = H 2 or s g H ke ° we have for the excitations
energy
r
Gk
k=% (k) + (k)?+  sHe) (114)
that isnow the even function ofthe wave vector = .

T he equation for the critical tem perature has the form
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dsy ' K) K9 kY
Sy (i, ) (A )

k)= VT d N oK% (115)

Here we can rst integrate over the energy variable and and then over the Femn i suface.
A fter the st integration the m agnetic eld dependence is disappeared from equation and
we obtaln standart BCS fomula To= @2 = ) exp( 1=g) for crtical tem perature detem i-
nation. So, the suppression of crtical tem perature by m agnetic eld is saturated at nie
valie which di ers from itsvalileat H = 0 due to eld variation of density of states and
pairing interaction at = 0.

This results can be n principle valid for any direction ofm agnetic eld if param agnetic
Interaction exceeds a spin-oroital solitting j ;H ;3> J J. O foourse the superconductivity in
the region ofthe large elds still exists if g is positive on the Fem isurface = 0. Thusat
large eldsthe situation is sin ilar to that we have in the supercoductors w ith triplt pairing.

W e have dem onstrated that the param agnetic suppression of superconducting state in a
crystalw ithout inversion centrum certainly exists and thee ect dependsof eld orientation
In respect of crystall axes. T he param agnetic suppression of superconductivity takes place
due to magnetic eld lifting of degeneracy of electronic states w ith opposite m om enta k
and k fom ing the C ooper pairs. For som e directions of elds the degeneracy is recreated.
That is why the param agnetic lim it of superconductivity in the crystals w ithout inversion
can be in principle absent.

To deam onstrate the tin e inversion violhtion In its pure orm we have calculated the
param agnetic In uence of extemal eld on superconductivity in the noncentrosym m etric
m aterial in com plete neglect of the diam agnetic currents. C ertainly the latter play them ain
role In the superconductiviy suppression. T he general G or’kov equations in this case have
the sam e form (35)—(38) etc as for two band ferrom agnet. O ne needs to rem em ber only that
the electron states and energies in these two cases have quite di erent spinor structure and
parity in respect to k. One can nd the treatm ent of several inhom ogeneous problm s as

the upper crtical eld calculation in G Inzburg-Landau region in the papers #40,49,50].
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