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H elical vortex phase in the non-centrosym m etric C eP t351
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W e consider the role ofm agnetic elds on the broken inversion superconductorCeP t3Si. W e show
that upper critical eld fora eld along the caxis exhibitsa m uch weaker param agnetic e ect than
fora eld applied perpendicular to the caxis. The in-plane param agnetic e ect is strongly reduced
by the appearance of helical structure in the order param eter. W e nd that to get good agreem ent
betw een theory and recent experin entalm easurem ents of H ., , this helical structure is required. W e
propose a Josephson junction experin ent that can be used to detect this helical order. In particular,
we predict that Josephson current w ill exhibit a m agnetic interference pattem for a m agnetic eld
applied perpendicular to the junction nom al. W e also discuss unusualm agnetic e ects associated

w ith the helical order.

PACS num bers:

T he ryeently discovered heavy fermm ion superconductor
CeP t3S¥ hastriggered m any experin entaland theoreti-
calstudief@ @82 T here aretw o fatureswhich have
caused this attention : the absence of inversion sym m etry;
and the com paratively high upper criticalm agnetic eld
H .2). Broken Inversion symm etry (parity) has a pro—
nounced e ect on the quasiparticle states through the
splitting of the two spin degenerate bands. This in u-—
ences the superconducting phase, which usually relies on
the form ation of pairs of electrons in degenerate quasi-
particle states w ith opposite m om entum . T he availabil-
ity of such quasiparticle states is usually guarantged by
tin e reversal and inversion symm etries (pariy)t923. &
is relatively easy to rem ove tin e reversal sym m etry, eg.
by a magnetic eld, and the physical consequences of
this have been well studied. However, parity is not so
straightforw ardly m anipulated by extemal elds. Super-
conductivity in m aterials w ithout inversion center there—
fore provides a unique opportunity in this resoect.

ThelrgeH ., 4T in CePt3Sjll"23 In plies that the Zee-
m an splitting m ust be non-negligble below T. = 0:75K
(the estin ated param agnetic lim it isat Hp 12T).In
amagnetic eld, this superconductorhasto form Cooper
pairs under rather odd circum stances. In particular, it
is no longer guaranteed that a state wih m om entum k
at the Fem i surface has a degenerate partner at k.
The state k would rather pair w ith a degenerate state

k + g and in this way generate an inhom ogeneous su—
perconducting,phase. W e argue below that recent H »
m easurem ent suggest that this is the case n CeP 351
T hese m easurem ents show that, while the upper critical

eld isbasically isotropic close to T, a am all anisotropy
appears at lower temperature® HS=HZ = 118 at
T = 0). The apparent absence ofa param agnetic 1im it in
CeP t3Sican be explained by lack of nvgysipn symm etry
even ifthe pairing has s-wave sym m etry?323 . H owever,
these works Indicate that suppression of param agnetisn
is very anisotropic and the application of this theory to
CePt3Siwould indicate no param agnetic suppression for
the eld along the caxis, but a suppression for the eld
inplne 2® 17T). The relative lack of anisotropy

In the experin ental data is surprising in this context.

In this lktter we exam ine the m ixed phase close to
the upper critical eld. Using the crystal symm etry of
CePt3Si, we show that the high— eld superconducting
phase haspronounced di erences for eld-directionspar-
alleland perpendicularto the caxis. Forthe eld parallel
to the caxis, the param agnetic 1im iting is basically ab—
sent and the vortex phase is quite conventional. W hile
for the perpendicular eld direction, the eld can induce
a phase which gives rise to an additionalphase factor In
them any body wavefiinction !9 Ry ith q perpendicular
to the applied eld: a helical vortex phase. W e also pro—
pose a Jossphson junction experim ent that can be used
to detect thishelicalphase factor and discussa transverse
m agnetization related to the helical phase.

W e use the single particke H am iltonian

X
Ho= [k ot Ok
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where q"(s (6, ) creates (annihilates) an electron w ith m o-
mentum k and spin s. The band energy | = is
m easured relative to the chem icalpotential , gj
Introduces the antisym m etric soin-orbi coupling w ith
as a coupling constant we set hgf(i= 1 where h:d isan
average over the Fem i surface), and B gives the
Zeeam an coupling. The crucialterm in Eq.:J: is gy ,
which is only pem itted when inversion symm etry isbro—
ken () satis esq = g y dueto tinereversalsymm e-
try). This temn destroys the usual two-fold soin degen—
eracy of the bands by splitting the band into two soin—
dependent parts w ith energiesE, = T3 The
spinors are determ ined by the ordentation of the corre-
sponding gy . The general pairing interaction is
1 X 0

Hpair = ¢ V k;k%)

kik;dss

c},u g=2;s: c’ k+ g=2;s; C k% g=2;s; G4 g=2;s1 7
)
expressed in the usual spin basis. W e willwork in the
large lim it so that the pairing problem becom es a real
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twoband problem in the diagonal spinor ( ) basis. To
nd the pairing Interaction in the basis, we diagonalize

the single particle H am iltonian after which the twoband

pairing interaction, forH = 0, isw ritten In spinor fom

as
1 oo e A, et+n
V = =V k;k ; ; 3
> k;ik") ¢A el a, ®3)
where = x keanda = (1 gy gyo) wherewe

havetaken gy = P J sin | COS ;sin | sin ;008 |
N ote that even for a spatially isotropic interaction, the

X X
kig)= T vV, kik)6° &’
n;k°
where G° (k;iln) = [l + Pd . Set-
tihg .+ kiq) = e k7, k;q) and kiq) =
e "k~ (k;q) results in the simnpli ed two-band equa-

tion w ith the interaction

V=Vkk)(o x)=2: G)

The factors § In Eq.:_j do not appear because of Pauli
exclusion and the assum ed singlet orm ofVv (k;k° in the

D

du , .
£ &k)F bos(~H Gu) + icos

, sinh ()

wheret= T=T.,H = HvZ=@Q2 (TZ), ~ 5 2T. o=VZ,
v,_f = h\7§i= hvf + vfi, A4 (\%1 vy )= E, Vi are
com ponents of the Fem i velocity %efpendjcu]ar to the
magnetjc ed, = 0O; DLk= 21131 = o=@ H),
and D ;= i@; 2eA;=c.The prper critical eld He, is
found by expanding R) = _as, nR) (n R) are
the usualLandau levels).

In the follow ing we take a sphericalFerm isurface. For
CePt3Sithis will not be the case, but the overallgeom e~
try ofthe Ferm isurface doggnot qualitatively change our
results. W e also take gy = 3=2( ky;k«;0) asthe lowest
order term In k allowed by symm etry and consider the
caseV k;k% = v, Pr isotropic s-wave pairing. O ur re—

1

2m .

1
£= aj F+ o33+ —p F+_—D

wherea= ag () T),D = Dx;Dy),n istheunitvector

twoband solution has both a soin-triplt and a soin—
singlet gap function when 6,0 (this is a consequence
of the broken parity symmetry‘l%). W e w il consider the
Iimit >> gH andkesponly term sup toorder g H=
(@ good approxin ation for CePt3Si). W e restrict our—
selves to choices of V (k;k°) that corresponds to spin-—
singlet pairing in the = 0 lim i. T his restriction allow s
usto use £Eq.d, even ifH 6 0, which considerably sin -
pli esthe notation.

W ith the two band pairing interaction of Eq. -'_3', the
linearized gap equation becom es

+g=2;i1,)6°% ( K%+ g=2; il,) &%)

0 lim it. W e denote the density of states on the
N cof ( =2) and N

kiq) = ; @f k),

two Fem i surfaces by N,
N sin®( =2). We can wrie ~ .
whereEq.-r_E;jmp]jesthat + @)+ ; @ = 0.W ih

& @) = ;@) (@) and the proper Fourier
transform of the gap equation keeping gauge nvariance,
we nd the follow ing equation determ ining the upper crit—
ical eld

H‘ue A4

p_—
Hu

E
1
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sn(H qu)e P TFuI2g ®)

sultsw illhold for any pairing sym m etry as the G inzburg
Landau (G L) theory discussed later w ill dem onstrate.

For the eld along the caxis,§ H 0 so Hy is
Independent of the Zeem an eld and there is no param —
agnetic e ect (note that In principle there can be a para-
magnetic e ect since there are g, allowed by symm etry
that contaln a g, component?, however such tem s are
expected to be sn all). T he solution of the upper critical

eld problem isidentical to that carried out by Helfand
and W ertham e 4 and is plotted in Fig. 1. However, or

elds perpendicular to the caxis unusual properties oc—
cur, which can be best illustrated by a GL theory with
free energy density

ordented along the caxis, and B r A. Eq.:_é applies
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FIG. 1l: Upper critical elds for CePt3Siwith elds along
the caxis and in the plane. The actual n-plane H ., will lie
between the two extrem es shown. The e ect of the helical
order on H ., can be quite pronounced. These calculations
are for vy = 3.

to allpossble pairing sym m etries w ith a single ggm plex

order param eter, as discussed also by Sam okhin. The

lack of inversion symm etry allow s for the existence of
the term proportionalto  (for a discussion of other re-
lated tem s see Ref. :_15‘) . This term induces a spatially

m odulated solution in a uniform m agnetic eld. TheGL

equation orthe orderparameter ~ R )= ¢4 B ®) m

a eld isidenticalto the zero— GL equationwith ®),
w here

g= 2m n B (7)

(@ m icroscopic expressions for g is given below ). C onse—
quently, the upper critical eld solution in theGL lim it is

R)= o®)ed R W e callthis phase the helical vor-
tex phase. The helical order coincides w ith an increase
In theupper critical eld B = H ):

H m?n H)?
T-H )= T | S — + : (8)
o Mmm .ap 2ag

T he expression for the supercurrent density is

J=c B 4ml=4 =Jo+4eq B)I I O
where J( is the usual supercurrent density in the GL
Iimiandm = --'n Jo isthem agnetization due to the

term E q:_é . The usualboundary condition on the order
param eter is given by J = 0 through the boundary. T he
appearance ofm in Eq.:_Si ishighly unusualin G L theory
and has som e consequences that are discussed later. N ote
that if § jand B are spatially uniform then J = 0 for
g given by Eqg. -rj; the helical phase carries no current.
T he possbility of this helical order has been raised In
the context of thin In or interface superponductivity
where the vector potential can be neglectedt 44748 . as
discussed below, we nd here that i can plhy a very
In portant role in the vortex phase.

The increase In H -, dueto the appearance ofthe helical
plays an im portant role in the m icroscopic theory. Since

ig R P
g H = 0,wecanexpand o R )e = ,bh@ . .R)
whereh, = (igk )"e @ )°=4=" 2011, O urnum ericalm

croscopic solution has this form and near T. we nd,

k) vy K)F KFi a0)
W, ¥ WFi

g= 2 gH cos

1 this gives qly = 0:373 y cos P H=H.?,
28 %,=H, is the M aki param eter, H J,
is the upper critical eld for 3 = 0 (this coincides
wih the H ., for the eld along the caxis), and Hp =
=(p 2). Forf k)= k¥ k% Eq.l0givesql =
0:418 y cos H=H? . Theenhancement ofH ., due to
the helical order can be substantialasFig. 1 shows. Our
num ericalresults show gly can be largerthan one, which
In plies that the helicalw avelength becom es less than the
spacing between vortices. Fig. 1 isfor y = 3 which is
slightly smaller than y = 38 that Pllows from the
m easurem ents of Ref. g T he helical order changes w ith
varying cos For cos = 0 the density of states are
the sam e on both Femm i surfaces and no helical order
appears (labelled ‘n-plane (o helical)’ n Figl); whilke
forcos = 1, gl Ismaxinum (this corresoonds to the
curve labelled ‘n-plane telical)’ in Fig.1). Forallother
possbl values of cos , the He, curve lies between these
two extram es. The Iim it cos = 1 isunlkely sihce this
In plies that the density of states of one of the two bands
vanishes. H ow ever, if the elem ents of the pairing interac—
tionV ; in Eq.:_5 are di erent in m agnitude from each
other, then a large gy can stillarise orcos = 0.

Com paring pur result with the H .;-m easurem ent by
Yasuda et al? for CePt;Si, we nd that only taking
the e ect of the spin-orbit coupling into account would
not acoount for the relatively lJarge value of the n-plane
H 28T) at T = 0. Here, param agnetic lim iting
should reduce the value to below 2 T .W e can, however,
explain the Increased H -, by including the heliciy.

W e have also exam ined the behavior of the A brikosov
parameter , = hj R)¥i=hj R )Fi® in connection
w ith the possble vortex lattice structures. We nd a
possible structural transition from a stretched hexagonal
lattice at high tem peratures to a stretched square lat-
tice at low tem peratures. The origin of this transition
is related to the two-din ensional inhom ogeneous state
discussed in Refs. 18,1920, Note that the helical order
discussed above is distinct from that discussed in these
works. T he physics discussed In Reﬁ.:_fg,:_fg' doesnot play
a signi cant role in CeP§Sibecause the value of y is
too sm all. However, if y >> 1 then the vortex physics
becom es very exotic.

W e have not discussed the direct experin ental veri -
cation ofthe helicalphase. Since helicity ofthe order pa-
ram eter is related to itsphase, an interference experim ent
based on the Josephson e ect would provide the m ost
reliable test. Here we propose to consider a Josephson
Junction between two thin  In superconductors (Fjg:_h),
one (1) with and the other (2) w ithout Inversion symm e~
try (for CeP t3Sithe caxis is perpendicular to the Im).

for f k) =
where y =
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FIG . 2: Josephson junction geom etry for the observation ofa
helical phase.

Foramagnetic eld applied in the plane ofthe In per—
pendicular to the junction and w ith the superconductor
(2) is ordented so that the helicity g is perpendicular to
the eld ;we nd thisgives rise to an interference e ect
analogous to the standard Fraunhofer pattem. For this
experim ent, the In must be su ciently thin that the
m agnetic eld and the m agnitude ofthe order param eter
are spatially unifom .

To illustrate this, consider the ©llow Ing free energy of
the junction

Z
Hy= t dx[1R)

, R )+ cxl 11)

where the integral is along the junction. The resulting
Josephson current is

h 2 i
Ir=Im t dx 1R) ,R) 12)
Setting the jinction length equalto 2L, and integrating
yields a m axin um Josephson current of

L= 2t 03 (o) a3)
L]

This, combined wih the result of the m icroscopic the-
ory near T. (for an isotropic interaction) that oL =

24cos y H L= ( Where ¢ = 0:18w =T.) dem on—
strates that the Josephson current w ill digplay an inter—
ference pattem fora eld perpendicular to the junction.
N ote that in the usualcase the Fraunhofer pattem would
be cbserved foram agnetic eld perpendicularto the thin

In . Furthem ore, or a su ciently large inplane eld,

sothat;q}.j>> 1 Which mpliesIy 0), the argum ents
of Ref. -2L In ply that the application of an additional
m agnetic eld along the surface nom alwill lead to an
asym m etric Fraunhofer pattem.

A less direct probe of the helical order is to look
for the related transverse m agnetization that appears In
Eq.:g. There are two situations for which this can be
observed. The st isih a thin In wih a supercur-
rent owing along R and a surface nom al along y. In
this case a m agnetization w ill exist along ¢ (hom alto
the In). This situation is a generalization of an ex—
perin ent origially proposed by Edelstein®3. W e esti-
mate n j= 3Tc:os Ny B Vs=Vr 002 G auss assum ing
Vs=vp = 2 10 *,c0s = 1=3,andn; =1 10®*m 3.
The second is in the vortex lattice phase fora eld ap—
plied along the caxis. In this case, a calculation valid
near H, givesm = ?’“n Jo, where J is the usual
supercurrent for the Abrikosov vortex lattice. Near the
vortex core, m is directed radially outward, perpendicu—
lar to the applied eld.

W e have considered the role ofm agnetic elds on the
non-centrosym m etric superconductor CeP t3Si. Using a
twoband theory wih a Rashba spih-orbi interaction,
we have shown that the upper critical eld for the eld
along the c-axis behaves as if it would in a conventional
superconductor independent of the param agnetic (Zee—
man) eld.W e have further shown that whilk there is a
param agnetic lim tinge ect orm agnetic eldsapplied in
thebasalplane, thise ect can be strongly reduced by the
appearance ofa helicalorder. O ur theory agreesw ith the
experim ental m easurem ents of H ,, despie a relatively
strong Zeem an eld, provided this helical order exists.
F nally, we have proposed a Josephson junction experi-
m ent that can unam biguously identify the helical order
and discussed the appearance of a transverse m agnetiza—
tion related to the helical order.
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