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H elicalvortex phase in the non-centrosym m etric C ePt3Si
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W econsidertheroleofm agnetic�eldson thebroken inversion superconductorCePt3Si.W eshow

thatuppercritical�eld fora �eld along thec-axisexhibitsa m uch weakerparam agnetic e�ectthan

fora �eld applied perpendicularto thec-axis.Thein-planeparam agnetic e�ectisstrongly reduced

by the appearance ofhelicalstructure in the orderparam eter.W e �nd thatto getgood agreem ent

between theory and recentexperim entalm easurem entsofH c2,thishelicalstructureisrequired.W e

proposea Josephson junction experim entthatcan beused to detectthishelicalorder.In particular,

we predictthatJosephson currentwillexhibita m agnetic interference pattern fora m agnetic �eld

applied perpendicular to the junction norm al. W e also discuss unusualm agnetic e�ectsassociated

with the helicalorder.

PACS num bers:

Therecently discovered heavy ferm ion superconductor

CePt3Si
1 hastriggered m any experim entaland theoreti-

calstudies2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9.Therearetwofeatureswhich have

caused thisattention:theabsenceofinversionsym m etry;

and thecom paratively high uppercriticalm agnetic� eld

(H c2). Broken inversion sym m etry (parity) has a pro-

nounced e� ect on the quasiparticle states through the

splitting ofthe two spin degenerate bands. This in
 u-

encesthesuperconducting phase,which usually relieson

the form ation ofpairs ofelectrons in degenerate quasi-

particle stateswith opposite m om entum . The availabil-

ity ofsuch quasiparticle statesisusually guaranteed by

tim e reversaland inversion sym m etries (parity)10,11. It

isrelatively easy to rem ovetim e reversalsym m etry,e.g.

by a m agnetic � eld, and the physicalconsequences of

this have been wellstudied. However,parity is not so

straightforwardly m anipulated by external� elds.Super-

conductivity in m aterialswithoutinversion centerthere-

foreprovidesa unique opportunity in thisrespect.

ThelargeH c2 � 4T in CePt3Si
1,8 im pliesthattheZee-

m an splitting m ustbe non-negligible below Tc = 0:75K

(the estim ated param agneticlim itisatH P � 1:2 T).In

am agnetic� eld,thissuperconductorhastoform Cooper

pairs under rather odd circum stances. In particular,it

is no longerguaranteed thata state with m om entum k

at the Ferm isurface has a degenerate partner at � k.

The state k would rather pair with a degenerate state

� k + q and in thisway generate an inhom ogeneoussu-

perconducting phase. W e argue below that recent H c2

m easurem ents8 suggestthatthisisthe case in CePt3Si.

These m easurem entsshow that,while the uppercritical

� eld isbasically isotropiccloseto Tc,a sm allanisotropy

appears at lower tem perature8 (H c
c2=H

ab
c2 = 1:18 at

T = 0).Theapparentabsenceofaparam agneticlim itin

CePt3Sican be explained by lack ofinversion sym m etry

even ifthepairing hass-wavesym m etry2,12,13.However,

these worksindicate thatsuppression ofparam agnetism

isvery anisotropic and the application ofthistheory to

CePt3Siwould indicateno param agneticsuppression for

the � eld along the c-axis,buta suppression forthe � eld

in-plane (H ab
P � 1:7T). The relative lack ofanisotropy

in the experim entaldata issurprising in thiscontext.

In this letter we exam ine the m ixed phase close to

the upper critical� eld. Using the crystalsym m etry of

CePt3Si, we show that the high-� eld superconducting

phasehaspronounced di� erencesfor� eld-directionspar-

alleland perpendiculartothec-axis.Forthe� eld parallel

to the c-axis,the param agnetic lim iting isbasically ab-

sent and the vortex phase is quite conventional. W hile

fortheperpendicular� eld direction,the� eld can induce

a phasewhich givesriseto an additionalphasefactorin

them any body wavefunction eiq� R with q perpendicular

to theapplied � eld:a helicalvortex phase.W ealso pro-

pose a Josephson junction experim entthatcan be used

todetectthishelicalphasefactorand discussatransverse

m agnetization related to the helicalphase.

W e usethe singleparticleHam iltonian

H 0 =
X

k;s;s0

[�k�0 + �gk � � + �B H � �]
ss0

c
y

ks
cks0 (1)

wherec
y

ks
(cks

)creates(annihilates)an electron with m o-

m entum k and spin s. The band energy �k = �k � � is

m easured relative to the chem icalpotential�,�gk � �

introducestheantisym m etricspin-orbitcoupling with �

asa coupling constant(we sethg2
k
i= 1 where h::iisan

average overthe Ferm isurface),and �B B � � givesthe

Zeem an coupling. The crucialterm in Eq.1 is�gk � �,

which isonly perm itted when inversion sym m etry isbro-

ken (gk satis� esgk = � g
� k duetotim ereversalsym m e-

try). Thisterm destroysthe usualtwo-fold spin degen-

eracy ofthe bands by splitting the band into two spin-

dependent parts with energies Ek;� = �k � �jg kj. The

spinors are determ ined by the orientation ofthe corre-

sponding gk.The generalpairing interaction is

H pair =
1

2

X

k;k;q;si

V (k;k
0
)

� c
y

k+ q=2;s1
c
y

� k+ q=2;s2
c
� k

0
+ q=2;s2

ck0
+ q=2;s1

;

(2)

expressed in the usualspin basis. W e willwork in the

large� lim itso thatthepairing problem becom esa real
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two-band problem in the diagonalspinor (� )basis. To

� nd thepairinginteraction in the� basis,wediagonalize

thesingleparticleHam iltonian afterwhich thetwo-band

pairing interaction,forH = 0,iswritten in spinorform

as

V =
1

2
V (k;k

0
)

�
ei�� A + e� i�+ A �

ei�+ A � e� i�� A +

�

(3)

where �� = �k � �k
0 and A � = (1� ĝk �ĝk0)where we

havetakengk = jgkj
�
sin�k cos�k;sin�k sin�k;cos�k

�
.

Note that even for a spatially isotropic interaction,the

two-band solution has both a spin-triplet and a spin-

singletgap function when � 6= 0 (this is a consequence

ofthe broken parity sym m etry13). W e willconsiderthe

lim it� > > �B H and keep onlyterm sup toorder�B H =�

(a good approxim ation for CePt3Si). W e restrict our-

selves to choices of V (k;k
0
) that corresponds to spin-

singletpairing in the� = 0 lim it.Thisrestriction allows

usto use Eq.3,even ifH 6= 0,which considerably sim -

pli� esthe notation.

W ith the two band pairing interaction ofEq.3,the

linearized gap equation becom es

� �(k;q)= � T
X

n;k0

X

�

V�;�(k;k
0
)G

0
�(k

0
+ q=2;i!n)G

0
�(� k

0
+ q=2;� i!n)� �(k

0
;q) (4)

where G
0

� (k;i!n) = [i!n + �k � �jg kj]
� 1. Set-

ting � + (k;q) = e
i�
k ~� + (k;q) and � � (k;q) =

� e
� i�

k ~� � (k;q)resultsin thesim pli� ed two-band equa-

tion with the interaction

V = V (k;k
0
)(�0 � �x)=2: (5)

The factors ĝ in Eq.3 do not appear because ofPauli

exclusion and theassum ed singletform ofV (k;k0)in the

� = 0 lim it. W e denote the density of states on the

two Ferm i surfaces by N + = N cos2(�=2) and N� =

N sin
2
(�=2). W e can write ~� �(k;q) =  � ;�(q)f�(k),

where Eq.5 im plies that � ;+(q)+  � ;�(q)= 0. W ith

 � ;+(q) = �  � ;�(q) =  (q) and the proper Fourier

transform ofthe gap equation keeping gaugeinvariance,

we� nd thefollowingequationdeterm iningtheuppercrit-

ical� eld

	 (R )
lnt

t
=

Z 1

0

du

sinh(tu)

D

jf�(k)j
2
[cos(~� ~H �ĝu)+ icos� sin(~�~H �ĝu)]e

� ĵv? j
2 ~H u

2
=2
e
v̂+ � +

p
~H u
e
� v̂� � �

p
~H u

� 1

E

	 (R )

wheret= T=Tc, ~H = H v2F =(2��0T
2
c),~� = �B 2Tc�0=v

2
F ,

v2F = hv2? i = hv21 + v22i,v� = (v1 � iv2)=
p
2,v1;2 are

com ponents ofthe Ferm ivelocity perpendicular to the

m agnetic� eld,�� = (D 1� iD 2)lH =
p
2,l2H = �0=(2�H ),

and D i = � i@i� 2eA i=c.The uppercritical� eld Hc2 is

found by expanding 	 (R ) =
P

n
an�n(R ) (�n(R ) are

the usualLandau levels).

In thefollowing wetakea sphericalFerm isurface.For

CePt3Sithiswillnotbethecase,buttheoverallgeom e-

try oftheFerm isurfacedoesnotqualitativelychangeour

results.W ealso takegk =
p
3=2(� ky;kx;0)asthelowest

order term in k allowed by sym m etry and consider the

case V (k;k
0
)= V0 forisotropic s-wave pairing. O urre-

sultswillhold forany pairing sym m etry astheG inzburg

Landau (G L)theory discussed laterwilldem onstrate.

For the � eld along the c-axis,ĝ � H = 0 so Hc2 is

independentofthe Zeem an � eld and there isno param -

agnetic e�ect(notethatin principletherecan bea para-

m agnetic e� ectsince there are gk allowed by sym m etry

that contain a gz com ponent7,however such term s are

expected to besm all).Thesolution oftheuppercritical

� eld problem isidenticalto thatcarried outby Helfand

and W ertham er14 and isplotted in Fig.1. However,for

� eldsperpendicularto the c-axisunusualpropertiesoc-

cur,which can be best illustrated by a G L theory with

freeenergy density

f = � aj	 j
2
+
�

2
j	 j

4
+

1

2m
jD 	 j

2
+

1

2m c

jD z	 j
2
+ �n � B � [	 (D 	 )

�
+ 	

�
(D 	 )]+

B
2

8�
(6)

wherea = a0(T
0
c � T),D = (D x;D y),n istheunitvector oriented along thec-axis,and B = r � A .Eq.6 applies
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FIG .1: Upper critical �elds for CePt3Siwith �elds along

the c-axisand in the plane. The actualin-plane H c2 willlie

between the two extrem es shown. The e�ect ofthe helical

order on H c2 can be quite pronounced. These calculations

are for�M = 3.

to allpossible pairing sym m etrieswith a single com plex

order param eter,as discussed also by Sam okhin7. The

lack of inversion sym m etry allows for the existence of

the term proportionalto � (fora discussion ofotherre-

lated term s see Ref.15). This term induces a spatially

m odulated solution in a uniform m agnetic� eld.TheG L

equation forthe orderparam eter ~	 (R )= eiq� R	 (R )in

a � eld isidenticalto thezero-� G L equation with 	 (R ),

where

q = � 2m � n � B (7)

(a m icroscopicexpressionsforq isgiven below).Conse-

quently,theuppercritical� eld solution in theG L lim itis

	 (R )= �0(R )e
iq� R.W e callthisphase the helicalvor-

tex phase. The helicalorder coincides with an increase

in the uppercritical� eld (B = H ):

Tc(H )= Tc �
�H

�0

p
m m ca0

+
m �2(n � H )2

2a0
: (8)

The expression forthe supercurrentdensity is

J = cr � [B � 4�m ]=4� = J0 + 4�e(n � B )j	 j
2

(9)

where J0 is the usualsupercurrent density in the G L

lim itand m = �m

e
n � J0 isthem agnetization dueto the

� term Eq.6.Theusualboundary condition on theorder

param eterisgiven by J = 0 through theboundary.The

appearanceofm in Eq.9 ishighly unusualin G L theory

and hassom econsequencesthatarediscussed later.Note

that ifj	 jand B are spatially uniform then J = 0 for

q given by Eq.7;the helicalphase carries no current.

The possibility ofthis helicalorder has been raised in

the context ofthin � lm or interface superconductivity

where the vector potentialcan be neglected16,17,18. As

discussed below, we � nd here that it can play a very

im portantrolein the vortex phase.

TheincreaseinH c2 duetotheappearanceofthehelical

playsan im portantrolein them icroscopictheory.Since

q� H = 0,wecan expand �0(R )e
iq� R =

P

n
bn(q)�n(R )

wherebn = (iqlH )
ne� (qlH )

2
=4=

p
2nn!.O urnum ericalm i-

croscopicsolution hasthisform and nearTc we� nd,

q= 2�B H cos�
ĥg(k)�x̂vF;y(k)jf�(k)j

2i

hv2
F;y

jf�(k)j
2i

; (10)

for f�(k) = 1 this gives qlH = 0:373�M cos�
p
H =H 0

c2

where �M =
p
2H 0

c2=H P is the M akiparam eter, H 0
c2

is the upper critical � eld for �B = 0 (this coincides

with the H c2 for the � eld along the c-axis),and HP =

� =(�B
p
2). For f�(k) = k2x � k2y,Eq.10 gives qlH =

0:418�M cos�
p
H =H 0

c2.Theenhancem entofH c2 dueto

thehelicalordercan besubstantialasFig.1 shows.O ur

num ericalresultsshow qlH can belargerthan one,which

im pliesthatthehelicalwavelength becom eslessthan the

spacing between vortices. Fig.1 isfor�M = 3 which is

slightly sm aller than �M = 3:8 that follows from the

m easurem entsofRef.8. The helicalorderchangeswith

varying cos�. For cos� = 0 the density ofstates are

the sam e on both Ferm isurfaces and no helicalorder

appears (labelled ‘in-plane (no helical)’in Fig.1);while

for cos� = 1,qlH is m axim um (this correspondsto the

curvelabelled ‘in-plane(helical)’in Fig.1).Forallother

possiblevaluesofcos�,theHc2 curveliesbetween these

two extrem es. The lim it cos� = 1 isunlikely since this

im pliesthatthedensity ofstatesofoneofthetwo bands

vanishes.However,iftheelem entsofthepairinginterac-

tion V�;� in Eq.5 are di� erentin m agnitude from each

other,then a largeqlH can stillariseforcos� = 0.

Com paring our result with the H c2-m easurem ent by

Yasuda et al.8 for CePt3Si, we � nd that only taking

the e� ect ofthe spin-orbit coupling into accountwould

notaccountforthe relatively largevalue ofthe in-plane

H c2 � 2:8T) at T = 0. Here, param agnetic lim iting

should reduce the value to below 2 T.W e can,however,

explain the increased H c2 by including the helicity.

W e havealso exam ined the behaviorofthe Abrikosov

param eter �A = hj	 (R )j4i=hj	 (R )j2i2 in connection

with the possible vortex lattice structures. W e � nd a

possiblestructuraltransition from a stretched hexagonal

lattice at high tem peratures to a stretched square lat-

tice at low tem peratures. The origin ofthis transition

is related to the two-dim ensionalinhom ogeneous state

discussed in Refs.18,19,20. Note that the helicalorder

discussed above is distinct from that discussed in these

works.Thephysicsdiscussed in Refs.18,19doesnotplay

a signi� cantrole in CePt3Sibecause the value of�M is

too sm all.However,if�M > > 1 then thevortex physics

becom esvery exotic.

W e have notdiscussed the directexperim entalveri� -

cation ofthehelicalphase.Sincehelicity oftheorderpa-

ram eterisrelatedtoitsphase,an interferenceexperim 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 � lm superconductors(Fig.2),

one(1)with and theother(2)withoutinversion sym m e-

try (forCePt3Sithe c-axisisperpendicularto the � lm ).
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FIG .2:Josephson junction geom etry fortheobservation ofa

helicalphase.

Fora m agnetic� eld applied in theplaneofthe� lm per-

pendicular to the junction and with the superconductor

(2)isoriented so thatthe helicity q isperpendicularto

the � eld ;we � nd thisgivesrise to an interferencee� ect

analogousto the standard Fraunhoferpattern. Forthis

experim ent,the � lm m ust be su� ciently thin that the

m agnetic� eld and them agnitudeoftheorderparam eter

arespatially uniform .

To illustratethis,considerthefollowing freeenergy of

the junction

H J = � t

Z

dx[	 1(R )	
�
2(R )+ c:c:] (11)

where the integralis along the junction. The resulting

Josephson currentis

IJ = Im

h

t

Z

dx	 1(R )	
�
2(R )

i

(12)

Setting the junction length equalto 2L,and integrating

yieldsa m axim um Josephson currentof

IJ = 2tj	
0
1jj	

0
2j
jsin(qL)j

jqLj
(13)

This,com bined with the result ofthe m icroscopic the-

ory near Tc (for an isotropic interaction) that qL =

2:4cos��M H �0L=�0 (where �0 = 0:18vF =Tc) dem on-

stratesthatthe Josephson currentwilldisplay an inter-

ference pattern fora � eld perpendicular to the junction.

Notethatin theusualcasetheFraunhoferpattern would

beobserved foram agnetic� eld perpendiculartothethin

� lm . Furtherm ore,fora su� ciently large in-plane � eld,

so thatjqLj> > 1 (which im pliesIJ � 0),theargum ents

ofRef. 21 im ply that the application ofan additional

m agnetic � eld along the surface norm alwilllead to an

asym m etricFraunhoferpattern.

A less direct probe of the helical order is to look

forthe related transversem agnetization thatappearsin

Eq.9. There are two situations for which this can be

observed. The � rst is in a thin � lm with a supercur-

rent 
 owing along x̂ and a surface norm alalong ŷ. In

this case a m agnetization willexist along ŷ (norm alto

the � lm ). This situation is a generalization ofan ex-

perim ent originally proposed by Edelstein22. W e esti-

m ate jm j= 3�

4
cos�ns�B vs=vF � 0:02 G auss assum ing

vs=vF = 2� 10� 4,cos� = 1=3,and ns = 1� 1028 m � 3.

The second is in the vortex lattice phase fora � eld ap-

plied along the c-axis. In this case,a calculation valid

near H c2 gives m = �m

e
n � J 0,where J 0 is the usual

supercurrentfor the Abrikosov vortex lattice. Nearthe

vortex core,m isdirected radially outward,perpendicu-

larto the applied � eld.

W e have considered the role ofm agnetic � eldson the

non-centrosym m etric superconductor CePt3Si. Using a

two-band theory with a Rashba spin-orbit interaction,

we have shown thatthe uppercritical� eld forthe � eld

along the c-axisbehavesasifitwould in a conventional

superconductor independent of the param agnetic (Zee-

m an)� eld.W e have furthershown thatwhile there isa

param agneticlim itinge� ectform agnetic� eldsapplied in

thebasalplane,thise� ectcan bestronglyreduced by the

appearanceofahelicalorder.O urtheoryagreeswith the

experim entalm easurem ents ofH c2,despite a relatively

strong Zeem an � eld,provided this helicalorder exists.

Finally,we have proposed a Josephson junction experi-

m ent that can unam biguously identify the helicalorder

and discussed theappearanceofa transversem agnetiza-

tion related to the helicalorder.
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