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Field-induced superconductivity w ith enhanced and tunable param agnetic lim it
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W e dem onstrate thatin a superconducting m ultilayered system with alternating interlayer cou-

pling a new type of nonuniform superconducting state can be realized under in-plane m agnetic

�eld.The Zeem an e�ectin thisstate iscom pensated by the energy splitting between bonding and

antibonding levels. Such com pensation m echanism at low tem perature leads to the �eld-induced

superconductivity. W e discuss the conditions for the experim entalobservation of the predicted

phenom ena.

There are two m echanism s of the superconductivity

destruction by a m agnetic �eld: orbitaland param ag-

netic e�ects [1,2]. Usually it is the orbitale�ect that

is m ore restrictive. However in the system s with large

e�ective m ass ofelectrons [3, 4]or in low-dim ensional

com pounds,likequasi-one-dim ensionalorlayered super-

conductorsunderin-plane m agnetic �eld [5],the orbital

m agnetism isweakened and itistheparam agnetice�ect

which is responsible for the superconductivity destruc-

tion. The Chandrasekhar-Clogston param agnetic lim it

[6,7]isachieved when the energy ofthe polarization of

thenorm alelectron gas,� �nH
2=2;equalsthesupercon-

ducting condensation energy � N (0)�2
0
=2 ,where N (0)

isthedensity ofstatesofthenorm alelectron gas,�n its

spin susceptibility and � 0 = 1:76Tc isthe zero tem per-

ature superconducting gap. This gives the critical�eld

H p = � 0=(
p
2�B )ofthe �rstordertransition atT = 0,

�B being theBohrm agneton.LaterLarkin and O vchin-

nikov [8] and Fulde and Ferrell [9] (FFLO ) predicted

the appearance at low tem perature of a nonuniform

superconducting state with the zero tem perature criti-

cal�eld HF F L O
3D = 0:755� 0=�B ,i.e. som ewhat higher

than the param agnetic lim it H p. This prediction was

m ade for three-dim ensionalsuperconductors. In quasi-

two-dim ensionalsuperconductorsthe critical�eld ofthe

FFLO state is even higher,nam ely H F F L O
2D = � 0=�B

[10],while in quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s there is no

param agnetic lim it at all[11]. The appearance ofthe

m odulated FFLO state isrelated to the pairing ofelec-

tronswith oppositespinswhich do nothavetheopposite

m om enta anym oredue to the Zeem an splitting.

In thisLetter,wedem onstratethatin aballisticsuper-

conductingbilayeratlow tem peratureand strongenough

coupling t1 � � 0 between the conducting planes,the

param agnetic lim it is enhanced up to H c � t1=�B far

above the usual lim it H F F L O
2D = � 0=�B . M ore pre-

cisely,a very unusualsuperconducting phase is settled

between a lower and an upper critical�elds given by

�B H c = t1� �2
0
H 2

0
=t1 and below a m axim altem perature

ofthe order ofT 2

c=t1. Thus one obtains �eld induced

superconductivity above the lower �eld while the upper

oneprovidesthe enhanced param agnetic lim itwhich m ay

be tuned by varying the electronic coupling t1. This is

due to the com pensation ofthe the Zeem an splitting by

theenergy splitting t1 between bonding and antibonding

electronic states ofthe bilayer. As another im portant

feature ofthis new phase, adjacent layers support op-

posite signs ofthe order param eter. Note that such a

so-called � phase was predicted before [12,13]for the

superconductor-ferrom agnetm ultilayered system swhere

theatom icsuperconducting and ferrom agneticlayersal-

ternated and were weakly coupled in contrast to the

presentsystem .
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FIG .1: M ultilayered system . The n
th

unitcellcontainstwo

superconductingplanes’
n
and  

n
.Thetransferintegralsare

very di�erent,t2 � t1.Thesuperconducting phasedi�erence

� between two adjacentplanescan be either0 or�.

W e consider a m odel m ultilayered system with a

cristallographic structure sim ilar to those of the high-

Tc superconductors [14], as shown in Fig. 1. Nam ely

we assum e that the electrons are con�ned in the

atom icplaneswith thesam ezero-�eld dispersion relation

�(p)= p2=2m � EF , E F being the Ferm ienergy. The

transfertintegralsbetween the planesare di�erentt1 �

t2,both beingsm allerthan theDebyeenergy ~!D � E F

. In this structure the nth unit cellcontains two con-

ducting planes,labelled by  n and ’n. The coordinate

in theplaneisrand thecellsareseparated by adistance

a along the z-axiswhich is chosen perpendicularto the
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planes. W e suppose that the Cooper pairing occurs in

theplanesand perform ouranalysisin thefram ework of

the standard m ean �eld BCS Ham iltonian,

H = H  0 + H ’0 + H t+
1

j�j

Z

d
2
r�

2

n(r); (1)

with

H  0 =
X

p;n

�(p) 
y
n;� (p) n;� (p)

+
1

2
� n;��(q) n;� (p + q) n;� (� p)+ h:c:;

H t =
X

p

 
y
n;� (p)

�
t1’n;� (p)+ t2 n+ 1;� (p)

�
+ h:c:;

where � is the BCS coupling constant,sum m ation over

repeated spin indexes �;� is im plied,and � n;��(q) is

the Fourier transform ofthe superconducting order pa-

ram eter � n;��(r) = � n(r)i�
y

��
, �y being the second

Paulim atrix. The operators n;� (p) and ’n;� (p) de-

stroy oneelectron with spin � and m om entum p,respec-

tively in planes  n and ’n. O ur m odelincludes both

translationnaland jaugesym m etrybreaking.Indeed,the

superconducting order param eter in the planes  n and

’n are respectively given by � n(r) = �eiq:r+ i�na and

� n(r)e
i�,where q and � are respectively the in-plane

and the perpendicular m odulation wave vectors. These

vectorsand thesuperconducting phasedi�erence� m ust

be determ ined from the m inim um energy condition.

The G or’kov equations corresponding to the Ham il-

tonian (1) are solved exactly. In the sm all � lim it,

the linearized anom alous G or’kov G reen function F y
! =D

 
y

#
(p) 

y

"
(� p)

E

reducesto the form [15]

F
y
! =

�(t�
k
etke

� i� � e!� !+ )

(e!
2

� �
�
�etk

�
�
2

)(!2
+
� jtkj

2
)
; (2)

where tk = t1 + t2e
ika,!� (p)= i! � �(p)� �B H ,et=

tk+ � and ~!� (p) = !� (p + q),! being the M atsubara

frequencies.

W e �rst solve the isolated bilayer problem t2 =

0. After integration of Eq.(2) over �(p), one ob-

tains the anom alous Eilenberger propagator fy!(vF ) =R
(d�=�)Fy! =

P

a= � 1
fy!;a with

fy!;a

�
=

! + i�B H + i
vF � q

2
+ iat1e

� i�=2 cos(�=2)

2(! + i�B H + i
vF � q

2
)(! + i�B H + i

vF � q

2
+ iat1)

(3)

for positive !, where a = � 1 labels bonding and an-

tibonding states while vF is the Ferm ivelocity vector

in the plane. Then the self-consistency relation (4) be-

low im pliesthatthe superconducting phase di�erence �

between neighboring layers is either zero or �. In the

absence ofZeem an splitting H = 0,the superconduct-

ing orderparam eterisnaturally thesam ein both layers,

nam ely � = 0. In this case,fy! = �=! coincides with

thewell-known anom alousG reen function ofa supercon-

ductorin the lim it� ! 0,and the self-consistency rela-

tion givesthebarecriticaltem peratureTc oftheisolated

layer. M ore generally for � = 0 and �nite H ,the in-

terlayercoupling t1 dropsfrom Eq.(3)and one retrieves

fy! = �=(! + i�B H ) for a two dim ensionalsupercon-

ductorunderparallelm agnetic �eld.The otherpossible

choiceis� = �,when thesuperconducting orderparam -

eter is opposite on adjacent layers. For sm allvalues of

the m agnetic �eld,this later� phase exhibits naturally

a lowercriticaltem peraturethan the � = 0 phase.

��

� ��

�� � ���

�� � ���

� �� � ���

� �� � ���

FIG .2:Excitation spectrum .Usualsingletpairing (thin line

circles) between opposite-spin electrons occupying the sam e

orbitalis a�ected by Zeem an e�ect. In contrast,� coupling

(thick line) between two electrons occupying a bonding and

an antibonding orbitals m ay lead to the cancellation ofthe

Zeem an splitting.

Howeverforrelatively largeinterlayercouplingt1 > Tc

and high �eld,thesituation becom esdrasticallydi�erent.

Indeed,theexcitation spectrum consistsoffourdi�erent

branches � = � � + �B H � t1 in the lim it � ! 0,see

Fig.2.The singletpairing m ay occurhere between one

electron in the bonding orbitaland the other electron in

the antibonding orbital. This results in a very special

coupling where, if�B H = t1, the Zeem an splitting is

exactly com pensated.Therefore enhanced superconduc-

tivity isexpected in thevicinity of�B H = t1,atleastat

zero tem perature.

In orderto deriverigourously thisprediction,weanal-

ysethe self-consistency relation,

� = 2� j�jN 2D (0)T
X

!> 0;a

Re


f
y
!;a(vF )

�
; (4)

in the � phasewheref+a;!(vF ) dependson the coupling

t1 in the following way

f
y
!;a(vF )=

�

2(! + i�B H + iat1 + ivF � q=2)
: (5)

HereN 2D (0)= m =(2�)isthetwo-dim ensionaldensity of

statesperunitsurfaceand peronespin orientation,and

the bracketsh:::idenotesaveraging overthe polarangle

� = (vF ;q).
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W e �rst discuss the zero tem perature second-order

phase transition between the norm al m etal and the

� phase, as a function of the m agnetic �eld. From

Eqs.(4,5),the critical�eld H isshown to satisfy

�
�
�H + t1=�B +

p
(H + t1=�B )

2 � X2

�
�
�

:

�
�
�H � t1=�B +

p
(H � t1=�B )

2 � X2

�
�
�= 4H

2

0
, (6)

where X = jqjvF =(2�B ), and H 0 = � 0=2�B is the

critical�eld ofthe second-order superconducting phase

transition in a two-dim ensionalm onolayer. O ne m ust

then �nd the value ofX which m axim izes the critical

�eld H . If the � phase is assum ed to be uniform in-

side each plane, nam ely if q = 0, Eq.(6) m erely re-

ducesto
�
�H 2 � t2

1
=�2B

�
�= H 2

0
and weobtain a lowerand

an upper critical�elds respectively given by �B H c =

t1 � �2B H
2

0
=2t1, in the lim it t1 � �B H 0. Thus at

zero tem perature and strong enough coupling t1 � � 0,

the superconductivity destruction followsa very special

scenario. At low �elds, superconductivity is �rst sup-

pressed in the usualm anner at the param agnetic lim it

H F F L O
2D = � 0=�B leading to the norm alm etalphase.

Then further increase ofthe �eld leads to a norm alto

superconducting phase transition at the lower critical

�eld.Thissuperconducting � phaseis�nally suppressed

at the upper critical�eld. This is a new param agnetic

lim itwhich m ay betuned farabovetheusualonem erely

by choosing the coupling t1 greaterthan � 0. Thorough

analysisof Eq.(6)showsthatthe upper critical�eld is

even increased byan in-planem odulation in analogywith

thetwo-dim ensionalFFLO phase[10].In thissense,the

low-tem perature � phase in the present case should be

called a FFLO -� phase.The uppercritical�eld ism ax-

im alforthe choice X = jqjvF =2�B = jH � t1=�B j,and

then Eq.(6)reducesto

jH � t1=�B j:

�
�
�H + t1=�B + 2

p
H t1=�B

�
�
�= 4H

2

0
; (7)

which gives the upper and lower �elds �B H c = t1 �

�2B H
2

0
=t1 in the t1 � � 0 lim it. Note that the period

of the m odulated order param eter jqj
� 1

= �
0
(t1=� 0)

is larger than the corresponding period in the two-

dim ensionalFFLO phase which coincides with the bal-

listic coherencelength �
0
= vF =� 0 [10].

Furtherm oreonem ay derivethefulltem perature-�eld

phasediagram using Eqs.(4,5)and theresultisshown in

Fig. 3. W hen the tem perature is increased,the lower

critical�eld increaseswhereasthe upper one decreases.

Along the upper (resp. lower) criticalline the FFLO

m odulation islostatsom etem peratureT �
up (resp.T

�
low

).

Forhighertem peraturesa uniform � phase (U-�)isre-

covered and the tem perature dependence ofthe critical

�eld isgiven by

���

���
�
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$%$ $%$&

$%&'

$%&(

$%&)
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012301456

7

7,,-. - /

89H = t
1

:

;<=>?@ABCD

B>BC

FIG .3: Phase diagram for t1 = 3� 0. U-� (resp. FFLO -

�) denotes the uniform (resp. m odulated) superconducting

statewith phasedi�erence� between theplanes.Thick (resp.

thin)solid linesrepresentssecond-ordertransition between U-

� (resp. FFLO -�) and norm alm etalphase (N).W e expect

the U-�/ FFLO -� transition lines (not calculated) to be in

thevicinity ofthe(virtual)�rstorderU-�/norm alm etallines

(dash-dotted).

ln
T

Tc
=
1

2

X

a= � 1

Re

�

	

�
1

2

�

� 	

�
1

2
+ i

�B H c(T)+ at1

2�T

��

;

(8)

where 	 (x) is the Digam m a function and 	(1=2) =

� C � 2ln2 ’ � 1:963,C being the Euler constant. Fi-

nally the lower and upper criticallines m erge at �eld

H c = t1=�B and tem perature TM = �e� C T 2

c=(4t1) in

the lim it t1 � T. Therefore the �eld induced � super-

conductivity iscon�ned to tem peratureslowerthan TM .

The structure ofthese U-� and the FFLO -� phases is

rem iniscent ofthe corresponding U-0 and the FFLO -0

phases although the form er are shifted to higher �elds

and lowertem peraturesthan the later.

EFEG
HIJ JIH

KLMFNOPEGQ

HIJ R S H

T

UUVW X Y

Z - [

\\]^ - _

\\]^ - _

`aH = t1

b

FIG .4: Phase diagram for t1 = � 0. Solid and dash-dotted

lineshave the sam e m eaning than in Fig.3.

Above resultswere obtained forrelatively strong cou-

pling. For lower coupling t1 ’ � 0, the U-� and the

FFLO -� phasesm ergecontinuously into theusual� = 0

phases as shown in Fig. 4,and �nally disappear for t1
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slightly sm allerthan � 0.From an experim entalpointof

view,one m ightchoosea system with interm ediate cou-

pling t1 sm allenough to settle the � phase island in an

availablerangeoftem peraturesbutalso largeenough to

separatethe� phaseisland from theusualsuperconduct-

ing phaseswith � = 0.

Hereafterwediscussvariousphysicalm echanism slim -

iting the above predicted � superconductivity: role of

�nite t2,im purity and orbitale�ects.

For �nite coupling t2 between the bilayers,the self-

consistency relation (4)togetherwith Eq.(2)leadsto the

following equation

*

ln
2�B H 0

P

a= � 1

p
(�B H + X cos�)2 � (t1 + at2)

2

+

= 0: (9)

For X = jH � (t1 + t2)=�B j, the singularity around

� = � producesa correctiveterm to theupperand lower

critical�eldsfound previously.Howeverthiscorrection is

negligible ift1t2 � �2B H
2

0
. In the opposite regim e,that

is for largervalues ofthe inter-bilayerscoupling t2,the

bondingand theantibondingelectroniclevelsform bands

whosedispersion avoidsexactcom pensation between the

intra-bilayercouplingt1 and theZeem an splitting.W hen

t1 = t2,the quasi-two-dim ensionalcase [10]isretrieved:

thepresently studied � phasesarelostin favorofFFLO

phasesm odulated either along the planesorperpendic-

ularto the planes.

Hence we see that the interlayer coupling m ust be

rather sm all to prevent the sm earing out of the elec-

tronic levelsparticipating to the � coupling. Extrem ely

low coupling m ay in principle leads to the suppression

ofthetransition dueto thetwo-dim ensionaluctuations

[16]. Howeverin the lim it t2 � Tc

p
Tc=E F the uctu-

ations are lim ited in a very narrow tem perature region

nearthe criticaltem perature [17]. Fort2 � Tc

p
Tc=E F

K osterlitz-Thoulessregim em ay be attained nearTc [18]

butthe long range orderisrestored outside the vicinity

ofthe criticaltem perature,nam ely for (Tc � T)=Tc >

(Tc=E F )ln(T
3

c=E F t
2

2
):Thisweak logarithm icdivergence

oftheuctuationsast2 ! 0 m eansthatin practicevery

weakcouplingisenoughtorestorethetransition.Finally,

the FFLO -� phase isfully established ift2 � � 2

0
=t1.

Im puritiesproducefurtherbroadeningoftheelectronic

levelsoveran energy range1=�,� being theelasticcolli-

sion tim e. O ne m ay inferthatdisorderleadsto the de-

struction of�eld-induced superconductivity since the �

phasesoriginatefrom exactcom pensation oftheZeem an

splitting by the t1 splitting between bonding and anti-

bonding electroniclevels.Asa rough estim ate,1=� plays

a sim ilarrolethan theinter-bilayercoupling t2 and thus

1=� = �2B H
2

0
=t1 de�nesa degreeofdisorderabovewhich

the � phases are unlikely to survive. Consequently the

observation ofthe above predicted phenom ena requires

even cleaner sam ples than the observation ofthe two-

dim ensionalFFLO statewhich wasexpected to existfor

1=� < �B H 0 [19].

Up to now the orbitale�ecthasbeen neglected.Ifwe

choose the in-plane coherence length as � t 100�A and

t1=E F t 10� 2 � 10� 3,orbitale�ectsare expected to be

im portantabove H orb
c2 = (�

0
=�

2
)(E F =t1)t 10� 100 T,

�
0
being the m agneticux quantum .

M odern nanotechnology perm its now to design and

fabricatearich varietyofdi�erentsuperconductingstruc-

tures.In thepresentLetterwedem onstratethatthesys-

tem com prising weakly coupled superconducting bilayers

m ay reveala new type ofthe FFLO -� superconducting

statewhen thespin e�ectprevailsagainsttheorbitalef-

fectofthem agnetic�eld.Thecritical�eld ofsuch state

can exceed m any tim esthestandard param agneticlim it.

M oreoverthephenom enon ofthe�eld-induced supercon-

ductivity at low tem perature is predicted. Note that

this�eld-induced superconductivityisverydi�erentfrom

thatrecently observed in quasi-two-dim ensionalorganic

conductor � � (B E TS)2F eC l4 [5],where the exchange

�eld ofaligned F e3+ spinscom pensatestheexternal�eld

by m eansofthe Jaccarino-Petere�ect[20].

W earegratefulto M .Houzetand A.K oshelev foruse-

fulcom m ents.
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