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ABSTRACT : W e discuss the possibility that heavy fem ion superconductors involve
odd—-frequency triplet pairing. A key technical innovation in this discussion isa M a prana
representation for the localm om ents which enables the ng = 1 constraint in the K ondo
lattice to be handled w ithout a G utzw iller approxin ation. Ourm ean eld theory for odd
frequency pairing Involves a condensation of localm om ents and conduction electrons, and
is characterized by a spinor order param eter. T his is a stable realization of odd frequency
triplet pairing. It predicts a Fem isurface of gapless quasiparticles, whose soin and charge
coherence factors vanish linearly in energy. T he unusual energy dependence of coherence
factors leads to a T3 NM R relaxation rate that coexists with a linear soeci ¢ heat. A
prediction of the theory is that a K orringa relaxation w ill 2ilto develop in heavy fermm ion
superconductors, even in the lim it of strong pairbreaking and severe gaplessness.
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1. Introduction

H eavy fermm ion superconductivity has attracted great interest in recent yearsasa candi-
date for electronically m ediated pairing 172 gix heavy ferm ion m etals are superconducting
at room pressure: CeCu,Siy>, UBe3?, UPt3°, URU»SH°, UN AL and UPdyA L./
These m etals contain a dense array of m agnetic rare earth or actinide ions that collec—
tively participate in the form ation of the superconducting state. M any properties set these
system s apart from traditional superconductors. In particular, power law s In the speci ¢
heat, themm al conductivity, NM R relaxation rate and acoustic attenuation allpoint to the
existence of gap nodes, and have been interpreted in term s of gap zeroes along lines of the
Fem isurface. Furthem ore, each of these superconductors appears to coexist w ith som e

m easure of antiferrom agnetic order.

E xisting phenom enological m odels of heavy fem ion superconductivity treat it as a
pairing process involring the pre-form ed heavy fquasiparticles. 8 12 The strong repulsive
Interactions between these fquasiparticles favor the developm ent of nodes in the pair
w avefinction, as suggested by the preponderance ofpow er law s. T heoreticalw ork on heavy
ferm ion superconductivity has focussed largely on the possbility ofm om entum anisotropy

in the gap function as the origin of this node form ation. T he sim plest candidates for

K

gap functionsw ith nodes are odd-parity trip ket pairing, s Ooreven parity d-wave

x>

pairing. Two points appear to favor the latter possibility:

d-w ave pairing is favored by the antiferrom agnetic interactions that are characteristic

to heavy ferm jon com pounds 813

lines of gap zeroes nferred from m any power-Jaw properties of the condensed state, eg
T3 dependence ofthe N M R relaxation rate, T 2 dependence of speci ¢ heat and ther-
m alconductivity, e ectively rule out triplet odd-parity pairing. Sim ple sym m etry argu—
m ents show that odd-parity triplet would give rise to a gap vanishing at points, rather
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than lines on the Fem isurface, in the presence of strong spin-oroit scattering 14710

U nfortunately, there are several observations that do not t naturally into the d-wave
scenario. O ne puzzling cbservation is the persistence of the T 3 NMR relaxation rate in
heavy ferm ion superconductors w ith very large densities of gapless excitations and corre—
spondingly \heavy" linear com ponents to their speci ¢ heat.1%1® This gaplessness hasbeen
attributed to pair breaking by resonantly scattering o non-m agnetic defects.l” Rem ark-
ably, the constant density of quasiparticle states never appears as an observable K orringa
NM R relaxation. In UP t3 and U7 4ThyB ej3 or exam pl,'°1® the linear speci ¢ heat is
of the sam e order as the nom al phase value, yet there are m ore than two decadest®l? of

T3 soin relaxation.

C
?V = 4+ BT linear tem from pair breaking:
1:1)
1
T =2+ DT? no linear tem from pair breaking?
1

In conventional gapless superconductivity, 20 22

soin coherence factors are unity at the
Fem ienergy. The robustness of the T 3 NMR signal suggests vanishing soin coherence

factors: a feature not easily acocom m odated by a conventional pairing hypothesis.

T he d-w ave scenario isalso unable to explain the isotropy oftheH T phasediagram of
UP &3 12i23ygp t3 has three separate Iow tem perature ux phasesthat havebeen interpreted
In tem sofanisotropicpairing. T here isa tw o-stage phase transition at zero eld associated
w ith the sym m etry breaking e ects of the weak heavy femm ion antiferrom agnetism , and
perhaps also, a recently discovered incom m ensurate charge density wave?? The d-wave
scenario supposes a gap function that transform s under a tw o-din ensional representation
ofthe pointgroup: though thispicture can account for the tw o stage transition, it predicts
a twophase ux lattice for all orentations of the applied eld.
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F inally of course, the d-w ave pairing picture ofheavy ferm ion superconductivity m akes
no reference to the close link between heavy fem ion superconductivicy and m agnetian .

T ypically, the entropy associated w ith the superconducting phase

? . Cy (T)
SSC= dT
0 T

= CV Tcl

n

isa signi cant proportion oftheR In2 entropy associated w ith the quenching ofthe low lying
doublets: in this sense heavy ferm ion superconductivity isa soin ordering process, involving
the m agnetic, rather than the charge degrees of freedom ofthe felectrons. E xperin entally,
each heavy ferm ion superconductor appears to have a coexistent antiferrom agnetic order.
In the recently discovered 1 2 3 compound UP dyA 13, an ordered moment of 08

coexists?® with the superconductivity. In URuySiy, there is also evidence for a large
m om ent—free order param eter that breaks tin e reversal and translation symm etries 26727
Unlke the welkknown Chevrel phases,28 this m om ent shares the sam e m agnetic degrees
of freedom that are involved in pairing. It is rather di cult to account for coexistent

m agnetian and superconductivity in tem s of two weakly coupled order param eters.

These di culties m otivate us to reconsider the way In which heavy ferm ion supercon-—
ductors develop nodes in the pair wavefunction. P ast analyses of heavy ferm ion supercon—
ductivity have focussed on the spatial anisotropy. In this paper we explore a new avenue,
exam ining the possibility of pair condensation into a state where the pair wavefunction
has odd tem poral parity. 29 32 1 this hypothetical state, pairing is retarded and the pair

wavefiinction contains a node in tim e33

Berezinskif® rst pointed out that a general pairing hypothesis m ust consider the
symm etry of the pair wavefunction under frequency inversion. Let us denote the pair
w avefunction

E() =h () ( )i 12)

Here h:::d denotes the tin eordered expectation value, and we use a fourvector notation
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®;!). Since the Fem ioperators anticom m ute, the pair wavefunction satis es
F()= E'( ) 13)

w here [_F_T ] = F 1 denotesthe wavefinction wih soin indices transposed. Now ifwe
assum e that the state breaks neither tin e reversal sym m etry, nor soatial parity, then the
pair wavefunction m ust have distinct spatial, tem poral and soin parity. Let (S; P; T =

1) be the parities of the pair wavefiinction under the interchange of soin, space or tim e

coordinates respectively, ie.

FRi!')= _ PE( K;!) S;P; T = 1) 1:4)

TE ®; )
then the total antisym m etry of the pair wavefunction in plies that the com bined product

of all three paritiesmust equal 1:

SPT= 1 1:5)

Superconductors w ith an antisym m etric spin wavefunction, S = 1 are \singlet" super—
conductors,

F ()= 1i,Fs() €= E) (1:6)

w hereas superconductors w ith a sym m etric spin wavefunction, S = + 1 are \triplet"
F()=1y Fe() € =+E") (1:7)

In conventional superconductivity, T = + 1, so that the spatial parity of singlet and triplet
states is even and odd respectively. Berezinskii has argued that sym m etry also pem is
the possibility of odd frequency pairing w here
i + 1 (triplet £S;P;Tg= f+;+; Qg)
1 (shglet £S;P;Tg=f ; ; 9
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O dd frequency, even parity triplet pairingwas rst considered by B erezinskii in the context
ofH e 3. A renaissance of interest In these types of states hasbeen prom pted by the work
of Balatsky and Abraham s, who are the rst to discuss the possibility of odd frequency,

odd pariy singlet pairing 30

H istorically, odd frequency pairing has not enpyed a great deal of attention. One
reason for this Jack of attention is that the sin plest odd frequency paired state isunstable,
w ith a negative M eissner phase sti ness. For exam pl, in the swave triplet state, (S,
P= + 1) them om entum dependence of the gap function vanishes, and the London K emel

is form ally identical to swave singlet pairing

N&fT X 2 .
= - 72 n = (l! n) (1:9)
120 25 o (AT 1R
Since an odd gap function where , = n M ust also satisfy the analyticity requirem ent
n= orthisimplies p ispurely im aginary. T hus r21< 0 and the sti ness isnegative.

Loosely interpreted, this negative sti ness suggests the m icroscopic phase of the order
param eter likes to \coil up", breaking translation symm etry and assum ing a staggered

con guration.

W e shall argue that the Kondo e ect between a conduction sea and localm om ents
In heavy ferm ion m etals provides an ideal source of retarded scattering for odd frequency
pairing. In the nom alstate, this retardation generates resonant bound states between the
conduction electrons and localm om ents, quenching the m om ents and form ing the heavy
quasiparticles. In the superconducting state, the resonant K ondo scattering acquires a
pairing com ponent that resuls in even parity, odd frequency triplet pairing of the conduc—
tion electrons. T his state develops a phase sti ness by the sim ultaneous condensation of
the localm om ents and the conduction electron pair degrees of freedom . The equal tin e

order param eter is a m atrix correlating these two degrees of freedom

h ®)S &®)i=gM () (7 =1:2;3) (1:10)
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Here S k4] denotes the localm om ent spin at site j ~ k] is the conduction electron \isogoin",
w hose z com ponent describes the num ber density, and transverse com ponents describe the

pairing

2 1:1)
PR rE) )

T he quantity g de nes the m agnitude of the order param eter. M is an orthogonalm atrix

whose row s de ne an orthogonal triad of unit vectors d,

0 . 1
di &)

M ®)=8 $x A: (1:12)
ds )

Stabilization of the odd-frequency paired state is achieved by staggering this order pa—
ram eter: In a sin ple m odel, 61\1 and oTz are staggered com m ensurately w ith the lattice. A

\com posite" order param eter of this form has been recently suggested, in the context of
the tw o-channel K ondo m odel, as an order param eter for odd frequency pairing, by Em ery

and K ivelson 31

W ithin ourtheory, them icroscopicm anifestation ofthistype ofpairing isan anom alous

selfenergy in the triplet channelw ith a pole at zero frequency

2
Vv A LA
_()=1 2d. o1 Gec= b1+ idx] ~) (113)
A spinless com ponent of the conduction electron band decouples from this sihgular pairing
eld, giving rise to surfaces of gapless excitations. Spin and charge coherence factors of

these quasiparticles vanish linearly w ith the energy on the Femm isurface,
9
0, -_
m j ® koj{l_
0 /! (! = E
z 7
® :Bk ko:kl
creating the unusual circum stance where a ow of quasiparticles tranam its heat w ithout

(1:14)

passage of charge or spin. These unusual coherence factors lead to power laws In the
nuclkar m agnetic relaxation

1
— /T3 (1:5)



that coexist w ith a linear speci ¢ heat capacity.

An essentialpart ofour analysis is a second quantized description ofthe localm om ents
that avoids constraints. E xisting treatm ents factorize the spin variable in tem s of spin
1=2 ferm ions.

s = fY %] £ (116)

NI

This approach requires a constraint ng = 1 to Inpose the condition S = 5, which is
the origin of additional com plications. In m any practical applications, the constraint is
weakened, In posing it at them ean eld or the G aussian lkevel of approxin ation. Here, we
em ploy real, or \M a prana" ferm ions to represent goins. P erhaps them ost fam ous exam ple

ofa M aprana fem ion is a single Pauli spin operator. Recall that

faipd=2a

so the ferm ions

1
- =p=- (147)

also satisfy a canonical anticom mutation algebra £ 5; 19 = 4. Indeed, for any such

triplet of M a prana ferm ions, it ©llow s that the \Spin operators"
~ o~ (1:18)

sim ultaneously satisfy oth the soin algebra, and the constraint S%2=3=434The general-
ization ofthis resul to a lattice of spins, em ploysa vector ofM a prana ferm ions ? = ( ?)y,

@= 1; 2; 3) foreach site jwhere,
£ 5= 5 ® (1:19)
from which the soin operator at each site is constructed

Sy= =~y 3 (120)



T hese soin operators behave as independent spin 1=2 operators.

Our M aprana representation of soins provides a natural lattice generalization of an—
ticom m uting P auli operators. On a lattice, wem ay represent M a prana fem ions in tem s
ofa set 0of N =2 independent com plex ferm ions that span half the B rillouin zone:

1 X n o

_ i R y . KR;
~a = Pp= ~. e 1+ ~2 e J (l :21)
J N K K
K21=2B Z:
These com plex fermm ions obey canonical com m utation relations f ;; Eoyg = a xxor 0P~

posite halves of the B rillouin zone are related as com plex conjugates: [ ;]y = ak . Since
the Fock space is spanned by 3N =2 com plex Ferm ioperators, it is 2V =2 times larger than
a Hibert space of N comm uting spin 1=2 operators. The spin algebra and the condi-
tion S = 1=2 are satis ed between all states of the Fodk space, thus the anticom m uting
representation replicates the spin H ibert space 28 2 tines3® Wemn ay then represent the
partition function of an electronic system ocontaining N spoins as an unconstrained trace

over the independent Ferm i elds

n @)

1 .
2= 50T e i Bl S5!1 =~ ~9) (122)

w here the form al nom alization factor associated w ith the replication of states has been

added.

Ourbasicm odel for a heavy ferm ion system isan S = 1=2 K ondo lattice w ith a single
band interacting w ith one local fmoment Sy in each unit cell. In a realKondo lattice,
the localm om ents are strongly spin-orbit coupled into a state of de nite J. W e shall
assum e that the low lying spin excitations are described by a K ram ers doublet, where a
low energy S = 1=2 Kondo m odel becom es m ore appropriate. For sin plicity, we shall
Ignore the anisotropies that are necessarily present in a realheavy fermm ion system . In our
m odel], the latent superconducting pairing is driven by the on site K ondo interactions, and
the state that form s exhibits a coexistence of m agnetisn and superconductivity.
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The sin pli ed isotropic K ondo lattice m odel that we shall use is then w ritten

X
H=H+ H 5ne O] 123)

J

w here
X Yy
Ho= A (124)
K

describes the conduction band, and yk = yk"; yk#) is a conduction electron spinor.

T he exchange interaction at each site j is w ritten in a tight binding representation as
Hine[l= (Y5~ 5) S5 125)

W hen written In temm s of the M a prana ferm ions, this term becom es

T Y y > (126)
#

H ineOl= Y

NG

wherewehaveused the result i~ 1+ ~) = [ %] % to sin plify the interaction, absorbing
the bilinear tem as a rede nition of the cheam ical potential. This simnple form of the

interaction can be rew ritten in a suggestive fom , by de ning the com posite spinor operator
Foogl 27
The K ondo Interaction is then the \square" of this operator:

Hine[Dl= RAE 128)

[N

suggesting that in the lattice, we should consider the possibility of states w here the local

m om ent and electron spins condense together to develop a vacuum expectation valie of

this spinor quantity '

V'" h A'" ] i.
oo B3y 129)
# h j/'j#j i

T his order param eter transform s as a spin 1=2 ob Ect, so changes in its sign corresoond to
physical rotations ofthe condensate by 2 . D efects in the spinor eld are then disclination
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lines or \Z, vortices", around which the phase of the spinor order param eter changes by

Fig. 1). The gauge equivalent integral of the vector potential around a Z, defect is
Z
e
Z K dx= 1:30)
h

so the ux quantum ofa \charge e" spinor is the sam e as a charge \2e" scalar:

Z
h h
o= K dx=— = — (1:31)
e 2e
In ourm odel there is a m icroscopic \Z 2" gauge sym m etry
~y ! ~3 (1:32)

V4 transform s in the sam e way as the M ajprana ferm ions and thus its phase is de ned
to within . Physical quantities involve the com binations of the square of V5 at each
site and are Z 5 Invariants. T he three Z , Invariant quantities that this de nes are jist the

com ponents ofthem atrix M (x)

h ®)S x)i=gV ®)Y~V (x)

h &) §SEi=gvT ®)i =V &) (133)
J2
9

Under a phase change of In the spinor eld, the axes of the com posite order param eter

rotate through 2
T he outline of this paper is as follow s:

2. D evelopm ent of a path integral form ulation of the K ondo lattice, dem onstrating how

the sim plest decoupling procedure leads to an odd frequency paired state.
3. D iscussion of the quasiparticle excitations and coherence factors.
4. Calculation ofthemean eld them odynam ics in this paired state.

5. Com putation ofthe M eissner sti ness ofthis phase, and form ofthe Landau-G inZzburg
theory.
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6. E ect of vanishing coherence factors on localm agnetic and charge respoonse.
7. Interplay w ith m agnetism .

8. C rtique and discussion : possible application to the theory ofheavy ferm ion supercon—
ductiviy.

Certain form alargum ents, not pertinent to them ain ow ofideashave been reproduced in

the the appendices. In appendix A, we show how the M a prana representation is related

to the A brikosov pseudoferm ion representation. In appendix B we give som e exam ples of

the application ofthe M a prana representation to sim ple soin m odels, show ing the relation

to the Jordan W igner transfomm ation in the one dim ensional H eisenberg m odel.
2. Path IntegralR epresentation of the K ondo Lattice M odel

To develop a \toy m odel" forthe odd-paired state, we focus our attention on a stripped-

down K ondo lattice m odel, w ith the H am iltonian described in (1 23) to (1 26)
X X
Y E e
kK kK kK 2 ] i

% J
W e have suppressed both them om entum dependence and anisotropy of the coupling. In a

@:1)

real heavy ferm ion system , we envisage that the spin indices would refer to the conserved

pseudospin indices of the Iow lying K ram ers doublets.

T o illustrate the calculations in this section, we shalluse Feynm an diagram s, as shown
In Fig. 2. Thebare propagator for the conduction electrons is represented by a solid arrow ,
the bare propagator for the M a prana fermm ions by a dashed line, w ithout an arrow .
0 1
=h ()7 b= P —
iy
@2)
T he product form ofthe exchange interaction (1 26) clearly suggests a decoupling in tem s

of the spinor variable



correspoonding to the bound state of an electron and a localm om ent.

W ith thispoint n m ind, we now w rite the partition function as a path integral, 2 =
R

R L()d

pe O w here

X X X
L()= Yo o+ ~ Y@ ~ + Ho+  Hinel] @:4)

K k2187 3
and we have factorized the interaction in tem s of a uctuating two-com ponent soinor
vYi= v, ;vy)

H ne0l= yj(~ V4 + Vyj(~ 3 5+ 2j7j32=J 2:5)

For later purposes, it is particularly usefil for us to Introduce a Balian W ertham m er four-

spinor notation, de ning

0 1
B > C
J T2y 8 yj#A
yj"
0 1 @)
Vj"
V= V3 _B UsE
] iV, R
V'"
J

The Iower two entries of each spinor are the tin e reversed pairs of the upper two entries.

In tem s of these spinors, the conduction electron H am iltonian is

where n # " # " #l

(17 27 _3)= ; ; @:7)
1 i 1

denotes the triplet of isospin operators. N ote thede nition of _,. T he factorized Interaction

can also be w ritten

1h i
Hinell= 5 Y56 9Vi+ Ve 5 5 + V37Vs0 2:8)
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where y ] #

~

denotes the spin operator in the Balian W ertham m er notation.

W e are particularly interested in expanding around static mean eld con gurations

where the am plitude of V4 is constant,

V V Zj" y
Vi= Pl Vi P= L (5725 =1) (2:10)

Thischoice ofm ean eld theory isequivalent to a resum m ation ofthe interaction linesin the
pairing channel betw een the conduction and M a prana ferm ions, leading to a saddle point
condition for the anom alous average of M a prana and conduction electrons, as illustrated
diagram m atically in Fig. 3 (i) . T he developm ent of this anom alous average leads to self-
energy insertions in the conduction electron lnes Fig. 3(il)). From this diagram, it is
evident that the conduction electron self energies are bilinear form s In the spinor V4, and

are hence invariant under the Z, gauge sym m etry.

W e can actually nd a class ofdegenerate m ean eld solutions by arbitrarily reversing
the sign of V4 ! m4Vy fm 35 = ) at any site. For each choice of sign, there are oN =2

equivalent ways of choosing the independent M a prana creation operators in m om entum

N N=2 _ ,N=2

space, (Y x = ), there are thus Independent degenerate saddle point

K
solutions for each static solution £V4g. Each saddle point isphysically iddentical, sowem ay
absorb the 2V =2 nom alization in the partition function by restricting our attention to one

representative saddle point

X

1
zZ = N Z [fmgl= 7 [fmg]jnjzl (2:11)

fm 59

In thisway, we x the gauge for the localZ , invariance.

On a bipartite lattice, it is convenient to carry out a gauge transfom ation that m oves

14



the origin of m om entum space to the B rillouin zone center, by de ning

zy=e Zg (Zj= ei(Tj)—3ZVj)
= . 2:12)
]_Q R]
_iF
jTe j

T he conduction electron H am ilttonian can then be w ritten

X
He= b 3] g (2:13)
K21B Z:
where

—l[ ]
K 2'kK Q=2  kK+Q=2 .
) 1 (2:14)
K E[k o= rio=!

and we have suppressed the tildes on the electron operators. For a sin ple bipartite tight—
binding lattice, taking @ = ( ; ; ), then g = and~k= RQ:Z.WI'ththjschoioeof
gauge, the conduction electron kinetic energy ism anifestly particle-hole sym m etric.

The lowest energy m ean eld solution isobtained fora spatially uniform V4= Vo. W ih

this choice, the adm ixture between conduction electrons and localm om ents is described

by themean eld Ham itonian

X

Hop ix = [ Y & Vot ViseY, ~)

)] @:15)

kK2.BZ
To gain further insight Into the nature of this state, let us \integrate out" the M a prana
ferm ion degrees of freedom . W ithin a diagram m atic approach, this corresoonds to intro-—
ducing a selfenergy into the conduction electron propagators, as shown in Fig. 3 (). The

e ective action for the conduction electrons contains this self energy :

X

Se = YOI v 3 ()1 (O) 2:16)

K21BZjil,
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_ () descrbes the resonant scattering through zero energy spin states, and is given by
()= M h () ( )i @17)

where them atrix M is form ed from the square of the spinor order param eter

V2
M [l=Vv BvY [l= —Z 51z Y [

T he general expansion ofM is

1
M = 71V2g+ dyp & P

whered 1= %Z Yi5) @ bz [1. T he colum ns ofthem atrix d de ne a triad oforthogonal
unit vectors @ L= dy , ( = 1;2;3)
N, .2 T
(2:18)
A3 .
& G1=2z¥5~ 24
that set the ordentation of the order param eter in spin space. The resulting conduction

electron selfenergy is proportionalto 1=!

V2
_()= '—P_ (2:19)
w here the pro fction operator
lh i
P=v ® M =30 dgp* P ®°=P) (2:20)
T he anisotropic com ponent of the selfenergy 4" () = Z—f P %] contains \anom alous"
com ponents, and m ay be w ritten
1h . i
= > B5¢) ~)3+ Y1) ~-)2—+ () ~)7 @221)

W e interpret the quantities

M= 222)
~y= () &+ i) ’
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as resonant exchange and triplkt pairing elds, respectively. This is a realization of odd
frequency pairing in the triplet channel. U nlike earlier realizations of odd frequency triplet
pairing, 29130 the gap function diverges at zero frequency. Such resonant contributions to
the selfenergy are wellknown w ithin m ean eld treatm ents of the K ondo lattice, but here
the resonant scattering acquires additional, anisotropic pairing tem s associated w ith the

pair condensate.

T he progctive orm of the pairing selfenergy m eans that not all com ponents of the
conduction uid experience the resonant scattering. This ism ore easily seen by decom —

posing the conduction electron operators into fourM a prana com ponents
+ i~ ~z (223)

T he \vector" com ponents of the conduction electron are progcted out by the operatorP .
By substituting into them ean eld H am iltonian, we see that only these com ponents ofthe

conduction electrons couple to the resonant scattering potential
X

Hpix= v [~y

- HC] (224)

lp o .
X2iB 7 :

The zeroth component o= (1 P ) doesnot couple directly to the resonant scattering
potential, leading to a gapless quasiparticle m ode.

W e may gain insight into the m eaning of the order param eterm atrix M by m aking
the identi cation

~

(225)

R
u

12
or

J

Vj E: 3 g (220)

inside the path integral. T he expectation value of the m atrix M is then the irreducible

part of the corresponding product of operators. In particular,
J2 b
wyY @ Pyyi= T Yo ) Pe 9 i 227)
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where \I" denotes the irreducble part. U sing the dentity (~ 5)~ (~ )= [ iv5 ~3 ~=2]
it follow s that

WY @ Pvii= J%h peylsPrsl (228)
where S (x5) S5 isthe localm om ent at site jand
“kl= = Yx)~ ) (229)

is the conduction electron \isogpin". T his order param eter represents a bound-state be-
tween the localm om ents and the conduction electron charge and pair degrees of freedom .
T he com posite order param eter

” e 232 ,

dx) = d x) id*"&)= Wh #(X) v (X)S )1 (2:330)
represents the developm ent of a pint correlation between the conduction electron singlet
pair density and the localm om ent soin densil:y.31 C learly, this state breaks (i) electron
gauge symm etry, (i) soin rotation symm etry and (i) tim e reversal symm etry. D espoite
these features it does not necessarily follow that the state form ed has either an ordered

m om ent, or an equaltin e pairing eld.
3. Excitation spectrum and quasiparticles

Let usnow exam ine the nature ofthe excitation spectrum in this odd paired state. Let

us begin by rew riting the mean eld Ham iltonian in temn s of the M a prana com ponents

(2.23), then
X Oy o Y Yy
H = k[k k+ X k] iv [ - H C ] n, (3:1)
K2iB Z:
where
_ :r Oy 3 ly 2 . .
nk l[k k+ v % HC ] 32)



is the total charge operator. Let us consider the specialcase of = 0, when the spectrum
of the zeroth com ponent ram ains unrenom alized. In this special case, the H am iltonian

can be w ritten in tem s of quasiparticle operators as ollow s

H =Ho+ Hg
X Y
Ho= ¥ % 0% 0
K2iB Z: 3:3)
% \%
Hg= B e a%%a
K; a= (1;2;3)

The rst temm describes a gapless \M a prana" conduction band that spans the half B ril-

louin zone where x> 0. The second temm describes a gapped band w ith excitation energies

S
2

K K 2 .
= =  +vVv 34
x= 5 34)
T hisband spans the entire B rillouin zone, since it incorporates three M a prana conduction
and three M aprana spin ferm ions. T he basic character of the quasiparticle spectrum is

unchanged when we consider nite deviations from particlke-hole sym m etry ¥ € 0. There

are two Im portant features Fig. 4):

1. A threefold degenerate gapfiil excitation centered around K = (Q=2. In the vicinity

of the gap " 4

X ® + 0=2)°
Hg gt ———— a¥, a._ (3:5)

m
K g=2; a= (1;2;3)

where 4 V2=D andm = 2 m andm is the conduction band m ass at the band

°)
edge. Just above the gap, the quasiparticles have aln ost no conduction character:
correlation fiinctions of the localm om ents are then detem ined through the relation

b 1 X " gk ®R.C
= ' y ' -
3 p? ap e I+ a’ e J (3:6)

K21=2B Z:

2. A neutralM aprana band, located around K = 0.
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To gain m ore Insight Into these excitations, let us consider the conduction electron

propagator
1,y N .
G ~()=1 % %3 ()] 3:7)
C hoosing z, = é ,then @;d%;8%) = ®;9;2), so that d = ., and
2
\Y 1
()= —FB; P = 2 Bd) a ] 3:8)
Tt isusefil to de ne \up" and \down" spin profction operators
Pw=-— [l+ 3 3]
(3:9)

W e can use these operators to proct out the \up" and \down" electron propagators.

G P =GP ))
Gn=1[ =~ O+ 3+ 1117 h i
r= () (3:10)
1
Gy=I[(! % 2 1)+ 3]
Tt is also usefiil to evaluate the determ inants
detG, ' ®;I=1¢ ~ 0 F 7§
(341)
detBG, " ®&:I= 1 ~ 2 17 7
Zeroes of these functions detem ne the quasiparticle excitation energies !k :

detG '®;!, )1=0 Fi.5).

The \down" propagator contains no pairing tem s, and describbes a gapfiil band of

quasiparticles w ith excitation energies

1=k K + V2 (312)

T his spectrum closely resem bles the large N solution to the particle-hole sym m etric K ondo
m odel, w ith a hybridization gap 2 g.36 38
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The \up" electron propagator describes a band of odd-frequency paired electrons. T he

poles of this propagator
Gn(!) S S S (313)
(D .
at ! = !k are detem ined by the cubic equation det[G,,lﬁ;!k)]= 0 (see (3.11)). Solving
for the conduction electron energy as a function of!k, K= ('x),we nd
q
(=10, (I sm(y [2¢)+ 2] (3:14)

which de nes two branches of the \up" quasiparticle excitation spectrum . The ) branch

2 1
isgapfulwih a gap 2 g 2v? 1 — , where D is the conduction electron half-

D D
bandw idth. The ) branch is gapless, corresponding to the M aprana com ponent of
the conduction sea that decouples from the resonant scattering center. T he quasiparticle

density of states corresponding to these two branches is

1
N ()=2-z2 ~ ()
2 8 9
1 a () ° B 1 (3115)
zZ ()= ' = 1+ — 1 g
d! : 14 (_.)2 ;
At low energies
2
- _ 11 .
ke - kLT Vz] (3:16)
h , 1
giving an enhanced density of states N, (0) = 270 where Zog = 1+ vz , at the Fem i

surface.

Let us explicitly construct these gapless quasiparticles. It is convenient to split the

Ham iltonian into \up" and \down" spin partsH = Hw + Hy4, where

X n o

viY + HL]

y
(g ) Tgp oz ? X R4

(3:17)
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describes the hybridized band of unpaired \down" electrons, and

X Yy
H"= A khkAk
K2iB Z:
2 3
15%
% _3 .
. v % (318)
! 2 5
A .
2 2
Y - (Y . . 3y
Ade=(Tpni gui k)

describes the paired \up" electrons. In temm s of the quasiparticle operators

X
= | Yy .
Hw ‘g ak ak (3.19)
K
w here only positive energies enter into the Ham iltonian. Here = 0;3 denotes the gapless

and gapfiilexcitation branch regpectively. T he quasiparticle operators for the gapless \up"
electrons can be constructed from a generalized B ogoliubov transform ation

aqa — q 3

Y (320)

T he eigenvector containing the B ogoliutbov coe cients satis es

K

by = "o x (321)

E Iim inating Zk and substituting back into (321) then gives

u
Gl ®;i!y) =0 322)

where G, l( ) is taken from (3.10). D iagonalizing this eigenvalue equation gives u, =

K
uz(!ko),vk= v2(!k0),where
" #
T+ 2
" ’ # (323)
V=2 1 pe——
24 2
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where the energies are given by (3.14). Zk = Zy (!k+) takes the form given in (3.15).

E nergy, rather than m om entum -dependent B ogoliibov coe cients are a characteristic of
odd-frequency pairing.

Let usnow consider the charge and spin ocoherence factors of these gapless excitations.
W ithin the gapless \up" band only the conduction charge and spin operators contain
diagonalm atrix elem ents. Suppose we attem pt to excite quasiparticles out of the ground-
state, by coupling to a charge, or soin excitation; the relevant diagonalm atrix elem ents
are

hk j GZI j§+i= m jf yk nogtw g " y g+ "gj{-'-i (3:24)
g
whereK =K oe2and X i= ayk i denotes the state w ith one quasiparticle added to

themean eld ground-state. In tem s of the B ogoliubov coe cients this is

g_____h i
R ;3 2 ¥i= Z2,,2, uwu wv (325)
g
whereu = uy (!k )and v = vy (!k ) are the Bogoliubov factors in the gapless band

+).On the Fem isurface, sihceu = v= pl—z, this coherence factor vanishes. Away from

the Fem i surface, the spin/charge coherence factor grow s linearly w ith energy

& 5 % xri= (0, + ! — L0 << 326

(In the special case of particle-hole sym m etry, these coherence factors vanish throughout
the gap.) In a sin ilar fashion, we m ay exam ine quasiparticle com ponents of the charge

and spin, given by

h i
Qz = Im KK 3 2 j”<+1= Zk w v
% g! 0 q K K
=7 (1) g ——e .
x/ 3 20 1+ 2 (327)
K
2!
K I
24 y2 Cg<<



From these results, we conclude that there is no way to couple via charge or spin probes
to the quasiparticle excitations at the Fem i surface. T hese gapless excitations are devoid
of charge, or spin quantum num bers on the Fem isurface. This dram atic e ect is a direct
consequence of the resonant pairing and the pole in the gap function. So long as this
pole ism aintained, the coherence factors w ill identically vanish on the Ferm isurface. N ote
how ever, that these quasiparticles can still carry entropy, and in this sense can be regarded

as them al quasiparticles.

Tt is particularly instructive to exam ine the local conduction electron propagator and
the pairwavefunction in thissin plem ean eld theory. T he localpropagator for the paired

\up" electrons is

X Z p
D
K
C arrying out the integral over the conduction electron energieswe nd
8 o
h L2 L " @3> q)
—Im G«(! i) = 1 (') 1+ 3 o (329)
> 5 1+t sn()p——s—= (i< g
2 (t)y2+ 2

Loosely speaking, the electrons are nom al outside the gap region and becom e paired at
energies less than the gap 4. The spectral function can be rew ritten in temm s of the
energy dependent B ogolibov coe cients derived in (3.23)
h .
g u% urvi

1
—In G ! i = 3:30
G ( i) arv 2 ( )

where the coe cientsu 1 and vi are evaluated in the gapless band.

F inally, we m ay construct the pair wavefunction from the o -diagonal com ponents of

this spectral function

Z p
d! 1 ! !
hw (X;i!n) n (X,' i!n)i:_ —_' 'pm
2 p ilp ! (1)y2+ 2
Z 5 3:31)
U SR ()
B M2+ 121 ()24 2
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thereby explicitly digplaying the odd-frequency character of the pairing.
4. M ean Field Therm odynam ics

N ext, we discuss them ean eld them odynam ics. Them ean eld free energy per site

isw ritten in tem s of the conduction electron propagators as

F vi oTX TlnhG 1()i
=— — r
MF J 2
v2 TX n h L io (4:1)
=~ = I detG ()
J 2

w here the determ inant can be expanded in termm s of the \up" and \down" com ponents of
the propagator (3.10)
h i
det G () = detB, ' ( )ldetl, ()] @2)

D i erentiating w ith respect to the order param eter, yields them ean eld equation

X 1 n i!n Nk 2(j-!n ~k 2 n)o
' - + . =0 4:3)
iln detg, ()] detG, = ()]

Gl
+
N H

w here the denom inators in these equations are given In (3.11). For a constant conduction

electron density of states , wem ay replace

N

dz
f::g ! d f::g= — [klf::g 44)
D 2 i

w here the contour integral proceeds clockw ise around the branch cut in the fiunction
z]=In ——— (45)

T he energy integrals can then be perform ed by closing the contour around the poles in the

G reen functions, which are located at

w (1) =1 4+ sgn(!) 7+ 2

TS
Il

N
+
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for the up and down electrons respectively. C arrying out the com plex integralthen gives
( )

LT (Gn) © - + Fy (iln) 4:7)
_—= — e " 1. — —p: 1. .
g 2 iy 2 2 (zZr 2 t o
whereF (z) = [ (z)F and we have used the notation p (1! n). Carrying out
the M atsubara sum s then yields 5
(00] —
1ox g S F. () J 13 o e
— = —th(—) ———— 1 p=———— +F,; (") 4:8)
J _ 4! 2 2 ( ¢+ 2 ;
where !T = | + i . The functionsF_ (!*) TF (') count the number of up and

down excitation branches at frequency ! . Ignoring the an all di erences between the up

and down soin excitation gaéps,

0 < o 33 (=" =+)
Fo(tT)y= (4:9)
©C 33 (g I (otherw ise)

for the gapless and gapfiilbranches, respectively. This sin plem ean eld theory then gives

rise to a phase transition at a tem perature

h 1 1 h 1 1
To D exp BTJ)=TKeXp 67 )
w fthout the fom ation ofan interm ediate heavy ferm ion phase, where Ty = D exp| (2§ )]
is the single ion Kondo tem perature. At = 0, the gapless excitation branch of the

soectrum does not contribute to mean eld equation. At nie , the gapless branch
develops a an all linear coherence factor, and we see that this has the e ect of suppressing
the transition tem perature. For allvalues of however, the form ofthemean eld 4 (T)

quite closely resem bles that of a singlet BC S superconductor.

T he precise relation between the single ion K ondo tem perature and T is not reliably
predicted by the mean eld theory. O ur path integral approach am ounts to a \H artree"
decoupling ofthe Interaction. H ad we chosen a m ore conventionaldiagram m atic approach,
carrying out a \H artreeFock" decoupling of the originalH am ilttonian, w riting

hv . l Vj" (4 .lO)
= .
J 27 Vi
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so that

J J 3
15 yj~ ~ Nj lE yj~ ~ ~j ! EijVj (4 :ll)
then themean eld Ham iltonian would have becom e
Hielil= ! Y56 9Vy+ VY5 5 5+ 3375F=20 (412)

so that for this schem g, Tgl F = Tk , to Jogarithm ic accuracy. T he path integral approach
recovers the \Fock" contrbutions to the pairing as a leading order com ponent of the RPA

uctuation correctionsto them ean eld transition tem perature (Fig. 6). Since uctuation
e ects will suppress T in either schem e, the particular choice of mean eld theory is

som ew hat arbitrary, and w illnot m atter at the next level of approxin ation.

Ifwetakeourmean eld theory literally, we see that from the point ofview ofthe orig—
inal conduction band, the transition into the odd frequency state can occur for arbitrarily
weak coupling constant, taking advantage of the K ondo e ect to produce a logarithm ic
divergence in the pairing channel. Signi cant pairbreaking e ectsw illof course com e from
the uctuations. In the one In purity problem , there are infrared divergences in the G aus-
sian uctuations that suppress the mean eld transition tem perature to zero. H owever,
(unlke the large N approach) in the lattice m odel there is no continuous gauge sym m e—
try so the developm ent of a gap in the spectrum will cut o the one-im purity infrared

divergences, preserving a nite tam perature transition.

F inally, we note that expanding the Free energy at low tem peratures yields a linear

soeci ¢ heat proportional to the density of states in the gapless band
24,2
k 2
=B _ 1+
3 2
21,2
k
B- 4
3 2 2 ¢ D
D epending on the ratio ( =D ), this linear speci cheat can range from a value characteristic

(4:13)

(=Y

v
1

of the free conduction band, ( =D ) 0 to a value m ore characteristic of a heavy fermnm ion

metal X ®r(=D) 1 Fig.7).
g
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5. R igidity of the odd frequency paired state

O ne of the key issues associated w ith odd frequency pairing, is whether it leads to a
real superconducting M eissner e ect. P ast attem pts to construct an odd frequency paired
state w ithin an E liashberg fom alism , have experienced di culty In producing a state w ith
a positive phase sti ness>? and a nite London penetration depth. To begin ocurdiscussion,

we st discuss the form of the long-wavelength e ective action.
5. (@) Long-w avelength action

In general, them ean eld free energy w illdepend on gradients of the order param eter
eld, and the form ofthe applied vector potential. Let us now consider slow deform ations

of the order param eter

w here )

i~ Zn Z
i e sl # s= (52)

g(X) - € Z# Zy 5

isan SU (2) rotation m atrix. T he rate of rotation is given by ¥ g= gt , where
=g Ffg= it s (5:3)

is decom posed in tem s of its com ponents + (x) along the principle axes d ofthe order
param eter. T he leading quadratic tem s in the gradient expansion ofthe Free energy about
the uniform mean eld theory are then

X Z

F o= —  123% (5:4)
2

=1;3

Here the sti nesses for slow twists about each principle axis are analogous to the

m om ents of inertia of a top.

To include the e ects of an extemalm agnetic eld, we introduce a nite vector po—

tentialby an appeal to gauge invariance. O ur originalm odel is gauge invariant under the
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transform ation

®) ! et ® (x)
z(x) ! e ®zx) G5)
h
Ax) ' AR+ - P ®)
e
so that
gx) ! gx)et ® 3 (5:6)

T hism eans that the long wavelength action m ust be Invariant under the transform ation

3 ! A+ 2F )
Crw) ! SRt ®) ©
h h

In other words, a uniform vectorpotential & isequivalent to a uniform rotation rate %eA“
about the <§3 axis. T he gauge invariant form of the Free energy is then

Z .
3h 2 2e ., BZ%
Px ntdt oty TEPr — (58)
(@]

0|
I
NI -

In tem s of the vector N é\3 = zY¥~z, this action can also be w ritten

Z .
3 h , 2e B2t
@)

NI

The tetmm g is the M eissner sti ness of the superconductor, whereas the tetm [, can be
regarded as a \spin sti ness" of the triplet paired state. It is at st surprising that a
charge le spinor order param eter can give rise to a charge 2e coupling betw een gradients
of the phase and the vector potential. W e can resolve this apparent paradox by noting

that that z (x) isalso a spin 1=2 ob #ct, thus a phase change

1 i 1
|
o % o0
corresgoonds to a rotation through = 2 .A rotation through 2 leadsto a sign change in

z (x), and in physical con gurations, z (x) m ust be continuousup to a sign 1. T he gauge

Invariant coupling between and A is then

(r



and hence the coupling between physical rotations and the vector potential is a charge
2e coupling, as in conventional superconductivity. Note nally, that if we Include spoin
anisotropy into the originalH am iltonian, then thisw ill tend to align the order param eter,

for exam ple, through the Inclusion of a tem of the fom
Fo= — &xd 3 (5:10)

On length scales 1> 1, the systam behaves as a conventional Landau-G inZburg theory.
5. (b) Com putation of the M eissner Sti ness

To com pute the M eissner and soin sti nesses in this gradient expansion, we consider

a con guration with a uniform rotation about the principle axes c’i\a

V)

zy = el sta]zg) s¢  — (5:11)

W e m ay absorb this uniform rotation into a gauge transformm ation of the the conduction

electrons through the replacem ent of the conduction electron kinetic energy by

~ |

¥ g g2

1
- 1 ~ gL T 2 .
h®) !'r k§+8. brs o~

=~ +h@®
(5:12)

Here we have expanded the kinetic energy to quadratic order in the twist. The e ect of

the tw ist in the phase can then be included into the electronic G reen function by
1 1
G ~() ! G “()+h() (5:13)

T he Free energy of the system in the presence of a uniform tw ist can be calculated from

the trace of the conduction electron propagator, as follow s

T X n o
FRal FOI= Tr m[ G Y()+h()] In[ G ()]
T X n o (5:14)
= 5 Trhl GO)h()]
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E xpanding the logarithm to quadratic order gives

2
TX r?~ h i h i (5:15)
A== KyTrg() + rATrG() 3 () ?
8 3 %

The rsttem in 2 can be integrated by parts to yield

T X h i
s g @G %G ()% G ) (5:16)

for the sti ness about the d; axis. For our sim ple m odel, 1= 2- m , and In the special
case where = 0 allthree sti nesses are equal. W e shall explicitly focus on the sti ness

about the 1 0/1\3 axis, which is associated w ith the London K emel

Q°F
— =Q
QA @A G547)
Q = 4&” 3

W e can separate the trace into \up" and \ down" com ponents. The \down" com ponent is

unpaired and explicitly vanishes. The \up" com ponent gives

TX 5 2 2
5= = v v, = ¥ ) (5:18)
4 Rlian o ~)? 3 %P £oOE

In a conventional BCS theory, it is su cient to Inpose a low energy cuto on the
frequency sum ,
JInJ

after which, the conduction electron band-w idth can be taken to in nity. W e are unable
to take this continuum lin i, for we m ust m aintain the value of the excitation gap of the
unpaired down elctrons 4 V 2=D : this m eans that we must m aintain a nite band
electron cuto . (In other words, the num ber ofelectronsper lbocalmoment N (0)D must
rem ain nite.) Since ourmean eld theory willnot be accurate at frequency scales that
are lJarge com pared w ith the K ondo tem perature, we shall choose a frequency cuto that

is interm ediate between the conduction electron bandw idth and the K ondo tem perature

Tg << <<D
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W ith this choice, we are able to replace the density of states by its value at the Fem 1

surface: the energy integral is then carried out in the sam e fashion as section (4.), replacing

f::g ! d f::g= — [lf::g (5:19)

w here the contour integralproceeds clockw ise around the branch cut In the function [z]=
h i

In ZD D - - The energy integrals can then be perform ed by closing the contour around the

poles in the G reen flinctions, which are located at

S
(=1t o+ sm() f4 2 (=) (520)
C arrying out the contour integralin z=  then gives
#T X 2
3= —= ——— [ dn)]
24 2 2y3
il . ( n+ )
A (521)
X T oal i
= R | ! | = d
24 > Im £ [a(. + 1 )]gth[ . 2m

These two poles cancel one another’s contributions, except in the gap region ! j< g,
w here the gapless excitation branch contrdbutes a nite am ount to the sti ness. Our nal

result for the London sti ness is then

Q = 4¢& —Ne2z gd'thh !17% ( V2) (522)
= e = ! —— | = — -
R 2 (24 2)3 T2
w here we have setg— %.Bymakjngthe low tem perature expansion
h i 2m2
! T ¢ 4
th7 =sn(!)+ 3 (t)y+o @) 523)

1 1 P 212
2 T oy o 2
L @) (1) D 3§
whered Q (T)= [ (T)] 2 de nes the London penetration depth and
1 1
Fx)=2x> 1 p———m (524)
1+ 4x2
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This T 2 variation of the penetration depth is sim ilar to that expected for point-nodes in a

conventional pairing scenario. In the specialcase of = 0, the M eissner sti ness is sin ply
|
2 2" 2
N e g N e g
- - 525
© m 4v 2 m 4D ©23)

where we have sst ¢ =V 2-D . The sti ness of the order param eter is thus nite, but
suppressed by a factorofZ = =D com pared w ith a conventionalm etal. Loosely speak—
Ing, we m ay consider this to be an e ect of the condensation of heavy fem ions, whose
e ective m ass is enhanced by a factorm =m 1=Z , and whose rigidity is then depressed

by the factorm =m Z .

T he staggered phase of the order param eterplays a crtical role In developing this nite
sti ness. This point is fllustrated In Fig. 8. The \uniform " odd-frequency triplet state
@ = 0) isunstable and its energy m ay be m onotonically reduced by tw isting the order

param eter untilthe stablem inimum atQ = ( ; ; ) is reached.

The \spin sti ness" n = 1, fortwisting the order param eter about the d\? axes can
be calculated In a sin ilar fashion. W hen = 0, the system is particle-hole sym m etric,
and p = 3 asgiven above. Like the super uid sti ness 5, contributions to the sti ness
com e predom inantly from the neutral excitation band inside the gap, though the fom al

expression for € 0 ism ore com plicated, and shallnot be given here.
5. (c) C ollective M odes

To end our discussion on the long-wavelength properties, we should lke to brie y
m ention the collective m odes of the condensate. Let us generalize the e ective action to

Incorporate the lrading order tim e dependence of the pairing eld

1Z hn o
_ 3 2 2
S =3 dtd x m @) m (1)
(526)
T By a, g, E9° BC
+ (-3 V) st3 K) +
h h o
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where  denotesthe m agnetic, or spin susceptibility, and denotes the charge suscepti-
bility. An applied vector potential is gauge equivalent to a rotation about the 43 axis, and
m ust be included w ith the kinetic tem s to m aintain the gauge invariance, as explained
above. The soin and charge susceptibilities are given by = p = . In the absence of
a coupling to the electrom agnetic eld, this action would give rise to a collective phase

m ode, and a soin-wave m ode, w ith velocities

VZ

T
2 Vo ve (527)

phase D

O f course, phase m odes are gauged away as uctuations of the electrom agnetic eld, con—
verting the phase m ode into a longiudinal plasn on m ode as part of the M eissner e ect,
follow Ing the wellknown A nderson-H iggs m echanisn A0 The soin-wave m ode cannot be
gauged away in this fashion and is unscreened, leading to gapless collective spin m odes
In the superconducting state that coexist w ith the superconductivity. From the velocity
of the spin-wave excitations, we can see that these m odes cross into the bottom of the

quasiparticle continuum at a wave vector
% —Ja 1l (528)

w here a isthe lattice param eter. T his ism uch an aller than the size of the B rillouin zone so
long-wavelength uctuations of the order param eter w ill not lead to a dram atic reduction
in itsm agnitude. On length scales shorter than
s
D
g9

a (529)

and at frequencies greater than

g

this system w illbehave much in the way of a single K ondo In purity. T he developm ent of
coherence on longer length-scales provides a vital cuto to the Infrared uctuations that

destroy the condensate in a single in purity m odel*! 742
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6. E ect of coherence factors on localR esponse Functions

T he unusualnature of the coherence factors in the quasiparticle excitations have inter—
esting consequences for the low frequency response of this system . O f particular interest

here, are the localdynam ical spin susceptibility and charge susosptibbilities
Z
l .
(= 1 dthlc®; cOl}e""
ZOl (6:1)
S.(1)= i  dthBa®;S,0)lie" "
0

T hese functions are directly related to the ultrasonic attenuation and the NM R relaxation

rate, 1=T

A1 #
<)

1
— @ = 2 ln : (=Tl B ()]
T1 o !

associated w ith the conduction electrons. Let us focus on contributions to these regponse

functions derived from the gapless excitations in the \up" spin band of our toy m odel.

The In agihary part of the local spin or charge response function of these excitations
is given by
°(1) _4 5()
| |

X EE.,)
- K13, Foif ——

Ki; K

fE, )] (6:3)

(€, Ep) !l

X

(The only com ponent of the susceptibility m atrix which couples to the low energy quasi-

particles is  £,.) Since the coherence factors grow linearly in the energy

ZZ

w3 2 x'i pzzu + 1) — (6:4)
J ; 142 TRt ‘R V2 .
The low energy form of this response function is given by
Sty 435,
= ' = dEN E+)ZE+)N E )ZE )f::g
’ ' : 6:5)
"f@ ) £@)T @r+E ) 2
f::g= '

V2
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whereE = E !=2.Thedensity ofstatesofthe quasiparticlesisN E )= ( =2)Z LE),
thus at low tem peratures and frequencies

22 124 @ 1)

2 v 4 (6:6)

Ch=t=43,()=! =

T his quadratic tem perature and frequency dependence of the local charge and soin re—
soonses resuts from the unique energy dependence ofthe spin and charge m atrix elem ents,
and the neutrality and soinless character of excitations at the Femm i surface. In a m ore
conventional superconductor, where gapless excitations carry charge and spin, these m a—
trix elam ents would be unity at the Fem ienergy, and this kind of quadratic behavior can
only be produced by a linear density of states. A quadratic grow th of the dynam ic soin

and charge susceptibility results in characterdstic T 3 regponse of the NM R relaxation rate

Fig.9).
1 2 T 2
—/ = — 6:7)
T{T D Tk
and a T2 response of the ulrasonic attenuation rate.
2 T 2
/ = — 68
s(T) 5 ™ (6:8)

T his property of the odd-frequency paired state is of particular interest, because power—
law behavior of the above variety is observed in heavy ferm ion system s. C onventionally,
it is ascribed to d-wave pairing and gaps vanishing along lines of the Fem i surface. Our
odd-paired state o ers the Interesting altemative description of this as a m atrix elem ent

e ect.

As amore speci ¢ illustration of this e ect, lt us exam Ine the detailed tem perature
dependent NM R relaxation e ect in our toy m odel. The com plete local dynam ical spin

susoeptibility has contributions from both the conduction electrons and the local spins
Z

#(M)y= 1 dtexp( i't) ©hB;©);S;1(0)1L;

X h 1 (6:9)
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In general, the localm om ent spin operator m ixes the gapless and gapful excitations and
only the conduction electron spin operator in the 2 direction is able to create gapless exci-

tations. Let usexam ne the corresponding conduction electron soin response in M atsubara

frequency, given sin ply by

1 X
2z (n)=DBSZ(ln)SS( ilp)i= 2 he @n) ¢ ( ip)i (6:10)
W em ay now write
2 X
S, dln) = T Tr Gn(in+ iln) 3Gu n) 3
in

where we have used the summ ations over m om entum to replace the \up" conduction

propagators by the corresponding local propagator (329)

1X 1% n ( 11 3)°
- G !+ i = — nw ! 1+ -
(041 =~ () 5,
K
w here q _
E,=sm() $+ %

n (!): (l: )Bn E" (! + 1 )]:
T his spectral density can be used to carry out the M atsubara frequency convolution.
W e can consider the = + tem only, since it corresponds to the gapless excitations. T he

nalexpression for the In agihary part of the low -energy spin response is
< 2 Z n o
*) fx)y fx )
zz = " " ! -
| 2 dx vy X) vy X ) ! Tt

n o n 20
x x !

ExEx 1

(6:11)

At low energies, the energy dependence of the m agnetic relaxation is govemed by the
linear energy dependence of the spin coherence factors. The low energy In agihary part of
the susceptibility is hence quadratic in the extemal frequency,

s® 2 2 1 2
oz (1) !

! 48 D Tk
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This in tum leads to an NM R relaxation rate that is proportionalto T 3

1 2 2 T 2

T,T 148 D Ty

A 11 other parts of the soin response function lead to a gapped contribution to the
m agnetic relaxation rate. Furthem ore, In the undoped case, them id-gap coherence factors
are identically zero, and the in aginary part of the soin and charge resoonse functions are

zero throughout the gap F ig. 10).

The key di erence between the d-wave and odd frequency description, is that the
form er relieson a node in m om entum space, w hereas the latter relieson a node in frequency
soace. For this reason, we expect that odd-frequency pairing is rather insensitive to elastic
scattering. T his point can be illustrated in the follow ing general way. Let us consider a

general odd-frequency paired state, where the pairing selfenergy takes the form

V2
_(ixix 9= &)—>P &) xxo
h - i 6:12)

1
P2 30 dgpt) TP
here the amplitude VO2 (x) of the resonant scattering and the ordentation d, =
%Z Y(x) 4 pZ (x) of the triplkt order param eter m ay be site dependent. T he com ponent
of the conduction electron states which does not directly couple to the resonant pairing,
o X) m ay be procted out of the conduction electron spinor as follow s
o) =pk&) &)

1h i (6:13)
px)=1 P &)= @)+ dpk) a
T his com ponent experiences an indirect e ect of the resonant pairing through m ixing w ith

the directly scattered com ponents.

Consider a general conduction electron band w ith disorder, described by the H am ilto—
nian
1
Ho= - Ye)H %) &9 (6:14)
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Let us progct out the parts of the conduction electron Ham iltonian that couple directly,

or indirectly to the resonant scattering, w riting

2 3 w # w #
5= H (;x9) (6:15)
yX;XO H xxo P x) P x)

T he conduction electron G reen function can then be w ritten
1
P ( 0= (&) xx0) (6:16)

2
V
G()=! B =

w here all subscripts have been om itted. T he pro ected com ponent of the conduction elec—
tron propagator for those states that do not directly couple to the resonant scattering is
then given by

Lay=1 n I H V'—OZ fy 6:17)

T hough these statesdo not directly couple to the resonant scattering, they couple indirectly
because of the o diagonal tem s in the H am ittonian that m ix them with the resonantly
scattered states. At low energies, the resonant scattering dom inates the \selfenergy"

correction in the propagator, which then becom es

Go'()=2 ! h
h 1 yi (6:18)
7z 1= 1+ = —
vé

N otice that the e ect of the resonant scattering is to introduce a wavefunction renom al-

ization into the propagator. Low energy eigenstates are set by the determ inantal equation
Detl,l1= 0 (6:19)

C learly then, if there are zero energy eigenstates of the pro fcted H am iltonian
h;x) &®)=0 (620)

then these will give rise to zeroes in this detem inant. In other words: the profctive
character of the resonant scattering m eans that the indirectly coupled zero energy states
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form zero energy excitationsofthe com plete H am iltonian. Suppose we de netheM aprana

conduction electron states

X
a¥= o) &) (621)

T hen their propagator w illbe given by

Z
m()a¥()i= Y G(1) = — 622)
w here the pole strength Z is
h 1y i 1
z = 1+ ¥ ——5— (623)
VO
T hus the zero energy eigenstates of the com plete H am iltonian w ill have the form
p_X
a Y= Z o®X) ®)+ ::: (624)

< I
w here the residual part of strength (1 Z ) is carried entirely by the M a prana soin
ferm ions. In general then, the o -diagonal coupling between the indirectly, and directly
scattered states leads to a reduction in the conduction character of the M aprana zero

m odes, and a corregponding enhancem ent of the density of gapless excitations.
N 0= — w 4 (625)

T he in portant point how ever, is that despite these e ects, the gapless excitations rem ain
M ajprana ferm ions: the soin and charge operators are com pletely o diagonalat the Fem 1

surface, and coherence factors m ust consistently vanish in this region.

To provide a speci ¢ exam ple, consider the generalization of our toy m odel with a

random chem ical potential

He= = Y ~ = Yx) (x)_ 3 &) (626)



The chem ical potential term can be identi ed as the o -diagonal coupling, whereas the
kinetic energy tem com m utes w ith the profction. T he Z -factor for a gapless plane wave
_ 1 K :
k(x)— P?e ’Zk is then
Z = 1+ h ?2R)i=v2 627)

o

w hich gives rise to an enhancem ent of the gapless density of states given by

N ©@= 1+h 2 (x)i=V 2 628)

o

w here for weak scattering, we have ignored the uctuations in the strength ofthe resonant
scattering potential that w ill be induced by the disorder. T hus we see that disorder en—

hances the density of states but sustains the electric and m agnetic neutrality of the Ferm i

surface.
7. Interplay w ith m agnetism

In this section we discuss som e of the m agnetic aspects of the odd-frequency state.
Even in our toy m odel, where we have not included any detailed e ects ofband-structure
or anisotropy, there are a variety of locally stable phases where the order param eter is
com m ensurately staggered. Q uite generally, aswe now show , the odd-frequency state w ill
develop an ordered m agnetic m om ent, aligned parallel to the 43 vector, giving rise to

coexistence of antiferrom agnetian and superconductivity.
7 (@) PairSpin C orrelations

W e begin our discussion by retuming to the sin plest exam ple, where the 43 vector is
unifom ly ordented, giving rise to a state w ith ferrom agnetic correlations. W e w illgeneral-
ize our discussions to a m ore realistic antiferrom agnetically ordered case at the end of the
section. W hen the conduction band ishalf lled, and hence com pletely particle-hole sym —
m etric, the odd-frequency paired state ism agnetically isotropic and both static m agnetic
order and static pair correlations are absent iSi= 0, h~yi= 0 at half- lling. In this state,
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there is long range order w ith an order param eter

2 a

1S () P)i= 2% d &)

where S (x) = Sc&) + Sf (x) is the totalm om ent at site x, and ~ (x) is the conduction
electron isosoin at site x. O dd frequency triplet pairing is thus seen to strongly couple
soin and pair correlations. C learly however, these crosscorrelations induce anom alous
resoonse functions, coupling the developm ent of charge correlations to the application ofa
m agnetic eld or the developm ent ofm agnetic correlations to the application ofa chem ical

potential or pairing eld. To study this e ect, we Introduce the soin-charge susceptibility
Py=m*() P i

where the static susoeptibility (0) is of particular interest. In the vicinity ofhalf 1ling,

the state is com pletely isotropic in spin and isospin space, and we then expect
S (629)

Thus, once the system isdoped ( & 0), the pressnce of a crosscorrelation between the
charge and spin degrees of freedom leads to the developm ent of a m agnetic m om ent and
strong anisotropy

M &2

W emay calculate o very sinply as follow s. Let us choose 4= 2. The coupling of the

m agnetic eld is given by
X n N 1 o
Hyp= B y(j)[E] S T (6:30)
J
T hus the totalm agnetic m om ent in the 2 direction per site is

M =h- (e ng) 110) 20)i

(6:31)

T = 0T

(ncu nc#)+ (1:2 n #)i
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here nc , (  =";#) is the number of \up" or \down" conduction electrons per site and
P
1

llow ing the notation of B17),n 4= §-— 4 4 xu

is the num ber of \down" M ajp-
rana fem ions per site. Now note that the down M aprana electrons are hybridized w ith
the down conduction electrons to produce a com pletely lled hybridized band, w ith one

electron per unit cell. Thus in the ground-state, hn + nyi= 1 per site, so
1 1
M z = Ehrlcu + nc#l 5 (6:32)

per site. Since the localm om ents leave the conduction electron density essentially un-—

changed, M+ n 1li= 2 , giving
M, = (6:33)

and

o= +0 (Ix=D) (6:34)

A departure from particle hole symm etry thus generates an ordered (ferrom agnetic)
m om ent of strength

M (x) = & ) (6:35)

In a sin ilar fashion, an application of a m agnetic eld will in uence the charge and

pair correlations: a eld along the 61\3 direction w ill develop a charge density,
®)= Bz X)

M ore ram arkably, a transverse magnetic eld B = B, dAl, (1= 1;2) will induce a conven—

tionalpairing eld ofm agnitude
h "y # yl OB ? .

This leads to a possible eld dependent Jossphson coupling w ith conventional supercon—
ductors.

43



Even in this ferrom agnetically ordered state, there are strong antiferrom agnetic corre—
lations. To illustrate thispoint, considerthe caseswhere = 0. Here, them ain contribution
to the m agnetic susceptibility is provided by the localm om ents, and m ay be calculated
from the spatial correlations ofthe M aprana elds. Low frequency properties of the local
m om ents are detemm ined by excitations across the indirect gap at wave vectorsg= Q' =2.
In the vicinity of the gap, the M a prana femm ions can be expanded as shown In (3.5) and

(3.6). In m om entum space, the M a prana propagators have the fom

@d!'n k) (6:36)
b ()= ‘) 1 2
Aln@'n k) V<]
so that
V2

T he spin correlations are determ ined from the product oftwo M a prana propagators:

TX
1s2 @sP( qi= ® @ = abE D@2+ )D( o=2) (6:38)

At low frequencies, this is dom inated by govemed by excitations in the vicinity of the

@ g=2)?

5 ,WwWherem =

indirect gap, the quasiparticle spectrum is parabolic ! g = gt

D

T M and m is the electron m ass at the band-edge. U sing this parabolic approxin ation

to carry out the m om entum space integrals gives

m (!+i) ® s ! g (! )
2 ) v2+ (' =2) 6:39)
g Q)
(g=2 gt T)

In other words, Independently of the ordered m agnetic m om ents, there is a Jarge am ount
of spin— uctuation spectral weight above the superconducting gap at the antiferrom ag—
netic zone vector. T his general feature survives when we com e to consider m ore general,
staggered con gurations of & ).
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Let us now consider the possibility of m ore general, staggered con gurations of 4.

Take the m ore general ansatz for them ean eld order param eter

zGx)=e 2% THP 1) Zo é
0 1 0 1
d &) dy cospy =] (6:40)
M )= §x) 2:=C G oosig+P) x]2:
&5 ®) d3cos[®  x)]

where P and Q are com m ensurate vectors.

A sbefore, we can rede ne the conduction electron states to take acoount of the stag—

gered order,
Zj:eilxj Q+F_, 2 (Zj: eilxj Q_5tP_, Tj)
. (6:41)
j=e§lxj Q_3+p_1 ~j
T he conduction electron H am iltonian can then be w ritten
X
He= LR Q=23 P=24] ).3], (6:42)
K21B Z:
w here the kinetic energy term can be expanded as
[ K Q=2 3 P=2 ,) L3
1 X
=3 f(3+ )@+ _1) kK Q=2 Q=2 _3 (6:43)
;= 1
=[O+ ~ 0, 1
Pet %1l Lg® pals

From the discussion of section 3, we know that gapless excitations w ill develop on the

\Fem i surfaces" described by
1
Sl k Q=2 P=2]=0 (6:44)

To m ake our exam ple m ore speci ¢, consider the case where

= 2tlxt oyt ] (€= coskil;1= 1;2;3)
(6:45)
a=(0; 7 ) P = (;0;0)
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corresponding to a staggered d3 vector in the x direction. In this case,

~;= 2tlsy + s;] (s1= sinkil;1= 1;2;3)

é = 2tcy (6:46)
o_ . 1_0o

® ! ®

The gaplessm odes lie on a tube w ith a square cross-section [sy + sz]= 0 and the spectrum

is given by
h i
Det G, ' ()G, (1) [ F1 =0
c.th=0r 2 @ D+ 3l (6:47)
g#l_ [ 12 2 1+ 3]

A fter a short calculation the corresponding m ass renom alization of the gapless quasipar—
ticles is found to be

24 (Qtcg)?

V2 (6:48)

m
— = 1+
m

In Fig. 11, we show the m ean— eld ground-state energy as a function of P = (Px;Py;Pz),
clearly show ing the developm ent of localm inim a at the com m ensurate points in the B ril-
louin zone. At each of these points the odd-frequency state w ill develop a staggered m ag—
netization w ith wave vector P and approxin atem agniude M . In practice, wewould
argue that the an alldi erences in energy between these di erent com m ensurate statesw ill
depend on several factors that are not included in the toy m odel. It is interesting to note
that in two din ensions, the toy m odelpredicts that a P = ( ;0) state ism ore stable than
the P = ( ; ) state. The in portant point however, is that them ean eld energy of these
m agnetic phases is close In energy to the uniform state and furthem ore, is locally sta—
ble. W e m ay conclude that this type of odd frequency pairing can hom ogeneously coexist
w ith antiferrom agnetism . The localm om ents participate in both the soin and the pair

condensate.
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8. C ritique and D iscussion

O ur paper has presented a \toy" realization of odd frequency pairing, w ith the ain
of elucidating its key properties. In this section, we discuss the odd frequency state In a
m ore general setting and exam ne the possibility that this kind of paired state m ight be

applicable to heavy fermm ions.

O ne of the m ost dram atic features of the theory is the profctive character of the

resonant pairing selfenergy:

_(t)y=—PF

h i (6:49)

@=% 31) dgp & P

V2
i

C an we understand this feature in a m ore general context, outside the restrictive realn of
the K ondo m odel, and our M a prana treatm ent? Let us consider the possible extension
of our odd paired state within an Anderson m odel for heavy fem ions, wih an on-site
repulsion tem

1 2

at each m agnetic site. H ighly correlated states m inin ize this on-site interaction eneryy,
tending to produce localm om ent stateswhere n = 1. Tt is quite usefil to exam ne this
constraint in term s ofthe correlationsbetw een the charge (isospin) and spin ofthe localized

states. Ifwe expand the localized felectron in tem s of its four real com ponents

€0+ if ~1z (6:50)

Nl

f# 5

Zn

zy is a unit spinor, then the interaction m ay be w ritten as a sym m etric

where, z =

product ofall our elds.*3

2 2., U
Hi=Ul(3)? (62)%1+ —
41 (6:51)

=y [£0fY) GF2E3) + .
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On a lattice, the Interaction between the electrons can then be w ritten
X n o)
S;= U S Sl el AU (6:52)
w here we use the Fourer transform ed operators
1 x 7 L
£ =p= d et *Ex); X K Rj In : (6:53)
J

and it is understood that all tin e coordinates are ultim ately to be tin e-ordered.

A novelway to reduce the on-site correlation energy is to develop a correlated state
w here certain M a prana com ponents of the fstate are absent. Ream arkably, the operator

that profcts out the zeroth com ponent at wave vector

1 h i
£9() = p= ZVEO)+ £Y( )z (6:54)
is a one particle operator
1 h i
p = fol Mol ]=ZFY 1+dpa bF
wheredab= %Zya bZ’
z
z = i22 !
and
f fo
F iof i £ = £

are the Balian W ertham m er four spinors for the fstate and z spinor. T he residual \vector"
(1;2;3) com ponents of the fstates are pro gcted out by the one particle operator
- , T 1= = Y;
P = £50 50 1=1 p =F PF
3=1;3

The M aprana character of this operator in plies that it is asym m etric

P = P (6:55)
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The selfenergy temm that will selectively decouple M aprana com ponents of the £

electrons w ill have the general form

X X (6:56)

()= (e (657)
If the physics is Jocal in tin e, then the frequency dependence of ( ) can be dropped,
leading to p-wave triplet pairing. H owever, if the m om entum dependence of ( ) iseven,

the frequency dependence is autom atically odd, leading to odd frequency pairing. In the
sim plest sw ave version of this pairing, the physics is spatially local, sothat ( )= (!).

T his establishes an intin ate connection between the profction of M a prana degrees of
freedom from the ground-state and the developm ent of nodes in the wavefunction: when
the physics is local, this proection resuls in node in tin e, and the developm ent of odd-

frequency pairing.

A general spectral decom position of (!') willalways contain a zero frequency pole
Z
oy Z i d A()
=7+t T
1 : : (6:58)
—Im[ (! i)]=zZ2 ()+A(!)

This pole is a unique feature of odd—-frequency pairing: it suppresses the \vector" com -
ponents of the felectron from the low energy excitations, gaining correlation energy and
deocoupling a band of gapless singlet excitations. Our sinple mean eld theory can be
viewed as a dom inant pole approxim ation to the pairing eld. A pressing need for the
near future is to show that such general constructions can lead to stable E liashberg-type
treatm ents of m ore generalm odels, such as the nite U A nderson lattice.
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In its current fom , our prototype for odd frequency pairing is too sin plistic to acocount
for details of heavy fermm ion behavior. W e should like to list som e in portant issues which

need to be addressed in future developm ents:

M agnetism . The toy m odel has shown that odd-frequency pairing has a propensity
to coexist w ith m agnetism . A m ore realistic m odel w ill need to take explicit account
ofthe RKKY interactions and their role in establishing the detailed superconducting

order.

N ormm al P hase. The nom al phase of heavy femm ion superconductors, w ith its pro—
fusion of Fem i liquid features, does not appear in the toy model. The M aprana
formm alism m ay be a poor starting point to recover the nom al phase properties, and
this suggests that we should seek a way to obtain the odd-frequency paired state w ithin
perturbation theory forthe nite U A nderson m odel, or perhaps the large N approach

to the heavy fermn ion problem .

A nisotropy .M easurem ents of the gap and ultrasound absorptjon44;45 In UP t3 show

the presence of anisotropy in the order param eter and have been traditionally inter-
preted w ithin a d-w ave pairing scenario. T hese results do not revealthe tam poralparity
of the paired state, but tend to reinforce the conclusion that m om entum anisotropy
can not be ignored in a m ore advanced version ofthe m odel. Indeed, there isno reason

not to contem plate the possibility of odd frequency d-w ave pairing.

Power Law s. Power laws in the tem perature dependence of the speci ¢ heat and
NM R relaxation rate of heavy Fem ion com pounds develop much closer to T than
any sinpl mean eld theory can acoount for. O ne possbility is that dynam ic pair-
breaking e ectshave suppressed T signi cantly below the gap. O dd frequency pairing
accounts for the nite linear speci ¢ heats in heavy ferm ion superconductors in tem s
ofa band of excitations w ith vanishing coherence factors. A t present, the toy m odel is
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unable to account for the T2 tem in Cy that isalso seen. F luctuation e ects need to

be exam ined carefuilly.

W e should like to spend a m om ent discussing the long-wavelength properties of odd—
frequency triplet paired states. The intin ate relation between soin and pair degrees of
freedom in this kind of state leads to rather Interesting consequences in the Landau-
G Inzburg theory. Suppose one considers the sim ple long-wavelength action discussed in
section (5)

Z h :
SEx L e+ i =+ = 2 xd@y A (6:59)

&
Il
N -

then the anisotropy plays a vital role in establishing the topological stability of persistent
currents. Unlike a conventional superconductor, the supercurrent is linked to the spin oxder
and involves all three E uler angles of the order param eter. To see this, it is instructive to
consider a loop of superconductor of length L, threaded by a solenoid. T he supercurrent

around the loop is given by
. 2e m ZeK)
=7 st#3 —
h h (6:60)

Y3=r + cos ¥
where ( ; ; ) are the Euler angles de ning the ordentation of the trad d,,. N otice that
unlke a conventional superconductor, the supercurrent involves both the U (1) phase
and the ordentation of the m agnetic vector d, de ned by ( ; ).Fora conventional super-

conductor the total phase change around the loop is a topological invariant

Z
= dr ¥ =2 n (6:01)

that is unchanged upon application of a ux through the solenoid, leading to a linear

relation jg = i—Le s between the enclosed ux and the supercurrent density js. In

this superconductor, the analogous Integral around the current loop is

z h i
= dr r + cos T =2 n+ (6:62)
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T he second term

= dr ocos ¥ = dS gpraft rp) (6:63)

S

is the solid angle subtended by the 1t vector around the loop: this is not an invariant, and
can change by multiples of 4 to relax the current. Unlike the U (1) superconductor, the
only stable vortex con guration involves a net phase change of2 around the loop: this is
the s0 called \Z," vortex of an SO (3) order param eter, and it has the property that two
such vortices can be adiabatically deform ed back to the vacuum Fig. 12). Each Z ; vortex
pair reduces the e ective ux through the solenoid by 2 ux quanta, thus the non-linear

current w ill be given by

. 2e h i
= E s 2 —o 4 Ng (6:64)
w here the num ber of Z , vortex pairs is
h li

where Int (x) denotes the largest Integer am aller than x. In this way, the current density

around the loop can never exceed

and w ill never becom e m acroscopic. T hus, w ithout anisotropy, the critical current for the
odd-frequency state is zero. Furthem ore, ifthe ux through the solenoid is = 5 V (b)dt,
then the response to an oscillatory electric eld w illnot occur at the driving frequency. T his
w ill elim inate the low frequency linear M eissner response to m acroscopic elds, rem oving
the pole in the optical conductivity and producing an apparent violation of the linear
response optical sum rule. T his type of behavior ism ost likely to occur in the viciniy of
particle-hole sym m etry, and suggests that thishalf 1lled state w illm ore closely resem ble an
insulator, rather than a superconductor. Thism ay be an interesting way of thinking about

K ondo J'nsulatorsz, w here an anom alous reduction in the low frequency oscillator strength

52



of the optical conductivity has recently been reporl:ed.46 A s anisotropy is increased, a
m acroscopic Free energy barrier w illhave to be crossed in order to add pairs ofZ » vortices
to the superconducting state, restoring the linear M eissner response. This will lead to a

non-trivial dependence of the critical current on anisotropy.

Pending further theoretical work, it appears that there m ay be som e usefill exper—
In ents on heavy fem ion superconductors that could help to com pare the d-wave and
odd-frequency scenarios. A key issue is to verify the relation between the gapless excita—
tions and the NM R relaxation rate, m ost notably to con m the presence or absence of a
Korringa term in the relaxation rate in severely gapless heavy fem ion superconductors.
A nother area of fruitfiil investigation concems the eld dependence ofthe proxin ity e ect.
N egative proxim ity e ects have been cbserved between UBejz3 and Ta supemonductors.47
Ifthe sym m etry ofheavy ferm ion superconductors has a di erent tem poralparity, then we
expect the application of a m agnetic eld to enhance the coupling between the two order
param eters, leading to a strong reduction of the negative proxin ity e ect in a eld, and a

strong eld dependence of the Jossphson current.

In conclusion, we have presented a stable realization of odd frequency triplet pairing
In a Kondo lattice m odel for heavy fermm ions. Under rather general conditions, the odd
frequency state that form s has a gapless singlet m ode of quasiparticles. Spin and charge
coherence factors for these quasiparticles grow linearly in their energy. O ur pairing hy—
pothesis provides an altemative explanation of various power law s In heavy ferm ions in
temm s of a vanishing of coherence factors at the Fem i energy, rather than a vanishing of
the density of states. W e have con ectured that thism ay explain the absence of a K orringa
law in the NM R, even when the superconductor is highly gapless. O dd-frequency triplet
superconductivity appears to be able to coexist w ith m agnetisn , and in our sin ple toy
m odel, ferrom agnetic order coexists w ith the pairing. W e think our resuls are encour—
aging enough to prom pt e orts to develop a description of odd-frequency pairing w ithin

53



m ore generalm odels, and to consider seriously the possibility that this provides a viable

altemative to the d-wave pairing hypothesis in heavy ferm ion superconductors.
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APPEND IX A .M ajrana R epresentation of Spins

In this section, we present a derivation ofthe M a prana representation that provides a
Iink w ith the A brdkosov ferm ion representation and illustrateshow the constraint is avoided
by the uniform replication ofthe soin H ibert space. W e begin by noting that for any two

com ponent electron spinor there are tw o operators of interest: the \spin"

h_ i
s= Y 5 f @)
and the \isospin"
h_ i
=t o @ 2)

f= : @A 3)

T hese operators are independent [s5; 1= 0 and each satisfy an SU 2) algebra

ijk

itkg; 4 1= 1% 4 @ )

[siis4]1=

In the subspace where the soin is nite, the isospin is zero, and vice versa. The sum of
both operators
S=8+~; @ 5)
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satis es an SU (2) algebra, and is either equal to the \soin" or \isospin", depending on
which com ponent of the Fock space is progcted. For any interacting system of electrons

containing N localm om ents, we m ay w rite the partition fiinction as a constrained trace

hy i
z=Tr Plexp( HB;); = si ) @ )
J
w ith
h i h_i
sj=fyj-5 £y + £ 5 £ @ :7)

w here the pro gction operator P ;lj progcts the \spin" or \isospin" com ponent of the Fock

Soace at site j

[INe)

Py=(y 1)°
P?+P. =1 @ 8)

P5= (i nap)’’ ’ ’

j j" j#

There are then 2N ways of choosing the profction operators: each choice profcts a
replica of the soin H ibert space w ith precisely the sam e partition finction. Sum m ing over

all replicaswe can w rite

1 X hy . i
Z = — Tr ijeXp( H B4 @ 9)
&= Si ]
The sum over all 2N pro ectors is the identity operator

X Y o y h i
P = PjS+P- =1 @ :10)

B=Si ] J
and hence the replicated partition function can be w ritten as an unconstrained trace, w ith

each localm om ent represented as a sum ofthe Pauli spin and isospin.
1 h i
Z = 27Tre><p( H B5) @A 1)
W e now dem onstrate that the com bined operator S = s+ ~ dependsonly on threeM a—
“prana com ponents of the felectron. Suppose we decom pose the com plex Fem ioperators

into their real and im aginary M a prana com ponents as follow s

1 , 0
fj=19—E fot+ i £ zg Zo= @A 12)
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In temn s of these com ponents, the \spin" and \isospin" operators are

gt o1 I am |

3o 33 pim 33 v
@A 13)

i_ 2 ooi,l m

J 2 337 o im 33

The sum ofthese two is then

siy i Lim 1m, @ 14)

j 2 37

which is precisely our M a prana representation. W ith this choice of z, the zeroth com -
ponent of the M a prana fem ions at each site does not enter into the H am ilttonian. This
com ponent can therefore be explicitly traced out of the partition function. Fom ally, this

m ay be done by pairing the zeroth M a prana fem ions throughout the lattice

19 (= 1;2:::N=2) @ 15)

»
I
ol

l

where each site 1belongs to one pair: 12 £@d ;3 ); = 1;N g. The st of N =2 com plex
ferm ions are Independent and form a com pletely decoupled zero energy Fock space of
din ension 2N =, Hence

h . i

Trexp( H By! §~j ~35D) i @& :16)

Z=

oN =2
w here the ram aining unconstrained trace is over the 1= 1;2;3 com ponents ofeach M a p-—

rana ferm ion, and the other real electron states of the system .

T he overcom pleteness of our representation is closely related to a residualdiscrete local

Z o symm etry of the M a prana spin representation under the transform ation

~5 0 ~g @A d17)

In this respect, the M a prana representation is sin ilar to the pssudofermm ion representa-—
tion. However, in this case, the canonical and grand-canonical ensem bles have precisely
the sam e partition function, up to a sim ple nom alization factor. In the pssudofem ion
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representation, the G bbs partition function for each conserved subspace is not constant
(for if ny = 0 orny = 2 there isno spin at site Jj), and the proction of the unwanted

Soaces is an unavoidable necessity.

M aprana ferm ions are easily treated In am om entum space representation. T he Fourier

transform ed operators

1 X g,
= P= e Ry @ :18)
N .
1
Since the originalM a prana femm ions are real ? = ?y, their com plex Fourier transform s

satisfy ; = aﬁ;, form ing a set of independent com plex femm ions that span half of the

B rillouin Zone
by 0 : :
; = . K;X 2 halftheBrillouin Zone: @A 19)

T he Inverse transformm ation can be w ritten

1 X T 2R,
~5= p— ~ e R4 Y e 3 @ 20)
N K K

RK21=2B Z:
T he corresoonding Lagrangian for the M a pranas is then

X
= ~ Y ~ .
L % @R+H @A 21)

lg.y7.
k21iB:7:

or in tem s of the original site representation

1X
L=§ ~; @~;+ H: @A 22)
i
N ote that for each m om entum X, we can choose either x O = yk as the independent

destruction operator. T his has an In portant consequence for broken sym m etry solutions,
for there are 2N =2 equivalent ways ofm aking the choice ofthe vacuum state: by m aking one

particular choice, the nom alization constant in front ofthe partition function is absorbed.

APPEND IX B.Som e sim ple exam ples

57



In this Appendix, we illustrate the use of the M a prana ferm ion representation of spin

1/2, by m eans of som e spoeci ¢ exam ples.

Consider rst the Heisenberg M odel for 2 spins 1/2 where we take the exchange

coupling to be 1), w ritten in tem s of the M a prana fem ions

3
(1 2%+ ik B 1)

N

H=8] Sy=

One can now de ne 3 com plex ferm ions, by taking appropriate linear com binations of the

6 M aprana fem ions

1 .
£ 19—E 1 I2);
| ®2)
Y p—E (v + dmp)
T hese operators satisfy the usual ferm ionic anticom m utation algebra
fEh £ g = 4y 3= 1;3) ® 3)

and act on a H ibert space of din ension 23 = 8. A s pointed out in the st section, the
din ensionality of the original space has been increased by a factor of 2 N =2) - 2, where
N = 2 isthe number of spins.

By using

3
og= £ F o5 ® :4)

one can now w rite the H am iltonian in tem s of the foperators

301 3
H== Z¢¥Yr 2)%
8 2 2

T he spectrum can now be easily worked out
Eo= 3=4;
B )
E 1= 1=4:
The rst level is doubly degenerate and the second one is 6-fold degenerate. The exact
eigenenergies are correctly obtained, as expected. Besides, the singlet ground state and
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the triplet excited state are replicated by the sam e factor of 2. This additional degener—
acy can be traced badck to the invariance of the M a prana representation w ith respect to
the Z, transform ations ~; ! ~iy which is re ected In a particlke-hole symm etry of the
Ham iltonian £ ! f£Y,
A mean- eld treatm ent of this m odel can be perform ed by the follow ing decoupling
procedure
Hiup = 2+ ar T2 e 3T ® :6)
8 2 8 2 2
A static order param eter V breaks the aforem entioned Z 5, sym m etry and there are two

stable solutions related to each other by the transfom ation
vov; £ oY ® :7)

IfV ispositive, the ground state correspondsto f¥Y f =V = % and itsenergy is 3=4,

Nlw

which is the exact value.

Consider now the one-din ensional XY m odel, which can be solved exactly through a
m apping to a free ferm ion m odel. Thism apping is conventionally perform ed by m eans of
a Jordan-W igner transform ation. It w illnow be shown that an analogousm apping can be

achieved through the M a prana representation of spins.

The 1D XY M odelH am iltonian is given by

.. L 1
Hyy = SySsyt+ sisit =3

S Syt iSy= 3(1+1i3);

. . . . . ® 9)
stostosi= ol ihd
At each site one can de ne a com plex fermm ion
. 1 _
c 19—5(1 io);
B 10)

. 1 _
Y p—§<1+12>;
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satisfying
tc;NVg= 45 £ Jg=0; £ Jg=o: ® 1)
T he H am iltonian can now be w ritten as
Hyy = Y I ity &I iy ® :12)
=1

Let Ulbe an operator acting on site i

Z+ 213k ® 13)

ut p

w here
Pl 1 M el ® :14)
are progctors onto the vacant and occupied states of site i. The operator U 1 is both

hemm itian and unitary

. . P_ .. ,
U¥=p2+ 2P{3=U%

2 2_ 42 ®15)
u'uY=u¥ut=pPl +23P{ =P+ Pj=1:
One can now easily prove that
L. . oY
Ut 3cNu Y = p=;
2 ® 16)

L4 g ct
Ut HuY= =3

T he canonical transform ation generated by U 1 transfom s aw ay the third M a prana com -

ponent.

Let U be the ordered product
¥
U Ut B :17)
=1

U nder the action ofU , the transform ed operator now acquires a non—localphase factor
|

. Do ¢ ¥1 0 gy o4
U (iMuY= vl uk= U’ P= uk=
=1 k=i! =1 k=1i 1 ® :18)
P ilnl Ciy
= (1) ¥ 19—5 ;



wherenj= cjycj,and,jnthe last step, use has been m ade of
Uiyl Vel P2 hded+ T2 il
Y= Yeg PHes )
B :19)
=c¥( DM (16 )

U sing relation (B .18) and its com plex conjigate, one can transform the Ham iltonian

into
0
HXY =UHXYUy

= ucY duYy HiHflgYyud fuYy Fidtivuy
=1
D . ® 20)

=3 o (ol G D i S A DL
=1
D S .

_ = ClyCl+l C1C1+1y
2
=1

which isthe usual free ferm ion expression obtained by the Jordan-W igner transform ation.
The third M a prana com ponents have been transform ed out of the problem . T racing over
these variables w ill cancel out the overall factor of 2N =2 and one is keft w ith a free form ion

theory.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1. Tustrating the elem entary \Z," vortex for a charge e spinor order param eter.
A round the vortex, the phase change ofthe orderparam eter is . T he supercurrent around

R
this vortex can be rem oved by introducing a m agnetic ux forwhich &~ = ¢ Adl= ,

so the ux quantum for a charge e spinoris = % = 2%, which corresponds to the ux

quantum ofa charge 2e com plex scalar order param eter.
Fig. 2. (@ Bare M a’prana and conduction propagators, (i) Interaction between local

m om ent and conduction electrons.

Fig. 3. Diagram m atic illustration of the pairing equations show Ing (i) the spinor vertex
between conduction and M aprana soins (ii) the self consistent equation for the conven-

tionaland anom alous conduction electron propagators.

Fig. 4. Schem atic illustration of the quasiparticle excitation spectrum . T he gapful soin
excitations are separated from the gaplessband ofneutral singlet M a prana excitations by

half the B rillouin zone.

Fig. 5. Quasiparticle spectrum wihih mean eld theory for =D = 1=6. Bold lne:
gapped \up" excitations; dashed line gapped \down" excitations; dotted line: neutral

singlet M a prana band. Inset, density of states for up electron bands.

Fig. 6. Hustrating the distinction between (i) the H artree/RPA decoupling schem e used
and (i) a HartreeFock decoupling procedure. The \Fock" part of the vertex equation
is absent from the H artree approxin ation, but is reincorporated as a leading term in the

RPA .

Fig. 7. Tem perature dependence of the speci ¢ heat, calculated at low tem peratures for

a variety of =D .Note that as =D increases, the gapless band becom es \heavy".

Fig. 8. Mean eld free energy of the odd-frequency paired state plotted as a function of
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the \tw ist" wave vector of the triplet pairing eld ﬁc(R) = @ Rch(O) . The uniform state

© = 0) isunstable w ith respect to the state w ith a staggered phase Q = ).

Fig. 9. Conduction elctron NM R relaxation rate, com puted using our toy m odel for
the sam e sequence of of =D wvalues shown in Fig. 7. Even though the m odel predicts
a linear speci c heat F ig. 7.), the coherence factors give rise to an NM R relaxation rate
nom ally be associated w ith lines, rather than surfaces of gapless excitations. T here is no

H ebelSlichter peak below the m ean— eld transition tem perature.

Fig. 10. Localdynam ic spin susceptibility of the odd frequency state for various values
of =D . Inset detailsm id-gap response that grow s quadratically w ith the frequency, due

to linear spin coherence factors.

Fig. 11. Dependence ofmean eld free energy on the m agnetic wave vector P in three

din ensions. In three dim ensions, the state at P = ( ;0;0) is locally stable.

Fig. 12. Tustrating the energy dependence on the ux through a ring of odd frequency
triplet superconductor (no spin anisotropy). The phase  digpolayed here refers to the
phase of the charge 2e com posite order param eter gM ®)=h &®)S &)i. W hen the

ux through the loop exceeds one ux quantum , the system can relax the energy and
supercurrent by rotating the axes ofthe order param eter into the third din ension, creating
two Z, antivortices. This reduces the e ective ux through the ring by 2 ux quanta,
changing the sign ofthe supercurrent J = @QE =Q@ and producing a saw -tooth dependence
of current on ux. T he ground-state energy is a periodic, rather than a quadratic function
of the applied ux. A m acroscopic M eissner current can not develop in response to the

ux threading the loop unless soin anisotropy is added to prevent the rotation ofthe order

param eter into the third din ension.
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