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Abstract

A fundamentally revised version of superconductivity theory has been put forward by the present
authors since the standard theory of superconductivity based on the BCS theory cannot explain
superconductivity in cuprates discovered in 1986, and reexaminations on several experimental
results on the conventional superconductors indicate the necessity for a fundamental revision.

The revision is made on the origin of the superconducting phase variable, which is attributed to
a Berry connection arising from many-body wave functions. With this revision, the theory can be
cast into a particle number conserving formalism.

We have developed a method to calculate superconducting states with the Berry connection
using the particle number conserving version of the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations. An example

calculation is made for a model originally built for cuprate superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the present work deals with a fundamental revision of the standard theory of su-
perconductivity, we start with historical evolution of superconductivity theory.

After studying the gauge theories in quantum mechanics [1], London developed a phe-
nomenological theory of superconductivity from the view point of the wave mechanics. He

put forward the equation

thsuper = mv _l_ %Aem (1)

which explains the Meissner effect [2], where h is Planck’s constant divided by 2w, x*"P®" is
the superpotential, ¢ and m are the charge and mass of the particle, ¢ is the speed of light
in vacuum, and A®™ is the electromagnetic vector potential, respectively.

London argued that the wave function for the superconducting state is rigid in the sense
that when a magnetic field is applied, and the wave function is modified only by the change

of the phase factor
Ty — U = Poel 25X 0) (2)

where W is the wave function when magnetic field is absent, and ¥ is that when it is present

12].
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The supercurrent density js can be obtained using the rigid wave function in Eq. (2]) as

2 n
js = qnsv = g (Aem . _Cvxsupcr> (3)
me q

where ng is the number density of the charge carriers. This explains the diamagnetic current
that flows when a magnetic field is applied.
When Eq. (@) is combined with one of Maxwell’s equation

4
V x B = =, (4)

the equation that explains the exclusion of magnetic field from inside superconductors

(Meissner effect),

em 1 em
ViB™ = —A—QB (5)
L

is obtained, where the London penetration depth

mc?
AL = | ——— 6
L ATqgPng (6)

was introduced. This is the length scale where a magnetic field penetrates into a supercon-
ductor.

The superpotential gives rise to fluxoid,
ch
Bria = 0 f T (7
q

In a ring-shaped superconductor where the magnetic field is excluded from the bulk, the

flux through the ring is given by

% A" . dr = (I)ﬁuxoid (8)
C

where C' is a loop along the ring inside the superconductor where j, = 0.

Experiments confirmed the presence of the fluxoid given by

he
(I)ﬁuxoid = %n (9)
where n is an integer [3].
Note that
I
Aeff — Aem . _Cvauper (10>
q



must be gauge invariant since j, in Eq. (@) is gauge invariant. Thus, the angular variable
X*"P that makes A gauge invariant exists in superconductors.

The theory based on the wave mechanics formalism did not succeed in explaining super-
conductivity. The first successful microscopic theory for superconductivity, the BCS theory,
was built by the formalism using creation and annihilation operators [4].

Let ¢l be the creation operator for the electron in the metal with wave vector k and
spin o, the BCS theory uses the ground state composed of different particle number states

IBCS(0)) = 1;[ (e + vicelyel ) [vac) (11)

where uy, and vy are real parameters that satisfy ui + v = 1, and |vac) is the vacuum that

satisfy
Cko|vac) =0 (12)

The ground state |BCS(€)) is a linear combination of different particle number states,
thus, breaks the conservation of the particle number. It has a degeneracy with respect to
the choice of #, and breaking the global U(1) gauge invariance, the invariance of the physical
state by the change cxy — € 2%¢4,, o — e%‘gcfw, where 6 is a constant.

Using the particle number non-conserving formalism, the BCS theory provides a way to
calculate the superconducting transition temperature as the energy gap formation temper-
ature by the electron-pairing.

A salient feature of the BCS theory is the presence of the Bogoliubov excitation with an

energy gap formed by the electrton-pairing [3]. This excitation is most clearly seen if we use

the Bogoliubov operators given by

Ykt = uke_%eckT — v;.ceéecT_ki
Yok, = uke_%ec_M + vke%GCLT (13)
where they satisfy
Y| BCS(0)) =0, 71, IBCS(#)) =0 (14)

This indicates that the superconducting state is the “vacuum of the Bogoliubov quasiparti-

clres”, which replaces Eq. (I2).



Using the Bogoliubov operators, the BCS Hamiltonian can be cast into the following,

HBCS = Z EkalT(ngkcr + Econst (15>
k,o

where
By = /(E(k))? + AR (16)

with £(k) being the energy of Bloch electrons measured from the Fermi energy; Ay is the
energy gap given by

1 Ek 1 &k
Ay = 2Eu,vp, ui = 5 <1 + E(,k)> ) U]% = 5 (1 - f(?k)> (17)

FEix explains the energy gap spectrum observed in superconductors.

In the BCS theory, the induced current by a magnetic field is calculated as a linear
response to A®* which gives the formula very similar to Eq. (8) without the term with
Vx*P. The obtained current is not gauge invariant, and the gauge invariance of the induced
current became a big issue. After seminal works by Anderson [6, (7], a final resolution was
provided by Nambu[§], culminating to the idea “spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking”.
Nambu showed the the Nambu-Goldstone mode appears due to the degeneracy of the ground
state with respect to the choice of 6, and this mode retrieves the gauge invariance.

Independent of the BCS theory, a phenomenological theory was developed by Ginzburg
and Landau [9] based in the London theory of superconductivity. The gauge invariant
supercurrent is most easily calculated by this Ginzburg-Landau theory [9]. In this theory a

free energy for the superconducting state is given as a functional of an order parameter
\I[GL _ n1/2 ZXsupcr (18)

The free energy is composed of a material part

1 |(h ?
Fmat = Fnormal + /d3’f’— ‘ <—V - ngm> \IIGL +
2m [\ 1 &

/d% <a|\IfGL|2 + §|WGL|4>

(19)

where a < 0, 8 > 0 are parameters and Fjoma is the free energy of the normal phase, and

a magnetic field part
Froag = / d*r— Bem (20)
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In the Ginzburg-Landau theory, the supercurrent is calculated as

. 5Fmat q2ns he
== _ _ Aem _ super 21
. CéACm(r) me ( q VX ) (21)

in accordance with Eq. ([B]). The gauge invariance is retrieved by x*'*¢ [10].
The connection between the BCS and Ginzburg-Landau theories was provided by Gor’kov

[11]. The Gor’kov’s derivation yields,
m=2m*, q=—2e (22)

where m* is the effective mass of electron in the metal.

Although the Gor’kov derivation has been considered as a valid one, it disagrees with the
experimental value m = 2m, from the London moment measreuemen where m, is the free
electron mass [12, 13].

A notable point of the Ginzburg-Landau theory is that it introduces the coherence length

h2
- 23
St 2m|a| (23)
The BCS theory also introduces a similar quantity, the BCS coherence length,
hUFormi
= 24
s A (24)

Currently, it is interpreted that it is the size of the electron-pair, where A is the energy gap
and Vpem; is the velocity of the electron at the Fermi energy [4].
Based on the Ginzburg-Landau theory, Abrikosov showed that there are two types of

superconductors depending on the ratio of A\, and &g,

AL 1 1
typel —= < type II Ao 1 (25)

SaL \/§ far ~ V2’

In type II superconductors, applied magnetic field can penetrate the sample as vortices, and
ar s the core size of such vortices [14].

Remarkable effects caused by x*"P were predicted by Josephson [15]. They are called
“dc Josephson effect” and “ac Josephson effect”, and occur in the junction composed of two
superconductors separated by a thin barrier (or insulator region) depicted in Fig. [I

The current through the junction is given by
J = J.sin ¢ (26)
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FIG. 1. Josephson junction Sp-I-Sg (superconductor-insulator-superconductor junction) considered
by Josephson. pugr and pr, are chemical potentials of St, and Sg, respectively. When voltage V' exists

the relation eV = ur — pr, holds.

where J, is a parameter for the junction, and ¢ is given using the gauge invariant A% as

R he

o=~ (Aem - —VXW> + o (27)
he JL q

where ¢ is a constant and the integration is taken along the line connecting the two super-

conductors.

The ac Josephson effect occurs when there is a voltage across the junction. When the

voltage is V', time variation of ¢ given by

¢=— (28)

occurs.
This effect is most clearly seen if a radiation field with frequency f exists; the resonance
condition ¢ = 27 fn, where n is an integer, gives

V = %n (29)

Then, steps are observed in the I-V curve (current-voltage curve) [16].

Josephson obtained Eq. (28) based on the BCS theory by assuming ¢ = —2e [15]. His
derivation had been long considered to be right one. However, it has been argued that it
misses a contribution; Eq. (28) can be obtained by ¢ = —e [17-21]].

Before the discovery of high temperature superconductivity in 1986 [22], the BCS theory
and its extensions have been very successful and was believed that superconductivity was
a well-understood solved problem. However, the cuprate superconductivity is markedly
different from the BCS superconductivity in a number of ways; for example, the magnetism
is harmful in the BCS superconductivity since it causes the breaking of electron-pairing,

however magnetism coexists with superconductivity in the cuprate [23]; the superconducting
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transition temperature is not the energy gap formation temperature, but corresponds to
the stabilizing temperature for loop currents of £q1, size in optimally doped sample of the
cuprates [24]; the charge carriers in the room temperature become small polarons at low
temperatures [25].

Since the cuprate superconductivity is so different from the BCS superconductivity, a
theory much departs from the standard one is expected to be needed [17]. The supercon-
ducting state transition temperature indicates the importance of £qp.-sized loop currents, and
it has been argued that £qp,-sized spin-vortices and loop currents appear around the small
polarons in the bulk, explaining the magnetic excitation spectrum observed by inelastic
neutron scattering [26].

Efforts toward the elucidation of the cuprate superconductivity lead some researchers to
reexamine superconductivity from very fundamental levels. Those efforts revealed that there
are some experimental facts disagreeing with the standard theory even in the conventional

superconductors [27]. We would like to point out four major problems below:

1) Supercurrent in the standard theory contradicts the reversible superconducting-normal

phase transition in a magnetic field observed in type I superconductors.

Magnetic field is excluded from the bulk of superconductors, thereby the supercurrent
is generated in the surface region of width A\; in Eq. (@) as the screening current for the
magnetic field.

However, the Meissner effect is not just the exclusion of the magnetic field. It also
indicates that the superconducting state is a thermodynamically stable phase in the T —
H plane, where T is the temperature and H is the external magnetic field. Thus, the
surface current stops without generating irreversible Joule heat during the superconducting
to currentless normal metallic phase transition. Note that the thermodynamically stable
phase of the normal metal in a magnetic field is currentless.

Actually, after the discovery of the Meissner effect, the reversibility of the superconducting-
normal state transition in the presence of a magnetic field was confirmed [28-32]; and the
state of the art calorimetry indicates that 99.99% of the supercurrent stops without current
carriers undergoes irreversible collisions (see Appendix B of Ref. [33]). Hirsch argued that
the standard theory of superconductivity cannot explain how this transition is possible since

the supercurrent generated by the flow of electron pairs inevitably produces the Joule heat



due to the existence of a significant number of broken pairs that flow with dissipation during
the transition [33-35].

It is also note worthy that the use of the linear response theory to calculate the supercur-
rent may be problematic since it is tied to the fluctuation-dissipation relation [36], and the
current calculated by it usually causes dissipation. This point has drawn renewed attention
in relation to the absence of a dissipative quantum phase transition in Josephson junctions
[37-39].

One may say that the Ginzburg-Landau theory is derivable from the BCS theory [11], the
supercurrent generation in the latter theory can be used as the evidence that the BCS theory
explains the Meissner effect. However, the Gor’kov’s derivation from BCS to Ginzburg-

Landau theories disagrees in the mass in the London moment as explained below.

2) Experiments indicate that the mass in the London moment is the free electron mass,

however, the standard theory predicts it to be an effective mass.

The London moment is the magnetic moment generated by a rotating superconductor
in a magnetic field |2, 40]. Inside the superconductor magnetic field, the “London field’, is
produced by the supercurrent flowing in the surface region.

Let us consider a superconducting sphere rotating about its symmetry axis with constant
angular velocity w. Then, the velocity at the position r measured from the center of the

sphere is given by
V=wXTr (30)

Electrons inside the superconductor move with this velocity to shield the background

positive charge. Substituting this in Eq. () and using the relation B®™ = V x A®™ we have

B = —%w (31)
q
This is the London field, where m is mass, ¢ is charge, and c is the speed of light.
The London moment and field have been measured many times using different materials,
ranging from the conventional superconductor [41-45] to the high T. cuprates [46, 47| and
heavy fermion superconductors [48]. The results always indicate that the mass m is the free

electron mass m, if ¢ = —e is used, not the effective mass m* predicted by the standard

theory including the Gorkov’s derivation.



Lead, Leady

FIG. 2. Josephson junction in a real experimental situation, connected to leads, denoted as Leady,
and Leadr. The ac Josephson effect is observed as the quantized voltage given in Eq. (29) under

the application a microwave of frequency f and a dc current through the junction.

3) In the standard theory, the breakdown of the global U(1) gauge invariance or the

non-conservation of the particle number is essential.

It is sensible to consider that the particle number is conserved in an isolated supercon-
ductor. However, the standard theory requires to use the particle number non-conserving
formalism as manifested in the use of Eq. (II) [49,50]. It has been also claimed that the use
of 6 as a physically meaningful parameter is against the superselection rule for charge [51).
Thus, it has been argued that current formalism is an approximation of the true formalism

in which the particle number is conserved [50, [52].

4) The derivation of the ac Josephson effect takes into account only the half of the

contributions.

We shall revisit the ac Josephson effect: let us calculate qb using Eq. (27),

: L i L A L
¢ = - dr - [ O, A" — —Cvatxsupcr = g/ dr - E®" — 4 _Spcm - —&txsupcr
he Jr q hJr h q R
(32)
where the relation
1
Eem — _EﬁtAom _ Vgpem (33)
is used.
There are two contributions for ¢. The first one is
q [t qV
2 . Eem - _ 1 4
! /R dr X (34)

where V' is the voltage across the junction.
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The second one is

q h q i — KR
_ _ em _ _a super - = 35
. ( o= 0 ) R e (35)
Here, the time-component partner of Eq. (I0),
eff em h super
P =™ + 5@ X (36)
is identified as
eff K
= — 37
== (37)
where p is the chemical potential.
The balance between the voltage and the chemical potential difference yields,
eV = MR — UL (38)
Thus, the sum of the two contributions yields
. 2qV
b= (39)

In order to obtain the result in Eq. (28)), ¢ needs to be ¢ = —e, this contradicts the value
used by Josephson ¢ = —2e.

The above discrepancy comes from the fact that only one of the two contributions in
Eq. (32) is included in the Josephson’s derivation |15, [53].

The first term with E® in Eq. (32)) arises when charged particles go through the electric
field in the insulator region. The second term with ™ and y*"P" arises due to the fact
that the chemical potentials are maintained by the contact with the leads; in order to keep
the chemical potential constant, electrons enter from one of the leads and exit to the other
lead as electrons tunnel through “I” region in Fig. Since experiments are performed in
the presence of a dc current in addition to a microwave field, it is sensible to consider that
the two contributions both exit.

If ¢ = —2e is used as in the standard theory, the Josephson relation becomes ¢ = %. In
this case, half-integers will appear in Eq. (29). Indeed, such effects have been observed [54].

As Eq. ([@]) indicates, the most important ingredient for supercurrent generation is x"P'.

If an angular variabley with period 27 that satisfy
super 1
VX = =2V (40)
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exits, the experimental values of fluxoid are obtained by ¢ = —e. ¢ = —2e contributions may
exist since the electron pairing occurs in the system; however, the view that the supercurrent
is the flow of paired-electrons will not be valid according to the problem given above in the
item 1). It is also noteworthy to recognize that careful treatments of the spatial and temporal
fluctuations of E™ are needed to understand Josephson effect related phenomena, correctly
[21, 55].

The new theory is the one that can be formulated in a particle number conserving manner
[13, [18, 19, 21, 156, 57]. We will present a method to calculate properties of superconduct-
ing states, such as diamagnetic response current and persistent current, using the particle
number conserving formalism.

The organization of the present work is as follows: In Section [l particle number con-
serving version of the BCS theory is explained. This formalism becomes possible due to the
presence of non-trivial Berry connection. In Section model calculations are performed
using the particle number conserving Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations derived from the par-
ticle number conserving version of the BCS theory. A model constructed for the cuprate
superconductivity is used to demonstrate calculations. We conclude this work with some
remarks in Section [V]

Four appendices are included: Berry connection from many-body wave functions and
the modification of Maxwell’s equations are explained in Appendix [Al appearance of Afic
from spin-twisting itinerant motion of electrons is explained in Appendix reversible
superconducting-normal metal phase transition in a magnetic field is discussed in Ap-
pendix [Ct and collective mode y and associated number changing operators are derived

in Appendix [DI

II. PARTICLE NUMBER CONSERVING VERSION OF THE BCS THEORY US-
ING THE SUPERCONDUCTING PHASE FROM THE BERRY CONNECTION

In the original BCS theory, electrons in the normal metallic state are assumed to be well-
described by the free electrons with the effective mass m*. Then, the electron field operators

are given by

P, (r) = \%} S e, (41)



where V is the volume of the system.

Using the Bogoliubov operators [58, 59] they are expressed as

A 1 10 ik-r

\I]T(I') = ﬁ ; 6266 k (’YkTuk — 'VT_kJ/Uk‘)

T 1 19 ikr

\Ifi(r) = ﬁ Z e2feik (”ykﬂlk + ”YikTUk) (42>
k

Now we depart from the standard theory by replacing ez’ in Eq. (@2) by the number

£3X, Here, we do not specify the coordinate in x (we will introduce the

changing operators e
coordinate dependence, later). Then, the Bogoliubov transformation in Eq. (I3]) becomes

ig _ig i
Tkt = ukezxckT — Ve 2XC—k¢

Yok, = ukeéic_m + vke_%XcLT (43)
Note that the above Bogoliubov operators conserve particle numbers. Terms like e%ycko
can be interpreted that an electron in the (k, o) single-electron mode is removed and an
electron is added to the collective mode described by y; those like e 2%¢]  create an electron
in the (k, o) single-electron mode and subtract an electron from the collective mode described
by x. Thus, the Bogoliubov operators cause the fluctuation of the number of electrons in
the collective mode by transferring electrons between single-particle modes and collective
mode. As a consequence, the ground state becomes a linear combination of states with
different number of electrons in the collective mode |56]. This state replaces the state with
fluctuating total number of electrons (given by Eq. (1)) in the standard theory.

ikr

By including %e in u and v, we define

uk(r) = \/—Ve' Tug,  vk(r) = ﬁe U,

Then, the field operators become
Wy (r) = g e~ X0 (%Tuk(r) - ’YLUE(I'))
Uy (r) = > e X (pqui(r) + i) (45)
where the spatial dependence is included in Y.

Now we allow the coordinate dependent functions other than plane waves. We use the

label n in place of the wave number k for them. As a result, the field operators become

T(r) = > e~ 3X) (%Tun(r) - ’Ylﬂ:(r))

A

By (r) = 30 e 5 (5, u,(r) + 4f, 05 (1)) (46)
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The particle number conserving Bogoliubov operator 7,, satisfies
Tno|Gnd(N)) =0 (47)

where |Gnd(N)) is the ground state with the total number of particles N.

The ground state also satisfies
=30 |Gnd(N)) = F3X0|Gnd(N =+ 1)) (48)
The above phase factor gives

(Gnd(N)|es XK | Gud(N)) = e e VX (49)

indicating that the phase % Jof Vx - dr is acquired when the particle travels from r; to ry,
in accordance with the presence of Afi in Eq. (A20).

Let us consider the electronic Hamiltonian expressed by the field operators

~

H=Y / Ut (e)h(r) W, (r) — %Z / Erdr' Vg (v, YU ()BT, (¢, (¢) 0, (r) (50)

where h(r) is the single-particle Hamiltonian given by

2
1 h e
h(r) = -V+-A""| +U(r)— 51
=g (7 La) 0w - 1)
and U(r) is the single particle potential energy, u is the chemical potential, and —V.g is the
effective interaction between electrons. In the BCS theory, —V.g describes the attractive
interaction between electrons via the virtual phonon exchange.

We perform the following mean field approximation

=2 / d*r W (r)h(r) W, (r) + / dPrdr’ [A (e, v)Wh(r) W] (x)e” s@EHED) 4 e |
5 AT r>|2
+ [dratr a2 (52)

where the gap function A(r,r’) is defined as

A

Ar, 1) = Vegr (e, ) (3 XN () T (1)) (53)

Due to the factor XX the expectation value can be calculated using the particle

number fixed state.
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Using commutation relations for Ui (r) and ¥, (r),

A

{0 (r), U, (r')} = boord(r — ')

A

{U,(r), U, (r)} =
the following relations are obtained
(W4 (x), Hyp| = h(r)4(r) + / B Afr, ¥ B () e~ BEREHRE)

A

(0, (x), Hye| = h(r)¥,(r) - / & A(r, o) (1) e~ s RO+ (55)

The particle number conserving Bogoliubov operators ,, and v} _ obey fermion commu-

tation relations. They are chosen to satisfy
[HEs o] = —€ntnos [ Hms Vo] = €nvhs (56)
yielding the diagonalized Hy,
Hyr = E, + Z €Yo Tna (57)

where the excitation energies satisfy €, > 0, and £, is the ground state energy.
From Egs. (B3), (B4), and (57), the following system of equations are obtained
ene” X0y (1) = h(r)e 2Oy, (r) + /dgr'A(r,r')e_%X(r)vn(r’)
ene X% () = —h(r)e Xk (r) + /dgr'A(r,r’)e_%X(r)u;(r’) (58)
Using the relation in Eq. (@8], the above are cast into the following,

entin(r) = h(r)un(r) + / &' Ar, Yo, ()

€nn(t) = —I*(r)un(r) + / &' A (r, 1) () (59)
where
h(r) = 2;% (%v + ZACm - gvx>2 +U®r) - p (60)
and
A(r,r') = Vg (r, 1) Xn: [t ()07, (x) (1 = f(€n)) — un(r)uy(r) f(en)] (61)
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f(€n) is the Fermi function given by

flen) = # (62)
ersT +1

where kg is the Boltzmann constant.

The above system of equations are Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations [58] using the particle
number conserving Bogoliubov operators [56].

Note that the gauge potential in the single particle Hamiltonian h(r) is the effective one
given by

A — Aom Z—zvx (63)

In the BCS superconductor, the energy gain by the electron-pair formation exceeds the
energy loss by performing the spin-twisting itinerant motion that is necessary to have the
number changing operators; thus, even if the spin-orbit interaction is negligibly small, the
spin-twisting itinerant motion will occur. This will be the reason for the simultaneous
occurrence of superconductivity and energy gap formation.

By solving the system of equations composed of Egs. (B9), (60), and (€Il), with the
condition A®® = 0, we obtain the currentless solutions for w,, v,, which we denote as t,, 0y.

Using i, U, We express u,, v, as
Un (1) = (1)) 4, () = 6, (r)e2XD) (64)
We obtain x in the following manner. First, we note that x has to satisfy constraints,

2 Vx - dr = 271we,[x] (65)
4

where we,[x] is the integer called the winding number. The value we,[x] needs to satisfy
the condition similar to the one in Eq. (BI6) to make the wave function single-valued.
We obtain y for the ground state by minimizing the total energy under the above con-
straint. For this purpose, we use the following functional,
Nioop

FIV) = B[ + 3 % (f, Vx-dr = 2ruc ). (66)

where
E[Vx] = (Gnd|Het|Gnd) (67)
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is obtained using Eq. (64)); \;’s are Lagrange multipliers, and {C}, - - -, Cl,,, } are boundaries
of plaques of the lattice (we assume we have the lattice version of the Hamiltonian); and
Nioop is the total number of plaques of the lattice.

The minimum condition of F[Vx| with respect to the variation of Vy yields,

LSO _

Then, the current density is given by

2 6E 2w g

T A Py d 69
hovy | h &= %vxf{clvx ' (69)

This indicates that the current flowing in superconducting states is a collection of loop
currents.

Expressing Egs. (63]) and (68]) using the discrete lattice Hamiltonian, a system of equations
for V is obtained,

> LiejThe = 2mwe, [X] (70)
k<j
OE({muy}) . 0 ’
— 4+ A L, .7.:=0 71
OThej 52—:1 Z@T/«—j ;g_:] kg T (71)

where k < j indicates the bond that starts from site j and ends at site k, 7,.; is the
difference of x for the bond £k < j

Thej = Xk — Xj (72)
and Lj,_; is defined as

—1 if k + j exists in Oy in the clockwise direction
Lf“_j =49 1 if k<« jexists in C, in the counterclockwise direction (73)

0 if k < j does not exist in Cy

Note that a set of parameters {w¢,[x]} must be supplied as part of boundary conditions.
We take the branch of x; that satisfies the difference of value from the nearest neighbor

site k is in the range,
—m < X;— Xk <T (74)

From (x; — x&)’s, we rebuild x. The rebuilding process is as follows: first, we pick a

value for the initial x; (say x3 = 0). After fixing the value of xi, we calculate x, by

17



FIG. 3. An example of a simply-connected lattice constructed from square lattice. 5 x 5 square

lattice in a becomes a simply-connected lattice in b by removing 16 bonds.

X2 = x1 + (X2 — x1), where the site 2 is connected to the site 1 by a nearest neighbor bond.

The step where value x; is derived from the already evaluated value of x;, is given by

X = Xk + (X5 — xx) (75)

where the sites j and k are connected by a bond in the path for the rebuilding of y. This
process is continued until values at all accessible sites are evaluated once and only once.
By this rebuilding process, a single path is constructed from the site 1 to other sites
k # 1, which is achieved by making the region simply-connected by removing some bonds
(see Fig. ). We denote the path from the site 1 to other sites k # 1 by C}_. Then, the

value xy, is given by

xk%xﬁr/ Vy - dr (76)
Clak
When a magnetic field B™ = V x A®" is applied, the energy functional in Eq. (€7) is
modified as
2e
EVy — E {vx - %Aem} (77)
This leads to replace 7j.; in £ by
2e (I
Tiei — Tjei— %/Z A®™ . dr (78)

By this modification, a magnetic field can be taken into account.
Lastly in this section, we would like to consider the mass in the London moment. In the

present formalism, the velocity field v is given by

- Vx (79)



since the velocity field from 4,,, v, is zero. This indicates that m in Eq. () is m. in agreement

with the value observed in the London moment.

III. MODEL CALCULATIONS

A. Model Hamiltonian

In this section, a model is solved using the particle number conserving version of the
Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations. This model is originally built to study the cuprate super-
conductivity. Since the purpose of the present work is to explain the new theory, the model
calculation below should be consider as an example exercise. The validity of the model as a
model for the cuprate superconductivity will be dealt elsewhere.

The model is composed of two layers, a surface layer and a bulk layer (see Fig. d]). The
superconductivity occurs in the bulk, however, many experimental results show contribu-
tions from the surface region, thus, the surface layer effects must be included to interpret
experiments. The experimental results seem to indicate that the small polaron formation
and coexisting magnetic moment effects are strong in the bulk, however, they are weak in
the surface region.

Thus, we developed a model containing two layers to reproduce experimental results. It
is also notable that although the electron-pairing does not occur in the bulk layer, super-
current flows there in this model; thus, it demonstrates that the primary importance for

superconductivity is the appearance of the non-trivial Berry connection.

B. Bulk layer

The model for the bulk layer is constructed based on the fact that the parent compound
is a Mott insulator [60], which is well-described by the two dimensional Hubbard model with

large on-site repulsion
U>t (80)

where U is the on-site repulsion parameter and ¢; is the nearest neighbor hopping parameter.

The bulk CuO, plane of the cuprate is taken as a two-dimensional square lattice, where a
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L

FIG. 4. Simply-connected lattice constructed by removing some bonds for the two-layer model. We
consider the model with two 7x7 square lattices stacked in the z direction. There are four small
polarons in the bulk layer indicated by “M” and “A”. Each “M” indicates a center of a spin-vortex

with winding number 41, and “A” a center of a spin-vortex with winding number —1.

copper atom resides at each site. Oxygens between copper atoms are not explicitly taken

into account in the present model.

When holes are doped, they form small polarons in the bulk |25, 161]. At low temperatures,
the mobility of the small polaron is very small; thus, the supercurrent is not due to the

hopping of small polarons.

The inelastic neutron scattering experiments indicate spin-wave excitations with spin
lying in CuOs plane [23]. Thus, the magnetic moment coexisting with superconductivity in
the bulk. The magnetic excitation spectrum has a hourglass-shaped dispersion, suggesting

the stripes of spins or spin-vortices [26, |62].
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By taking into account the above observation, the following bulk Hamiltonian is con-

structed,

Hemps = —t1 Y [clycjo + He] + U cliesreliei + 01 Y0 Si - S;
J

<i7j>170 <i7j>h

i T i T
+ AD_[Chayy Chat = ChayrCh—al  Chaa Choyt — ChaatChoyl
h

+ (0] _p Chyt + CharChoyy) +1(Ch iy Chiat T ChyyrChial) +hic])

— ftbuike Y oo (81)
7,0
where c}a and cj, are creation and annihilation operators for the electron at jth site with

spin o, respectively.

In this Hamiltonian, the doped holes are assumed to form small polarons and immobile,
thus, the effectively-half-filled situation (EHFS) is realized, where the number of electrons
and the number of accessible sites for the electron are equal. We take the hole-occupied sites
as inaccessible sites for electrons, thus, not included in the sum.

The first term describes the electron hopping with transfer integral ¢1; (7, j); indicates
that the sum is taken over 1st nearest neighbor hoppings.

The second term describes the on-site Coulomb repulsion; U is significantly larger that
t1 (actually, we adopt U = 8t; in the present work).

The third term describes the antiferromagnetic exchange interaction between electron
spins around each doped hole; (i, 7);, indicates that the sum is taken over pairs around holes,
i.e., each hole (denoted by h) accompanies four sites around it (denoted by h—xz, h+z, h—y
and h + y; they are the nearest neighbor sites of h in —z, +x, —y, and +y directions,
respectively), and there are six site-pairs that contribute to (7, j), for each doped hole. The
parameter Jj, is taken to be 0.5Jar where Jarp = % is the antiferromagnetic exchange
parameter for the parent compound [63].

The fourth term is the Rashba interaction term [64], which we only include around the
holes [65]. The fifth term is the chemical potential term.

Components of the spin operator S; = (S, Sy, S%) are given by

1

S5 = §(C}ch¢ + c}icﬂ)
1
S = 5(=cjy ci+ o)
. 1
S5 = 5(0%% —clye) (82)
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The chemical potential puyyy is chosen to control the number of small polarons in EHF'S.

Since Hgprs is too difficult to handle as it is, we use a mean field version of it

(',J'>17
. 1 2, . L 4
U5 >3Tcn+<3<sj>+§>cﬂcﬂ

S + Sl — 5081

Sl + (8D)chen)

- 5<<s;-c> — S)ejren — 3

+ Ji Z [ ((S7)c TCJT+ (S ) TTCzT)
(@50 n

1 . o
+5{(S7) = i(S))efres + () —i(S))ehien}
1 : o
+ 1S + i(SY))elyen + ((ST) +1(S]))el e} — (Si) - ()]
+ A Z[C;rz+yich—m'f - CIL—I—chh—wi + C;rz+mich—yT - C;rz+mTCh—y¢
h

+ (o Chyt F ChorCrot) + 1(ChyyChiat + ChiyrChial) + hoc]

— Mbulk Z C;JCjo (83)

7,0
where (O) denotes the expectation value of the operator O. This Hamiltonian yields states
with spin-vortices around small polarons (see Figlh)). These spin-vortices induce loop cur-
rents called the “spin-vortex-induced loop currents’, due to the appearance of a non-trivial

Berry connection.

C. Surface layer

The Hamiltonian for the surface layer is following

Hove = —t Z [c,t,cjg +H.c] —to Z [c,t,cjg +Hel]+ UZ C;[»TCJ'TCLCN — fhgurt Z c}acjc,
<i7j>170 <i7j>270' J J,o

(84)

This is the Hubbard model including the second nearest neighbor hopping. The second

nearest neighbor hopping with the parameter ¢ is included to have a curved Fermi surface
in the angle-resolved photoemission spectrum. We use t5 = —0.12t; in this work.

The most important difference from the bulk Hamiltonian is the absence of the small

polaron effect. The spin-orbit interaction term is also absent. The chemical potential fig,,s

is so chosen that the bulk and surface hole densities are equal.
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FIG. 5. Spin texture obtained. a: The spin-texture of the two layer. The spins in the surface

layer are very small. b: The normalized spin-textures in the bulk (top), and that in the surface

(bottom). Spin-vortices are created in the surface layer due to the influence of those in the bulk

layer.

Since Hgy is too difficult to handle as it is, we construct a mean-field version via the

t — J model [66] for the Hubbard model,

Hige=—t1 > [(1 = (ni—o))eloeio(1 = (nj—0)) + Hel

<Z7.7> 1,0

—ta Y (1~ (i) )l Cio(1 = (nj o)) + H.c.]
<7:7j>270'
+ Z (Aije_%)zje_%&c%cji + HC) — Usurf Z c}gcjg

(1,901 J,o
where the pairing amplitude or pair potential A;; is defined as

4t% 15(_ 1'5(.
= ——(e29e2X (¢jycp — ¢ire)) = Ay

(86)

Due to the presence of the number changing operators, 3% and e%X", A;; is obtained

in the particle number conserving formalism. The appearance of the number changing

operator is due to the spin-vortex formation in the bulk; thus, the electron pair formation is

a secondary effect. To have the superconducting state, stable loop currents that can generate

a macroscopic persistent current should be realized.
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The pair potential A;; gives rise to d-wave pairing gap, and explains the Fermi arc [67].
We would like to emphasized that the appearance of the d-wave pairing gap is secondary
effect enabled by the appearance of the non-trivial Berry connection in the bulk; this gen-
erates the collective mode for supercurrent, and particle number changing operators. The
particle number changing operators make it possible to gain energy by the d-wave pairing

gap formation.

D. Interlayer hopping

The bulk and surface layers are connected by the inter-layer hopping. The following is

the inter-layer hopping Hamiltonian,

4¢2 1
Hinter—layer = _t3 Z [(1 - nis,—cr>C;'rSgcjbcr(1 U7 —0) +H.c. + U3 Z (Sls : Sjb - Znisnjb>
(isvjb>zvo— <257jb>z

(87)

where an antiferromagnetic exchange interaction between spins in the bulk-layer and those

in the surface-layer is included using a ¢t — J model approximation.

Since Hipter—1ayer 18 still too difficult to handle, we use the following mean field version,

Hlnter layer — _t3 Z [(1 - <nis,—0>)cz'rsocjb0(1 - <njb7—0>> + HC]

<i37jb>z7o

T 2 080 =S + (ST + Sl
F(S5) - §<ms>>c§mcm — (82) + ) iean)]
+23 5 (053~ STl s+ (550 + STl

+((85) -
44

2t2

(il sci = ((55) + 5(ns)ek i)

(18- (81) = e () (53)

N —

<i57jb>z

We adopt t3 = 0.01¢; in the following calculations. Through this Hamiltonian, the non-

trivial Berry connection generated in the bulk propagates in the surface.
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E. The total Hamiltonian for the two-layer model

Over all, our model Hamiltonian is given by

H HEHFS Hsurf + Hlnter layer

Z hw](,/cwcja +Z ije ~5Nig™ 2XZcTc L+ AL 62X762XZCNCZT]+ECOHSt
7.70-0- 7]

(89)

F. Particle number conserving Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations

In order to obtain the particle number conserving Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations from

Heg in Eq. (89), we perform the following Bogoliubov transformation

/

Cit = Z[U?T% - (U?T)*Vl]e_%Xi
n
/

Ci|p = Z[uﬁ% + (Uﬁ)*VJL]e_%Xi (90)

n

Using the Bogoliubov operators 7, and v, Heg is expressed as

I
HCH = Z Enfy;rzfyn + Eéonst. (91>

where E! . is a constant and “Y)” denotes that the sum is take over E, > 0, and the

ground state |Gnd) satisfies
Yn|Gnd) =0, FE, >0 (92)
The Bogoliubov operators are fermion operators that satisfy

{’Vna V;rn} = Onm, {’Vla 'an} =0, {7n> ’Vm} =0 (93)

thus, the commutation relations

[fy;rm HOff] = - n%T“ h/na HOH] - En’)/n (94)

are obtained.

The following commutation relations are obtained between H.g and ¢y, cl

10

[CZT7 ZhZTJUIC]U —|—ZA]6 2X]€ ZXZCT\L

jO’
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[ ZT’ Zhjg ZTC](; ZA* erJerzC gl

[ciy, H, Zhlwolcﬂ, ZAji€_5Xj€_§Xic}T
[CL,H Zhjg ZiC]U —|—ZA* 62X162X10T (95>
j,o!

Using Egs. (@5), (@0), and (@4]), the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations are obtained,
Enug = > e hyy jore 2X’u  + ZAUUN
jo!
Enu:.l = Z eaﬁihwjo,e—gﬁjujal + Z AJinT
jo' J
no_ _iXi * 1)2' n _iXi * i
Epvg = — Z e 2 hip e vj + Z e 2 hi 5624y Z Ajjug,
Envy) = Ze FRg e o0, Ze PR e J%JFZAJZ it (96)

In order to solve the above system of equations, we replace the operator x; by its asso-
ciated scalar value x;. Then, the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equations is put into the following

matrix form,

> M;¢) = Eadf (97)
J
where
hiT7jT€%(Xi—Xj) hiT’ﬂe%(Xi—Xj) 0 Ay
h; .e%(Xi—Xj) h; .e%(Xi—Xj) A 0
0 Ajj —hiy e by g em 2T
A;i 0 h;lﬁe—%(xz'—xg') —h L€ —£(xi—xj)
and
u
;|
or=1 " (99)
o
Vil

Note that solutions for F,, and —F,, are connected; the solution for —F,, is given by

()"
(vi})"
()’
(u:i)*

(100)
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Therefore, we only need to obtain half of the solutions to Eq. (O1).

Self-consistent solutions are obtained by solving the above equations using the self-

consistent fields,

(niy) = (chyen) = ZZ (3% [ o, — (V)] 2, — (Uf2)*3,Je™2%)
ny ng
! !

= 3> eFe(u) o, — R v [, — (32) " le2x)

=D > i) wig (vh, vma) — (i) () (rl, b + (R (i) + (05 (03) (v vh,))
_Z ‘u2T| f _'_ ‘UZT‘ f Z‘U/ZT‘ f Z|U2T| f

(niy) = ZH%I F(E) + o (= Z\uu\ f(E ZI%I f(= (101)

(1) = 5 LIl = el f(=E) - ;; dlf(E,)
(57) = 5 B — 1B + 5 ;[umz)* ) V(B (102)
and
A, =2 Z W (45" ()" + uly (05)” (o) tanh (103
where following relations are used
i) = F(En), (il =1 = f(Ea) = f(=En), (104)

We solve the system of equations in Eq. (O7]) by the Car-Parrinello method [68], taking
¢! as “time-dependent” variable ¢"(t) at the ith site that follows the Newtonian dynamics

mCP¢ Z sz¢ _'_ En(bzn(t) - nCP¢?(t) (105>

where mcp and ncp are mass and friction coefficient for the variable, respectively; here, the

wave functions {¢"(t)} are orthonormalized during the calculation.
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G. Spin-vortices and multi-valued wave functions

The self-consistent wave functions obtained in the previous section, actually, become
multi-valued with respect to electron coordinates due to the presence of spin-vortices. The
spin-texture obtained for a model system composed of the two-layers shown in Fig. [ is
depicted in Fig.

If u. and v}, are obtained just by minimizing energy, the resulting state is a currentless
state that satisfies the so-called “Bloch’s theorem” [69]. This corresponds to the solution
with constant y.

Let us examine this currentless state, more closely. Replacing the operator y; in Eq. (90)
by the scalar value of the underlying Berry connection, we obtain

R S % i O (106)
Ciy wo\ ug o () o)
and the currentless result corresponds to the solution with constant x;. Since the single-
valued solution corresponds to multi-valued x;, the currentless uj, and vj, are actually
multi-valued.
When the bulk Hamiltonian yields spin-vortices lying in the zy plane (in the CuO, plane),

the on-site U term in Hifpg in Eq. (83) becomes

1 2 . . 2
U Z[§(C}TCJT +clyes) - 3 (S;)] (e chies, + el ejp) — g(Sj>2] (107)
j
We can abosrbe the spin-twisting factor e*% using é;'T’ Cjy as
o =estidl ¢ =edbigy, (108)
Then, Eq. (I06) becomes

g (an =@\ [
D ET) ! (109)

Cil wo\ gy ()" ol

This is essentially equivalent to the solution with constant y in Eq. (I06). This means that
up and v} are obtained from the energy minimization only calculation if c}T, c;, are replaced
by E}Tv ¢ We do this in the following.

We obtain a2 and v}', from the following Hamiltonian, in which c}g and c¢;, are replaced

~T ~
by ¢}, Cjos

> My = Endl (110)
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where ]\;[ij and qu are given by

his €368 g e 5(E+E) 0 A=)
5 hiy jre 3 &) py o em @8 A e EE) 0
0 A’Zf‘je_i(&z_f]) _h;f‘T’jTe_i(gz—E]) hrT,ji€_§(§Z+5])
A;iei(&—fj) 0 h;lﬂeg(fﬂrﬁj) _ha,jiei(&_éj)
and
i
~ ™
or=1 " (112)
o
vy
respectively. Note that ul., 0]} are single-valued since the multi-valued part ¢3¢ are re-
moved.
H. Evaluation of Berry connection
Using @, v, Eq. (I06]) is rewritten as
C: ! 6_%(Xi+£i)ﬂn _6_%(Xi+£i) ono*
ciy o 6”3 (Xi—Ei)ﬂlfi e~ 3 (Xi—&i) ({}Z)* %TL

Now, we need to obtain the multi-valued y. The angular variable x is obtained from

conditions,
we,[€] + we,[x] = even number for any loop Cy (114)

If the above conditions are satisfied, e~ 3 (%) appeared in Eq. (I13) become single-valued.
Due to the presence of spin-vortices ¢ is multi-valued, and contains jump-of-value points
of an integral multiple of 2. To establish the condition in Eq. (IT4]), £ and x must have
the same jump-of-value points.
To have the same jump-of-value points for £ and y, we do the following: first, we rebuild
¢ from differences of their values between bonds; {;’s are obtained from the expectation
values of the spin components 57 and Sjy; we choose a particular branch for §;. The system

we consider below has the antiferromagnetic background; this gives rise to the background
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FIG. 6. Loops used to impose boundary conditions in Eq. (I14]). a: loops in the bulk and surface
layers. a: loops in the bulk-surface interface region. Some of the loops in the system are removed
since they are not independent; as a consequence, all the cells are accessible from outside without

breaking any walls framed by loops.

value of &, 5? = 7(jx + jy + j») in the units the lattice constant, where (j,, jy, j.) is the zyz
coordinates of the jth site.
In order to separate the antiferromagnetic contribution from &, we introduce angular

variable 7,
1 =& = 7(Ja +Jy +J2) (115)
where 7, is 1 at the jth site. We take the branch of 7, that satisfies the following condition,
T <n—n<T (116)

where k is a nearest neighbor site of j.

From (n; — ng)’s, we construct (§; — &)’s. After (& — &)’s are obtained, we rebuild &
from them. The process is as follows: first, we pick a value for the initial &;. After fixing the
value of &, we calculate & by & = & + (§&2 — &), where the site 2 is connected to the site 1
by a nearest neighbor bond. The step where value §; is derived from the already evaluated

value of & is given by

=&+ (§ — &) (117)
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where the sites j and k are connected by a bond in the path for the rebuilding of £. This
process is continued until values at all accessible sites are evaluated once and only once.
By this rebuilding process, a single path is constructed from the site 1 to other sites
k # 1, which is achieved by making the region singly-connected by removing some bonds
(see Fig. d]). We denote the path from the site 1 to other sites k # 1 by C}_. Then, the

value & is given as

o~ &+ /C VE - dr (118)

Let us summarize the calculation so far.

1. Solve Eq. ([@7)) self-consistently using the Car-Parrinello method in Eq. (I0F). Thereby,

we obtain Egs. (I0I), (I02), and (I03).

2. From Eq. (I02), &’s are obtained. Next, & s are rebuilt using Eq. (II8). Thereby, we

have &’s for which we know the positions of the jump-of-values.

3. From the rebuilt &’s, construct 5}0,@»0 in Eq. (I08). Using Egs. (I0T), (I02), and
(I03) obtained in Step 1), solve Eq. (II0). Thereby, @, 0]} are obtained.

0

n
10

n
10

+i¢ ~n n 3 Loon . —i&i~n n o _ i ~n n _ ,iti~n
4. eF3% 4 o, u? and v are obtained; ujh =e zglun, uf = ezfluu, vt = ezglvn,

n _ —ig&~n
vu—e 2 ZUu.

Next, we obtain x;’s that satisfy Eq. (IT14]). The requirement in Eq. (I14) is given by

1 N

we,[x] = o ZTCZ(H-I)(—C@(Z') (119)
=1

where w¢,[x] is the number supplied as a boundary condition. Cy(4) is the ith site in the

loop Cy, where Cy,+1 = C} with Ny is the number of sites in C).

In order to impose conditions in Eq. [I22), 7;.; is split into a multi-valued part 77, ; and
single-valued part f;.; as
Tjei = Tyei + fiei (120)
where TJQ(_Z- is given to satisfy
1,
we,[x] = o Z TCy(i4+1)+Cy(3) (121)
i=1
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and fj., is solved to satisfy

1 X
27T Z fce(2+1 )<Cy(3) (122)

The above is the equation corresponding to Eq. (70). They are imposed on independent
loops in the system, as shown in Fig.

For Eq. (71]), we use the conservation of the local charge at sites instead. As will be
explained later, it gives rise to a sufficient number of equations to obtain unknowns.

The conservation of the local charge at the kth site is

0= Jies (123)

Leby,

where by is a set of sites that are connected to the kth site. Jy., is the current through the

bond between sites £ and ¢ in the direction k < ¢,

2¢ OF 2¢ 0
_ ¢ _ =€ d Rig.igrCl cior|Gnd
Ty o > aﬂﬁ_f(Gn | Z jo'CiaCior |Gnd)

,5,0,07

> o jor ZZ (e [(up) ], = (0 v (52 m, — 0 (V52) "2, Je™3%)

1,5,0,0" ni n2

=25 S0 2 [ D) + 0 () ) ()

ij,ono! 87'1«—@

2e DesTic ok n e
Xy T ool () W f(Ba) - (05,) v f (= )

n727]7o-

h 57 it ;

+ hig o (Ul f(En) — (V) vl f(—En)]} (124)

We employ an iterative improvement of the approximate solutions by using the linearized

version of Eq. (I23) given by

0~ 2Ly OE({75}) | Z JOH})f]H (125)

h 5 OTjei O(Tjei)?

A system of equations for f;.;’s composed of Eqs. (122) and (I25]) are solve for given
75, ;'s by updating them iteratively

Tf(—]\z‘[ew = 30<—Ozld + fj<—2 (126)

0 Old

where 7} 5

is 70, value that is used to obtain the current value of f;; 75,7 will be

](—Z

used to obtain the next f;.; value.
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The numerical convergence is checked by the condition

2¢ « OE({70,})
where € is a small number.
For the initial 77, ;, we adopt the following,
ini 1y = iy —h
T t:zh:whtan 1ﬁ—zh:whtan 1ﬁ (128)

where (jz,jy,J.) and (iy,1,,i,) are coordinates of the sites j and 4, respectively, h =
(hg, hy, h,) is the coordinate of the hole occupied site, and wy, is the winding number of
x around the hole at h.

The number of 7;.; to be evaluated is equal to the number of the bonds. The number of
equations in Eq. (70) is equal to the number of the plaques. The number of equations from
Eq. (I23]) for the conservation of charge is equal to the number of sites—1, due to the fact
that the total charge is fixed in the calculation.

The equality of the number of unknowns and the number of equations gives
[# bonds] = [# plaques] + [# sites — 1] (129)

It is interesting to note that this agrees with the Euler’s theorem for the two-dimensional

lattice
[# edges] = [# faces] + [# vertices — 1] (130)

When the spin-orbit interaction exists the total energy depends on &; as shown in Fig. [71

In Fig. 8 obtained current using & = 0 is depicted.

I. Diamagnetic current produced by an application of a magnetic field

One of the hallmarks of superconducting states is the diamagnetic response to an external
magnetic field. Let us consider the situation where a magnetic field B = V x A®™ is
applied. Then, the modified energy functional in Eq. (7)) is used.

This leads to replace 7j.; in E by

2 J
Ujei = Tje—i — h—i ) A . dr (131)

where integration is performed along the bond j < i.
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FIG. 7. Dependence of the total energy on the value of £;. The zero of energy is taken to be the

value for A = 0 calculation. The units of the energy is t;.

FIG. 8. Loop current obtained by the calculation. a: Loop current in the system. KEach “m”
indicates a center of a loop current with winding number +1, and “a” a center of a loop-current
with winding number —1. b: Loop current in the bulk layer viewed from above. c¢: Loop current

in the surface layer viewed from above.
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FIG. 9. Supercurrent under the application of an external magnetic field. B = 0.01 in the units of
ty =1,h =1,e =1, and lattice constant in the plane = 1. a: The result from the calculation. b:
The linear approximation given in Eq. (I35]). c: The difference between the calculated result and

its linear approximation.

The calculation can be done similarly to the case for no magnetic field, starting from the

initial value

o iy 2
UO init _ 7_0 nit € / A . dr (132)
Ji

J1 J1i he i

Note that during the evaluation process of Vy, the ambiguity in the gauge of A“™ is

compensated, thus, the effective vector potential

e
ACH — Aem _ — 1
2€VX (133)

is invariant with respect to the choice of the gauge in A“™.
Now we apply a uniform magnetic field perpendicular to the lattice. In the actual nu-

merical calculations we have adopted

A= (134)
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FIG. 10. Supercurrent indued by the application of an external magnetic field. a: The induced
current in the two layers. The scale for the current arrow is enlarged from Fig.[@Ql b: The induced

current in the bulk layer. c¢: the induced current in the surface layer.

but we checked that the calculated current distribution is identical even other gauge is
employed.
In Fig. @a, current distributions with applying the magnetic field are depicted.
Numerical calculations indicate the following relation holds

de? B0} 17\ o

where {0} means all u;.;’s are zero B] The result using the above approximation is shown
in Fig. @b, and the difference between the exact result and approximate one is shown in
Fig. @c. The approximate one is almost identical to the exact one, except the current just
around the small polarons; it originates directly from the Rashba interaction.

The induced current is diamagnetic as seen in Fig. [0l This will become a screening

current of the magnetic field in a large system size.
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FIG. 11. Supercurrent obtained by feeding external current. a: Supercurrent with external current.
Two sets of three arrows indicate sites where external current enters and exits. Each arrow indicates
JEX The units of the current is t; = 1,4 = 1, and e = 1. b: The difference of currents with and
without external current. c¢: The difference of currents with and without external current in the

bulk layer viewed from above. Arrows are magnified from those in b.
J. Zero voltage current production by an external current feeding

Another hallmark of superconducting states is the zero voltage current flow through the
sample.
Let us consider the external current feeding. When external currents are fed, the conser-

vation of the local charge at site k in Eq. (I23)) is modified as

0=">" Jrer+ JI¥ (136)
Leby

where JEX is the external current fed at k.

JEX

The results are shown in Fig. The energy minimum with nonzero occurs for

A # 0 cases. This situation is similar to the one envisaged by Bloch for superconducting

JEX

states [71]. When the system is at the energy minimum with nonzero , zero voltage

current production is realized. In other words, persistent current flows through the sample.
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FIG. 12. Total energy vs J®X. The units of J®X is ¢t; = 1,A = 1, and e = 1. Three different

Rashba parameters \ are employed. The zero of the energy is that of A = 0 and J®X = 0.

The energy minimum occurs at zero J™X for the A = 0 case. This indicates the if the
Rashba interaction is absent, the zero voltage current production does not occur in the

present model.

IV. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have presented a fundamentally revised theory for superconductivity, and the method
to calculate properties of superconducting states based on it.

Since the early work of London, it has been repeatedly argued that theory of supercon-
ductivity needs to have a U(1) gauge field different from the electromagnetic one to have
the gauge invariant supercurrent. London called it “superpotential”, and the current stan-
dard theory calls it “Nambu-Goldston mode”. In the new theory, the Berry connection Afi¢
provides the necessary gauge field.

We would like to emphasize that the vector potential provided by the Berry connection
Af€ plays a crucial role in realizﬁ reversible superconducting-normal metal phase transition

].

in a magnetic field ﬂﬂ, , |£|, This phenomenon cannot be explained by the standard
theory EE, |

Besides the reversible superconducting-normal metal phase transition in a magnetic field,
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the new theory solves all four problems described in Introduction. It also provides a calcu-
lation framework for the two of the hallmarks of superconducting states, the diamagnetic
response current to an external magnetic field, and the zero voltage current produced by an
external current feeding, microscopically. This theory may be able to elucidate the cuprate
superconductivity, where nanoscale inhomogeneity of electronic states is important.

Lastly, we would like to note that a similar formalism using the Berry connection is

possible for superfluidity of bosons [56].

Appendix A: Berry connection from many-body wave functions and the modifica-

tion of Maxwell’s equations

Berry’s derivation for the Berry phase uses the adiabatic assumption [72]. The adiabatic
assumption here does not necessary means a slow change. We will explain this point below.

By following Berry, let us consider the state vector where given by
In(R(1))) (A1)

where R is the adiabatic parameter. This indicates the parametric time-dependence occrs
through time-dependent adiabatic parameter R(t).
Then, the time-dependent wave function becomes

. rR(t)

i [t o ’
‘\I](t)> _ ez R(0) <n(R(t))IVR|n(R(t))>dR‘n(R(t))>€_E fo dt' En(t")

— \n(R(t))>e”"(t)e_% fot dt' En (t") (A2)
The phase
R(t)
() =i [ R ALR) (A3)
R(0)
is the Berry phase, and
A,(R) = —i(n(R)|Vr|n(R)) (Ad)

is the Berry connection.
The Berry connection gives rise to a vector potential on the dynamics of R. Let us see

this below, taking the Born-Oppenheimer approximation as an example.
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In the Born-Oppenheimer approximation, R is the nuclear coordinates. The momentum
conjugate to R is —ihVRr. The electron coordinates is denoted by r. The Born-Oppenheimer

total wave function we consider is
fR)(r[n(R)) (A5)

where f(R) is the nuclear wave function and (r|n(R)) is the electronic wave function with
the nuclear coordinate as the adiabatic parameter.

Application of the momentum operator conjugate to R on the total wave function yields
—ihVr [f(R)(r[n(R))] = (r|n(R))[-iAVRr f(R)] — f(R)[inVr(r|n(R))]  (A6)

The integration over r after applying (n(R)|r) from the left yields
[—ihVr + RA,L(R)]f(R) (AT)

This indicates that the dynamics of R is that in the gauge field with the vector potential

hA,. In other words, the change of the momentum operator
—thVr — —ithVRr + hA, (A8)

occurs due to the presence of other particles.

Now, we shall consider a wave function for N electron system,
(I)(r1>"'arN>t) (Ag)

where r; is the coordinate of the jth particle.

The Berry connection A, takes into account the effect of the electron dynamics on the
nuclear dynamics through the wave function they share (i.e., f(R)(r|n(R))).

Let us calculate the Berry connection arising from ®(ry,-- -, ry,t) by regarding r; as an
adiabatic parameter. In other words, we calculate the gauge field that affects the dynamics
on the particle 1 generated by other particles 2, ---, N through the wave function they share
(i.e,, (ry,---,ry,t)).

We cannot consider r; as a slow variable compared with other ro, - - -, ry; however, the
whole system stays in the same state described by the wave function ®(ry,---,ry, ).

We first construct a normalized wave function |ng(r;)) that contains r; as an adiabatic
parameter,

q)(r17r27 T ',I'N,t)

‘C@(I‘l,t”%

<I‘2,~ ' '7rN|n‘1>(r17t)> = (A10>
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Here, |Cy(ry,t)| is the normalization constant given by

Ca(ry,1)] = /d3r2~-~d3rN<I>(r1,r2, )P (ry, T, ) (A11)
The wave function (ry,---,ry|ne(ry)) is normalized to 1 with respect to integrals over
ro, - -+, Ty, and single-valued with respect to ri. Then, the Berry connection for many-body

wave functions is calculated as
AYB(ry,t) = —i(ng(r1,1)| Ve, |ne(ry, 1)) (A12)
As in the Born-Oppenheimer case, AYE(r,¢) will modify the momentum operator as
—ihVy, — —ihV,, + RAYE(r)) (A13)

The same modification also occurs for r;, i =2---, N.

Let us consider the effect AYB(ry,#) using the path integral formalism of quantum me-
chanics [21]. According to the path integral formalism, a wave function is a sum of contri-
butions from all paths each contributes an exponential whose phase is the classical action
divided by & for the path in question [73]. For the system of charged particles and electro-

magnetic field, the classical action S are composed of the following three terms,
S=514+S5+S5; (A14)
where
$1=Y % /dt 2 (A15)
is the action for the particles,

- —/d3rdt {p¢°m(r, t) — —J A (r } = —QZ/dt [ (i, 1) — %fi'Aem(riat)}

(A16)
is the action for the interaction between the field and particles, and
- 1 3 em em - 3 em LOA™ ? em)2
53—8—7T/drdt [(E ) — (B ——/drdt [( Vo E@t) (V x A®™)
(A17)

is the action for the field. Here, ¢ and A®™ are the scalar and vector potentials for the
electromagnetic field, respectively; p and j are the electric charge and current densities,

respectively.
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In the following we consider the case where the electric field E™ is absent, and only the
magnetic field B is present.
The Berry connection AY® modifies the momentum operator by providing a U(1) field.

As a consequence, the effective vector potential for the U(1) field in the system becomes

e

Aeff — A°m + Aﬁc’ Aﬁc — AgIB (A18)
q

Here, we have used the “fictitious” vector potential Afi® in place of AME.

As will be shown later, Afi is given by

fic _ '
A" = 26VX (A19)

where x is an angular variable with period 27 [19].

By including the Berry connection, Sy becomes,
/ 1 3 . eff
Si=< /d rdt j - A (r, 1) (A20)

This gives rise to “Lorentz force”. The Lorenz force from Afi¢ is zero in classical mechanics;
however, Afi© may affect the dynamics of charged particles through the Aharonov-Bohm
effect [74] in quantum mechanics. Actually, this effect is the main concern of the present
work. We call this term, the Lorentz interaction term.

The electromagnetic field energy is the energy stored in the space through the Lorentz

interaction term. If we use S; as the Lorentz interaction term, Ss should be modified as
1
Si=—5 / drdt (BeT)? (A21)
T

where B = V x A°f,
Bfic = V x Afi may not be zero due to the fact that y may be multi-valued.

The use of S, and S, modify two of the Maxwell’s equations,

V-Bf =0 (A22)

4
V x B = %Tj (A23)

The first one gives rise to a Dirac monopole as shown below: we rewrite it as

V- -B™=-V.(Vx A" (A24)
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When the both sides of the above equation are integrated for a closed region with surface

Sf, we have

dS-B™ = — | dS-(V x A™) (A25)
Sf Sf

We split Sf into two surfaces Sf; and Sfy; with common boundary loop, C' = 9(Sf;) =
—0(Sf3). Then, we have the following relation

dS - (V x Af) + dS-(VxAﬁC):/ dr - A ¢ dr - A
Sy Sfa 8(St1) 8(St1)

(A26)

We consider the case in which singularities exist in Afi¢: let us take a closed surface S
with boundary C' = 05, and Afi has a singularity in S. Then, the following relation is

obtained

/dr —VX = @n (A27)

where n is an integer.
If we have the case where n = 0 for 9(Sf;) term and n = 1 for 9(Sf3) term in Eq. (A26]),
respectively, Eq. (A25]) yields

dS - B = @ (A28)
Sf 2e

This shows that a monopole with magnetic charge exists in the region enclosed by Sf [75].

Let us show V x Bfi¢ = 0: it is well-known that Vy in Af¢ can be decomposed as
Vx=Vxo+Vf, VX =0 (A29)
where f is a single-valued (V x Vf = 0), and x, may be multi-valued. Thus, we have
V x B =V x (V x V) = V(V?x0) — V2Vxo =0 (A30)
As a consequence Eq. (A23) is equal to
V x B™ = ?j (A31)
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Appendix B: Appearance of Afi from spin-twisting itinerant motion of electrons.

The electrons in the normal state of the BCS superconductor are assumed to be Bloch
electrons. We consider the Bloch electron under the influence of the Rashba interaction,
and show that the spin-twisting itinerant motion is realized |19].

We use the following Rashba interaction term

Hay = M) 7 (b~ 4A™ (1)), B1)

where A(r) is the spin-orbit coupling vector (its direction is the internal electric field direc-
tion), p = —iAV is the momentum operator, and ¢ = —e is electron charge [76].
We take into account the coordinate dependence of the spin function by adopting the

following spin function

! e~i380) gin S0
¥y (r) = e 3x0) (B2)

129 cos %

for the Bloch electron, where ((r) and £(r) are the polar and azimuthal angles of the spin-
direction, respectively. The expectation value of spin s(r) = (s,(r), sy(r),s.(r)) is given

by

S.(r) = gcosg(r) sin{(r), s,(r) = gsing(r) sin((r), s, = ZCOSC(I') (B3)

The Berry connection arising from the spin function > (r) is

h h h
Afe(r) = —i—cEIVZl = ——CVX(r) + —Cvg(r) cos((r) (B4)
e 2e 2e
and the effective vector potential is
AT = Acm 4 Afle (B5)

We introduce the following wave vector k. for convenience,

e

£ A (r,) (56)

kC:qC+

By following the standard method for the wave packet formalism[19, [77], the following

equations of motion are obtained,

. 1 0&
I = h Ok, + A(r.) x s(r.) (B7)
k, = —%1‘“0 x Bef, (BS)
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where B is the effective magnetic field,
B =V x AT (B9)
Eqgs. (B7) and (BS) indicate that the cyclotron motion in the band with energy
E(k) +hA(r) x s(r) -k (B10)

occurs.

By following the Omnsager’s argument[78], let us quantize the cyclotron orbit. From

Eq. ([BAl), the Bohr-Sommerfeld relation becomes

f ha - dr, = jé (hk, — SAST) . dr, = 27 <n + 1) (B11)
C C c 2

where n is an integer and C' is the closed loop that corresponds to the section of Fermi
surface enclosed by the cyclotron orbit.

Using Eq. (BY)), we have

7{ hkc-drcz—ff dr, -, x B
C cJC
:E]{ BT . r. x dr,
cJC
2e
_ 20 f Al gy B12
= AL dr (B12)
Thus, Eq. (B11]) becomes
1
Ef Ao+ S f Al dr, = 27 (n + —) (B13)
cJc cJc 2

This is the well-known quantized condition for the cyclotron motion if Al is absent.
If Afc is present, the above quantization condition is satisfied even if the magnetic field

is absent. In this case, Eq. (BI3)) yields,

— fc %Vx(r) ~dr. + j{c %Vﬁ(r) cos((r) - dr, = 2w <n + %) (B14)
which can be satisfied by the following two sets of conditions; one is ¢ = 7, we([x] = —1,
and n = 0; and the other is ¢ = 7, we[x] = 1, and n = —1, where
1
woly] = 5= §, Vx(@) - dr (B15)

is the winding number of x along loop C.
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When ¢ = 7, the single-valued condition for ¥(r) in Eq. (B2) leads to the single-

valuedness of e~ 3X(Me%i3  This is satisfied if the following requirement
welx] + wel€] = even number (B16)

is satisfied.

The condition we[x] = 1 requires that we[€] must be odd, thus, we[€] is not zero. The
nonzero value of we[€] means that electrons perform spin-twisting itinerant motion. This
indicates that the quantized cyclotron motion occurs without an external magnetic field by
performing the spin-twisting itinerant motion.

When the quantized cyclotron motion without magnetic field occurs, A€ is given by

AF(r) = —ox(r) (B17)

In addition to ¥ in Eq. (B2l), we consider the spin function 3, that is orthogonal to ¥,

ie~3¢() cos %

_ —ix(r)
Yo(r) =e2 e o 40 (B18)
2
The fictitious vector potential from >, is
he he he
AJ(r) = =iV, = — - Vx(r) — -VE(r) cos(r) (B19)
and the effective vector potential is
AT = A Afe (B20)
When the quantized cyclotron motion without magnetic field occurs, A€ is given by
. he
A3 (r) = —5-Vx(r) (B21)

just like Afic

Let us consider the case where the many-electron wave function ® for N electrons is
given as a Slater determinant of spin-orbitals ¢ 1(r)3(r), ¢12(r)Xs(r), ..., qb%l(r)zl(r),
and gb%,z(r)ZQ(r), where ¢;1(r) and ¢,2(r) are time-reversal partners and N is assumed to

be even.

Then, AMB in Eq. is calculated as
Ao _ St [ 0] Ve )2t + 33 (1) B (1) Vo (r) ()|
S 011 (0)851(x) + 1o (r)dya(r)]
c AT 64,1050 (1) + AF S 65,(0)05a()

)
h 1 (0510005 (0) + 67(r) bya(r)|

(B22)
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where “Im” indicates the imaginary part. Note that

'Mwlz

(671(1)V;1(r) + 65 5(r) Va(r)] is real (B23)

1

j
since ¢;1(r) and ¢;o(r) are time-reversal partners.

When the quantized motion of spin-twisting itinerant motion occurs, Afl® and Afc are

given by Al = Afe = —2¢¥y . Thus, we have
MB 1

It is shown that when the pairing energy gap is formed, the smallest possible size of
the loop current from the quantized motion is estimated to be {pcs in Eq. 24) [21]. The
loop currents can coexist with displacing their centers. This suggests that {gcg-sized loop
currents exist in the BCS superconductor with the current directions arranged in such a way

that the macroscopic current is zero.

Appendix C: Reversible superconducting-normal metal phase transition in a mag-

netic field.

We will show that how the existence of Afi® explains the reversible superconducting-
normal metal phase transition in a magnetic field.
Let us consider the magnetic field part of the free energy of the Ginzburg-Landau theory

is given by
1 2
_ 3 eff
Fraag = /d re- (B) (C1)

During the phase transition, the superconducting region shrinks and the magnetic field
penetrating region increases. As a consequence 0;B°™ # 0 occurs. This will induce an
electric field, and if normal current exists, the Joule heating should occur. Thus, for the
reversible transition to occur, it should occur without generating normal current.

The change of Fy,e due to 8;B°T £ 0 is given by
At ]
APy = / &r / dt——B" - 9,B" (C2)
t T

where At is the time interval for this change
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If the above change of BT is only due to the change of Afi°, AF,,,, is given by
1 t+At
APy = - / &ri, - / dt 9,Af (C3)
c t
where

B =V x (A 4+ Af), j, = iv x B¢l (C4)

are used.
The supercurrent kinetic energy part of the free energy is given by
2
m en 2
Fn = [ d'renav? = [ din o (A C5
k r 5 NgV T2mecz ( ) (Ch)
where the supercurrent density

e’ng

js=—enyv = ———=A" (C6)

MeC
is used.

The change of the supercurrent kinetic energy AF, caused by 9,Af¢ is
1 t+At
ARy = —- / &ri, - / dt 9,A"¢ (C7)
c t

Therefore, according to Egs. (C3)) and (CT), the transition with AF,,, + AFg, = 0 is

realized via
t+At
/ dt 9,Afc (C8)
t

This occurs in a quantized manner by changing the winding numbers for x, without Joule
heating. This is the key step to realize the reversible superconducting-normal metal phase
transition in a magnetic field. Other changes occur among js, B, n,, to satisfy VB =

47” js and Oyns + V - js = 0. However, those changes can proceed without Joule heating [57].

Appendix D: Collective mode x and associated number changing operators

We consider the quantization of the collective mode arising from y. For this purpose, we
use the Heisenberg operator formalism.

In order to have the phase arising from Afi° in Eq. (A20), we express ® as
O = Do # 2o X (D1)
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by explicitly extracting the Berry phase part e 2 s LX),

This is actually the definition for 4 through ® and the Berry connection,
i ZN (r;)
Py = Pe? Lui=1 X (D2)

The kinetic energy part of the Hamiltonian is given by

Ko= — i(ﬁ.vjy (D3)

2me i\

where m, is the electron mass. The current density calculated using the above kinetic energy

:_qz

22me/al e dPry [OEV,00 — ©0V,05 6(r — 1)) (D4)

is zero; i.e., Py is a currentless state.
When the ground state does not have the non-trivial Berry connection, it is a currentless
state. In this case, we may identify ® as ®(, and the collective coordinate x disappears.
However, when the Berry connection is non-trivial, the collective coordinate yx is present.
We treat x as a collective dynamical variable, and quantize it with the help of the following

Lagrangian,
= (P|ihdy, — H|P) =ih(Do|0;| Do) + /dr n,x — (P|H|P) (D5)

where n, is the number density of the particles |79].

From the above Lagrangian, the conjugate momentum of y is obtained as

oL h
D6
pX 6X 2 P ( )
thus, x and n, are canonical conjugate variables.
By following the canonical quantization condition
[y (r,t), X(r',t)] = —ihd(r — 1) (D7)

where p, and x are operators corresponding to p, and x respectively, we obtain the following

relation
[f(r,t), x(r',t)] = —2id(r — 1) (D8)
where 7 is the operator corresponding to n,,.
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Strictly speaking, x is not a hermitian operator; however, it is known that when it is used
as e*2X the problem is avoided, practically [80].

We construct the following boson field operators from x and n,

~

D) = ()7 ex) | (r) = e 30 (a(r))"/ (D9)

Using Eq. (DS), the following relations are obtained,

~ ~

(@), ') =6 =), [Pr). o) =0, [i(r).d'@)]=0 (D10)
From Eq. (DI0), the following relations are obtained
[0 P (x)] = FE(r — ') (D11)

which indicate that e¥2X®) are number changing operators for the number density operator

~

A(r) = ¢f (r)d(r) (D12)
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