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We studied the phase diagram for a two-dimensiohahve superconducting system under an in-plane mag-
netic field or an exchange field. According to the spatial guréition of the order parameter, we show that there
exists quantum phase transitions in which the uniform plr@sesforms to the one-dimensional Fulde-Ferrell-
Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state, and then to two-dimemsibFFLO state upon increasing the exchange field.
The local density of states are calculated and suggestezisigbatures to distinguish these phases.

The Fulde-Ferrell- Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state was the exchange interaction becomes stronger. This resug-is s
predicted several decades ago by Fulde and Ferrell [1], andgificantly different from our previous understanding about the
Larkin and Ovchinnikowv[2] for the superconductorin a sgon pattern of the FFLO state in 2D systems. Therefore it is of in-
magnetic field, where the superconducting (SC) order paranterest and timely to reexamine the formation of the FFLQestat
eter varies periodically in space. While the occurance ef th in a 2D superconducting system as a function of the exchange
FFLO state requires very stringent conditions on the SC-matenteraction.
rials, namely, the Pauli paramagnetisfieet should dominate |y the present work, we calculate the spatially distributed
over the orbital fect [3], and the material needs to be very g qer parameter self-consistently based on the BAdG equsatio

clean [4]. As aresult, this long thought of inhomogeneous SGrpe wholeH - T phase diagram is constructed. We verify nu-
state has never been observed in conventional supercondygerically that the pattern of order parameters in the FFLO

tors. state for two-dimensional-wave square lattice samples in

For layered systems with an exchange field or a magPrésence of an exchange field is not always simply 2D. At
netic field parallel to the SC plane, the orbitaffeet Z2Er0 temperature, the pattern changes from uniform to 1D
will be suppressed strongly due to the low dimensionalmFLO state, and then to 2D FFLO state as the strength of the
ity. Thus they could be strong candidates to look forexchange field increases. The per|0d|C|ty_of the 1D and 2D
the FFLO state. Actually, in the past decade indicationd FLO states decreases as the exchange field increases. At fi-
for possible FFLO state have been reported in the heav ite temperature, the 1D FFLO state will transit to the umifo
fermion materials CeCo#n[5, [€], organic superconductors hase uponincreasing the temperature. Thus near the SC tran

A-(BETS)GaCl, [7],A-(BETS,FeCl [g, [9] and x-(BEDT- sition temperature, only uniform phase and 2D FFLO state are
TTF),Cu(NCS) [10’ 11]. All of them a,revquasi two dimen- oPserved. The LDOS for the above states are also calculated

sional (2D) layered compounds. The experimental develop@nd they provide definitive signatures for the above meetion

ments have attracted renewed interest on the property of t o LO states. In addition, our numerical study ”.‘d'cate$ tha
FFLO state. Theoretically, the existence and the charactdP! @ 2D s-wave superconductor, the FFLO state is always 1D
of the FFLO state can be investigated through analyzing thék€ and no 2D pattern coulql_l:)e obtained, this conclusion is
Ginzburg-Landau (GL) free-energy function, which is valid consistent with that of Ref._[15, 16] and the result will net b
at temperatures not too below the superconducting transiti Presented here.

temperature. Anotherfiective method is the Bogoliubov-  We start from a phenomenological BCS-type model with
de-Gennes (BdG) technique and it has been proven to e Zeeman splitting fiect caused by an exchange field or
a powerful tool to study the inhomogeneous state and th&-plane magnetic field. On a two-dimensional square lat-
local density of states (LDOS) self-consistently in the dow tice with a pairing interactiok’ between the nearest-neighbor
dimensional system. In fact, in the past, the FFLO statesites, the mean-field Hamiltonian leading to theave super-
has been studied intensively based on the above two tecleonductivity can be written as,

niques [12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 1/7,/118]. For a 2D system, it is

somewhat established [14,| 15]that the order parameter has a + .

2D checkerboard pattern for a superconductor witvave H = = Sijo (66, Cier + N.C) = o (1 + NG Cir

pairing symmetry, and a 1D stripe-like pattern $avave pair- + Zij(Ai,—c;’Tc}'l +h.c), (1)

ing symmetry|[15, 16]. On the other hand, it has been shown

that in the presence of dilute impurities, the pattern of the ) , .
FFLO state becomes 1D stripe-like in a BRwave supercon- Wheret; are the hopping constants apdis the chemical
ductor [17/18]. This implies that the 2D and 1D FFLO stategPotential. oh is the Zeeman energy term, caused by the
may be present in the system irfidrent parameter region. It interaction betwe_en the magnetic flelq and the spins, with
was also argued without a calculation thatkhe T phase dia- ¢ = +1 representing for spin-up and spin-down electrons, re-
gram for the 2D isotropic systems, regardless &ds d-wave spe.cy\_/ely. Thal-wave SC order parameter has the following
pairing, should include both 1D FFLO state and 2D FFLod€finition: Aij = V(ciicj; —.CiiCj1)/2.

states with square, triangular and hexagonal patternsgd2]  This Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by solving the BdG
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FIG. 1: H-T phase diagram of the two-dimensiodalvave super-
conductor in the parallel magnetic field.
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whereH;; is expressed by,

Hij=—tij—(/.l+0'h)5ij. 3)
The SC order parameter and the local electron demsgity
satisfy the following self-consistent conditions, a
Vij 5 n ¢ En

A= PR RATAY 1) tanhGes), (4)

n

FIG. 2: (Color online) Plots of the order parameteas a function
n = Z |UinT|2f(En) " Z |Vinl|2[1 — F(EW]. (5) of position for various Zeeman fieldis
n n

Heref(X) is the Fermi distribution function. We define the fer- d-wave SC state, 1D FFLO state, and 2D FFLO state, respec-
romagnetic (FM) spin ordemy and the on-site order parameter tively. The periodicity will decrease as the magnetic figld i
Ai as,m = nip — Nig; A = 1/4(Ajjisg + Aij—s — Aijrg — Aiizg)- creases in both 1D and 2D FFLO states.hAs 0.28, the SC

The LDOS is expressed by, phase will be destroyed completely. The periodicity of the 1
FFLO state also increases as the temperature increases, and
pi(w) = Z[|uinT|25(En —w)+ |Virl|25(En +w)], (6) itwilltransit to the uniform state as the temperature iases
o further. As a result, the range of the FFLO phase will de@eas

upon increasing the temperature. Near the SC transition tem

where the delta function(x) is taken ad’/x(x* + I'?), with  perature, only unifornd-wave phase and 2D FFLO phase was
I' = 0.01. The supercell technical is used to calculate theobserved, with the transition field at abdut 0.225.
LDOS. The calculated order parameter amplitudes for various Zee-

In the following calculation, we take the hopping constantman fieldsh with the temperaturd = 107> are shown in
tj; to be unity for nearest neighbors and zero otherwise. Th&igs.2(a)-2(e). As seen, for weaker magnetic field, therorde
pairing potentiaV and the filling electron density are cho-  parameter is uniform [Fig.2(a)]. When the zeeman field in-
sen ad/ = 1.3 andn = 0.84 (hole-doped samples with doping creases, as we can see from Figs.2(b) and 2(c), the SC order
6 = 0.16), respectively. The calculation is made orx48 lat-  forms the stripe pattern. The order parameter is of neady co
tice with periodic boundary condition and random distrézit  sine form with the periodicity of about 48 alomglirection as
initial values of the order parameters are chosen. Thel1® h = 0.16. We have verified numerically that the periodicity is
supercell is used to calculate the LDOS. kept to be 48 for 4 < h < 0.175. And the periodicity re-

We summarize our main results in Fig.1, as seentthel duces to 24 ak increases (A 75< h < 0.23). Here the finite
phase diagram is plotted. At zero temperatures two criticatize dfect prevents us from obtaining solutions with period-
Zeeman fieldd; = 0.14 andh, = 0.23, are revealed. The icity not commensurate with the lattice size. Adncreases
whole SC state is divided to be three regions, namely, umifor further, the pattern changes to two-dimensional, with the p
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0.06 FIG. 4: (Color online) The LDOS spectra forfiirent phases. Panel
o.04 (a) is the LDOS in the uniform phase with= 0.13. Panels (b)

and (c) are the spectra in the 1D FFLO phase \ith 0.16 at the
nodal line and at the site which the order parameter is maxiyne-
spectively. The right panels are the spectra in the 2D FFL&@h

g-il with h = 0.235, where (d-f) are the spectra at the saddle point where
0.09 two nodal lines intersect, the midsite between two neiginigosad-
0.08 dle points, and the site where the order parameter has thiemax

magnitude, respectively. The (blue) dotted line, (red)hddsline,
and the (black) solid line are spin-up LDOS, spin-down LD@&]
whole LDOS, respectively.

FIG. 3: (Color online) Plots of the FM ordem as a function of
position for various Zeeman fieldis We now turn to study the LDOS spectra. The LDOS [Eq.
(6)] can be written ag; = pi;+pi;. Herepj; andp;; are respec-
tively the spin-up and spin-down parts of the LDOS. These
riodicity decreases dsincreases, which can be seen clearlytwo parts are exactly the same if the Zeeman field is absent.
from Figs.2(d) and 2(e). In presence of the Zeeman field, the spin up LDOS shifts to
The spatial distributions of the FM order are shown inleft and the spin down LDOS shifts to right. In Figs.4(a))4(f
Figs.3(a)-3(e). The parameters are the same to those i Fig.we plot the two parts of LDOS separately to discuss the prop-
As seen in Fig.3(a), in the uniform phase, the FM order is als@rties of the LDOS. The whole LDOS spectra are also plotted
uniform. Actually, the FM order competes with the SC or- so that the results can be compared with scanning tunneling
der and is suppressed strongly by the SC order, as a result, timicroscopy (STM) experiments.
FM order could not survive at lower magnetic field< 0.12), The LDOS spectra in the uniform phase are shown in
and quite weak# 0.003) ash = 0.13. We also checked nu- Fig.4(a). As seen, the spin-up LDOS shifts to the left with
merically (not presented here) that the FM order will insea the mid-gap point locating at = —h. The SC coherent peaks
to about 0.05 in the normal state for the same magnetic fielghift to +A¢ — h. The spin-down LDOS shifts to the right
(h = 0.13). In the 1D FFLO state, as seen in Figs.3(b) andwith the SC coherent peaks af\g + h. Outside the gap we
3(c), the FM order is largest along the nodal lines and is supean seen the van Hove peak. As a result, the whole LDOS
pressed when the SC order parameter increases. The FM ordgrectrum contains two stronger peakstého + h) and two
reaches the minimum value as the SC order is maximum. Theieaker peaks at(Ag—h). The gap structure at low energies is
pattern also forms 1D stripe but the periodicity is one-lbalf "U"-shape. The density of states at zero engs(f) increases
that of the order parameter. In the 2D FFLO state [Figs.3(d}inear with the external field, indicating that the quasijuée
and 3(e)], the FM order forms the checkerboard pattern.-Simiexcitations due to the magnetic fields.
lar to the case of 1D FFLO state, the FM order is largest at the The LDOS spectra in the 1D FFLO phase with= 0.16
nodal lines and minimum as the SC order is maximum. There shown in Figs.4(b) and 4(c). Fig.4(b) is for the site an th
periodicity along the parallel direction is the same as tfat nodal line. We can see very sharp and strong peaks at the po-
the order parameter. While the periodicity along the diaon sition +h. The SC coherent peaks are suppressed and almost
direction is only one-half of that of the order parameter. invisible. The peak at negative energy comes from the spin-
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up LDOS, and the peak at positive energy are contributed b9.105. And mid-gap peaks exist between two neighboring
the spin-down LDOS. Taking into account the Zeeman shiftsaddle points [Fig.4(e)]. At the site where the order param-
these in-gap peaks (bound states}latocate just at the mid- eter is maximum, the LDOS spectrum [Fig.4(f)] is similar to
gap position. These bound states are due to the sign changeat of the 1D FFLO state [Fig. 4(b)] and that of the uni-
of the order parameter across the nodal lines and are relatédrm phase, namely, if the van hove peaks and the weak peak
to the Andreev reflections, similar to the mid-gap stated-in caused by the mid-gap hump are excluded, there are only four
wave superconductots [19]. The intensity of the in-gap peakpeaks left, locating at(Aq + h), contributed by the spin-up
will decrease as the site moves away from the nodal line. Asind spin-down LDOS, respectively.

we can see from Fig.4(c), at the site where the order parame- \we have shown the LDOS spectra of the threiedént

ter is maximum, the in-gap peaks are turned to be a hump &, 1565, As seen in Figs.4(a)-4(f), the spectra are qufer-di

the mid-gap position for both spin-up and spin-down LDOSe ¢ and the spectra in each phase have their distinctiverésat
spectra. The SC coherent peaks are seen clearly. The mid-ggp \ve discussed above. Thus they can be easily detected by

hump is so weak that it is concealed in the whole LDOS (- {he STM experiments and can be used as signatures to probe
spectrum. We can see four peaks at the energi@s[+ h)]. the FFLO states.

And the spectrum of the whole LDOS is similar to that of the

uniform phase while the gap structure at low energies is not N Summary, based on a BCS-type model and BdG equa-
"Ur-shape but "V"-shape due to the presence of the mid—gaﬁ'ons' we studied the phase transition induced by the eatern
hump. magnetic field. The phase diagram is mapped out and the tran-

At last we plot the LDOS spectra of the 2D FFLO phasesitions from uniform phase to 1D FFLO state, and 1D FFLO
in Figs.4(d)-4(f). Actually the features of the spin-up LBO State to 2D FFLO state are revealed. We also calculate the

spectra are studied intensively in Reéf.|[15]. There are twd-DOS to discuss the signatures of the three phases, namely,

kinds of Andreev bound states. One is due to the sign chandd® LDOS spectrain the uniform phase will contain four peaks

of the order parameter across the nodal lines. The second §&/€ {0 the Zeeman shift. In the 1D FFLO state, the LDOS
essentially localized at the saddle points. The order param spectra show mid-gap states due to the Andreev reflection. In

ter is suppressed strongly in a intersecting region, which p the 2D_ FFLO states, f_our in-gap peaks are revealed at the sad-
duces a potential well for a quasiparticle and thus generatel€ POt due to two kinds of Andreev bound states.

two finite-energy andreev bound states. As a result, at the This work was supported by the Texas Center for Super-
saddle points, four in-gap peaks exist in the spin-up LDOSonductivity at the University of Houston and by the Robert
spectra [Fig.4(d)] at the energie$.575,-0.385,-0.08 and  A.Welch Foundation under the Grant no. E-1146.
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