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Spin Susceptibility, Upper Critical Field and Disorder Effect in j = % Superconductors

with Singlet-Quintet Mixing

Jiabin Yu! and Chao-Xing Liu!'*
! Department of Physics, the Pennsylvania State University, University Park, PA, 16802

Recently, a new pairing state with the mixing between s-wave singlet channel and isotropic d-wave
quintet channel induced by centrosymmetric spin-orbit coupling has been theoretically proposed
in the superconducting materials with j = % electrons.’ In this work, we derive the expressions
of the zero-temperature spin susceptibility, the upper critical field close to the zero-field critical
temperature 7. and the critical temperature with weak random non-magnetic disorders for the
singlet-quintet mixed state based on the Luttinger model. Our study revealed the following features
of the singlet-quintet mixing. (1) The zero-temperature spin susceptibility remains zero for the
singlet-quintet mixed state if only the centrosymmetric spin-orbit coupling is taken into account,
and will deviate from zero when the non-centrosymmetric spin-orbit coupling is introduced. (2) The
singlet-quintet mixing can help enhance the upper critical field roughly because it can increase Tt.
(3) Although the quintet channel is generally suppressed by the non-magnetic disorder scattering, we
find the strong mixing between singlet and quintet channels can help to stabilize the quintet channel.
As a result, we still find a sizable quintet component mixed into the singlet channel in the presence
of weak random non-magnetic disorders. Our work provides the guidance for future experiments
on spin susceptibility and upper critical field of the singlet-quintet mixed superconducting states,
and illustrates the stability of the singlet-quintet mixing against the weak random non-magnetic

disorder.

I. Introduction

Increasing research interests have recently been fo-
cused on the superconductivity in half-Heusler materi-
als, including RPtBi(R=La, Y and Lu) and RPdBi(R =
Er, Lu, Ho, Y, Sm, Th, Dy and Tm) due to their possi-
ble unconventional mechanism indicated by the low car-
rier density(10*® ~ 10*°em=3) compared with the critical
temperature (0.5 ~ 1.9K), the power-law temperature
dependence of London penetration depth implying nodal
superconductivity (YPtBi) and the large upper critical
field.2 '3 In these half-Heusler compounds, the low en-
ergy excitations have total angular momentum j = %
given by the addition of % spin and angular momentum
of p atomic orbitals (I = 1). Therefore, half-Heusler SCs
provide an intriguing platform to study superconductiv-
ity with j = 2 fermions'®!. Such j = 2 fermions also
exist in Anti-perovskite materials'® and the cold atom
system!®17. The effective spin j = 2 of electrons allows
the spin of Cooper pairs to take four values, S = 0 (sin-
glet), 1 (triplet), 2 (quintet) and 3 (septet), instead of
only singlet and triplet for spin—% electrons. A variety of
pairing states have been studied in such system, includ-
ing mixed singlet-septet pairing!® %1819 mixed singlet-
quintet pairing!2°, s-wave quintet pairing'®19:21:22  d-
wave quintet pairing?®2* | odd-parity (triplet and septet)
parings?3726, et ¢2%27. In particular, the mixing between
the s-wave singlet and isotropic d-wave quintet channels
proposed in Ref.[1] is the first realistic proposal of the
mixing between different spin channels that preserves the
inversion symmetry in solid state systems. The mixing is
promising because it is induced by the strong inversion-
invariant “spin orbital coupling (SOC)” (the coupling be-
tween the “2-spin” and the orbit) and the resulted topo-
logical nodal-line superconductivity(TNLS) is protected

by the non-trivial topological invariant.! In this work, we
studied the spin susceptibility, the upper critical field and
the non-magnetic disorder effect of such pairing mixing
state. We found that the spin susceptibility is isotropic
and approaches to a non-zero (zero) value as the temper-
ature decreases in the presence (absence) of the inversion-
breaking SOC. We also found that the upper critical
field near the zero-field critical temperature T, can be
isotropic and enhanced by the mixing, and its slope at T
varies significantly with the band structure. In presence
of the non-magnetic random disorder, it is found that the
critical temperature and the portion of the quintet chan-
nel of the paring-mixed state are suppressed, while the
latter cannot be entirely suppressed due to the singlet-
quintet mixing. Our results show several properties of
the singlet-quintet mixed state that can be experimen-
tally measured.

The rest of the paper is organized as the following.
We will describe the model for the mixing between the
s-wave singlet and isotropic d-wave quintet channels in
Sec.II, addresses spin susceptibility in Sec.III, study the
upper critical field in Sec.IV, discuss the disorder effect
in Sec.V, and eventually conclude our work with the dis-
cussion about experiments in Sec.VI.

II. Model Hamiltonian

In this section, we will first review the model without
magnetic fields proposed in Ref.[1] and then introduce
the modification due to the external magnetic field. The
effective non-interacting Hamiltonian that describes the
low-energy j = % fermionic excitations with long wave-



lengths is the Luttinger model®?8-3°, which reads
h(k) = &I + hssoc(k) + hasoc(k) (1)

where
3 _ 5 _
hssoc(k) =c1 Y geil" +¢2 Y gral” 2)
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is the symmetric SOC(SSOC) which is invariant under
inversion,

2C
hASOC = ﬁ(ksz + kyvy + kzvz) (3)

is the anti-symmetric SOC(ASOC) which changes sign
under inversion. Here the bases have total angular mo-
3

mentum 3 as mentioned in the last section and can be la-

beled as |j, j.) with j = 2 and j, = 3/2,1/2,-1/2,-3/2,
& = ﬁkQ — p with @ the chemical potential, and the
expressions of five d-orbital cubic harmonics g;’s, six
4 x 4 matrices I'" (i = 0,...,5) and V, , . are shown
in Appendix.A. We want to emphasize that both SSOC
and ASOC refer to the coupling between the “3/2-spin”
and the orbit degrees of freedom of j = 3/2 fermions.
h(k) has O(3) point group symmetry for ¢; = co.
1 # co reduces O(3) to Oy, and C # 0 further re-
duces it to Ty. h(k) also has time-reversal(TR) sym-
metry: vh*(—k)y! = h(k), where v = —I'|T'3 is the
TR matrix. If C = 0, h(k) has two doubly degener-
ate bands &4 (k) = k%/(2m<) — p, where my = mmy,
T?L:t = 1/(1 + Qch)a Qc = vV C%Q% +C%Q%v Ql =
VIt +95+33, Q2 = /g1 +93 and i = gi/k*. We
also assume g < 0 for p-type carriers!®?%, m < 03!
and cicg > 0 for simplicity. In this case, we have three
regimes(Fig.1): (I) my < 0 (normal band structure),
(IT1) m4y > 0 (inverted band structure), and (III) the
sign of m, being angular dependent, while m_ is always
negative.! At last, since the Luttinger model is only valid
around the I' point, we introduce a momentum cut-off A
and only care about the Fermi surface inside A. The
momentum cut-off A is not essential in regimes I and IT
since the Fermi surfaces are closed and finite, and thus
we drop it in those regimes.! In regime III, the &, band
would form a saddle point and its corresponding Fermi
surface is unbounded, which is just an artifact of Lut-
tinger model(Fig.1c) and requires the momentum cut-off
Al

As described in Ref.[1], we focus on a minimal O(3)-
invariant attractive interaction

Hr = 3 [Wh@Pl@ + ik @Pl@] @

in the s-wave singlet and isotropic d-wave quintet chan-
nels, where Po(q) = 3y, ¢, ¢ (1°7/2)(cL 1 4)", Pi(q) =
Dok cLJr% (azngfy/Q)(cikJr%)T, Vo < 0and V; < Ostand

for the attractive interaction in singlet and quintet chan-
nels, respectively. The above attractive interaction only

...................
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FIG. 1. The solid lines in (a), (b) and (c) plot the typical
band structure in regimes I, IT and III, respectively. The red
dashed lines stand for the position of the chemical potential
u. The dashed purple line in (c¢) shows the realistic band
structure beyond the Luttinger model.

applies to the electrons near the Fermi energy within the

energy cut-off e.. Here ¢l = (¢! ,,¢f ,.cl el cre-
gy c k (k,%’ k:,%’ k,*%’ k,*%)

ates a j = % fermion with wavevector k, V is the volume
and a is the lattice constant. Compared to Ref.[1], we
include a non-zero g in the interaction term (4), which is
essential for the study of upper critical field. In this case,
the mean-field gap function derived from Eq.4 reads

0 2
Ak,q) = Bola) 5" + M) T (5)
where Ag(q) and A;(q) are order parameters in the sin-
glet and quintet channels, respectively.

To study spin susceptibility and upper critical field, a
uniform magnetic field B is required to couple to the elec-
trons in the above model. We assume the magnetic field
is small enough so that only the first order of B = |B|
is kept. Such assumption is suitable for the calculation
of spin susceptibility but restricts the study of the up-
per critical field to be at the temperature close to the
zero-field critical temperature. The magnetic field has
two effects: the Zeeman effect and the orbital effect.32 39
The Zeeman effect is described by the Hamiltonian

2up

in the basis of the I's bands (Appendix.A), where J =

(Jz, Jy, J.) are angular momentum matrices for j = 3

2
(Appendix.A), up = 2%1 is the Bohr magneton, e is the
elementary charge and m, is the rest mass of the electron.
Before including the orbital effect, we first project h(k)+

hgg onto £+ bands and get the effective Hamiltonian

=t (k,B) =¢i(k)+ CkpT(k) -+ B-M*(k), (7)

where p* (k) - o and M*(k) are the corresponding 2 x 2

blocks of the projected %k -V and M?BJ on &4 bands,
respectively, k = k/k , p*(—k) = —p*(k), o =
(04,0y,0,) are Pauli matrices for the double degeneracy
of each band, M*(—k) = M=*(k) and Tr[M=*(k)] = 0.
In Eq.7, we neglect the terms of order 557. The reason

is that the energy scale of SSOC near ‘the Fermi sur-
face is typically much larger than that of ASOC, e.g.



2Qck% ~ 20meV and Ckp ~ 4meV for YPtBil3:14:25
with kp being the magnitude of the Fermi momentum.
For the orbital effect, we can choose the symmetric gauge
for the vector potential as A(r) = BX” and the vector
potential can be included into the Hamiltonian with the
Peierls substitution®2 3. As a result, the effective Hamil-
tonian (7) becomes

=t (K,B) = hy (k) + B- M* (k) + %thi(k) CA(iV)

(8)
with K = k+ ¢ = & (k) + Chp*(k)-

o.

A(iVy) and hy (k)

ITI. Spin Susceptibility
The spin susceptibility x;; can be defined as

8Mispin
X- . =
Y OB,

; 9)

B—0

where M"" is the ith component of the magnetic mo-
ment generated by the spins of conduction electrons.*°

The spin susceptibility of a material in the supercon-
ducting phase Xf;- is typically different from that in the

normal metal phase va due to the formation of Cooper

pairs. Such difference cause Knight shifts*"4? in nuclear-

magnetic-resonance(NMR) experiments, which serves as
an important experimental tool to identify the pairing
form. In this section, we will study the spin susceptibil-
ity of the singlet-quintet mixed superconducting state.
We first analyze the symmetry properties of x° and
xV. According to the definition of x;; (9), the spin sus-
ceptibility satisfies x;; = >/ ;s Rii Rjjrxiry for any op-
eration R in the point group of the material, where R;;/
represents the transformation of a pseudo-vector under
R. The model considered here (1, 4) has Ty symme-
try, meaning that x'V satisfies T;; symmetry. In the zero
magnetic field limit*%*34* we consider uniform order pa-
rameters in the superconducting phase, i.e. Eq.5 is zero
for g # 0. Such pairing has O(3) symmetry!, implying
that x° is also T} invariant. For T; group, R;; belongs

to T irreducible representation. As a result, ij =x° 0ij

and x¥ = xVé;; can be derived from Schur’s lemma,*?

Thus, X;‘S;‘ and Xg are isotropic, which simplifies our cal-
culations.

Following Ref.[43], the spin susceptibilities in super-
conducting phase and normal metal phase read

¥ VN, Qg fmi(k)+mik)  wlda(kra)l?

! /axNgi/ R 2 (da(kra) P + w22

| 3 (k) — m3 (k) mldx(kr)I? i (10)
2 (ldx(kpa) 2 + w2)1/2(Jdx(kpx) 1?2 + o3 (k) + w?2)

and

VNOZ/—H A 2mi(k) (1)
respectively. Here S kBLT’ kp is the Bolzmann
constant, w, = (2n + 1l)x/B is the fermionic
Matsubara  frequency, NO = (247”)3|m|\/ ,
m2 (k) = Tr[M (k) M2 (k)], m2 (k) = T?”[MA(’C) M) -

oMM R) - o], PR = PR/,
k) = [pMK)|, dr(k) = 5+ A%a%gsgn(ﬁ)f@
Ap,1 are uniform order parameters in singlet and quintet
channels, respectively, fo = (le1]Q? + |e2]@3)/Q.,
ax(k) = |Ck:p,\|p)\( ), and the terms of order 1/(Be.),
ay/€c, |dr|/€ec and e./|p| are neglected. (See Appendix.B
for more details.) In the case where only one of the
A = = bands is cut by the Fermi energy, M’\(Ig:) = ugo
and the system is isotropic, Eq.10 and Eq.11 would
match the results in Ref.43.

In particular, we focus on the zero-temperature limit
of Eq.10. One should be careful that 7' — 0 limit and

(

dyx — 0 limit are not exchangeable, and d) — 0 limit,
if needed, should be performed before T — 0 limit since
the later is not physically achievable. Although TNLS
indicates dy can be zero along some lines on the Fermi
surface, such lines can be neglected in Eq.10 since they
do not cause any divergence and have zero measure in
the surface integration. After summing over w,, Eq.10
at zero temperature reads

X . VN sy 3
mi (k) +m3 (k) | m3(k) —mi(k) _ |da(kry)|

2

where J(z) = =

1n(1+‘/;+7). According to Eq.12,
a non—vanlshlng comes from the ASOC term?*?
In the limit of zero KSOC7 ie.
ay — 0, we find ;—ISV = 0 using J(x — +o0) =

T—0
1. On the other hand7_)if ASOC is much larger than

C — 0 or equivalently



T=0
I 11 I11
1.0 1.0 1.0
0.8 0.8 0.8
Xs o6 XS os XS 06
AN AN AN
0.4 0.4 0.4
0.2 0.2 0.2
0 20 20 0 20

5 10 13
(a) C\[2mu/A,

FIG. 2.

o 5 10 15
(b) Cy2mu/Ag

The solid lines in (a), (b) and (c) plot the zero-temperature (7' = 0) spin susceptibility xs/xn as a function of the

5 1015
(C) Cy2Zmu/h,

ratio between ASOC and pairing C\/Zmu/Ao in regime I, IT and III, respectively. The dashed lines show the zero-temperature

spin susceptibility at large ASOC limit(C' — o0), which is given by Eq.13. Al/ﬁo = 1.6 and ¢z = 2¢; are chosen for every

graph, where Ag = sgn(c1)Ao and Ay = 2mua’A;. |2m|e; = 0.4,)2m|c; = 1.2 and [2m|c; = 0.6 are chosen for (a),(b) and (c),
respectively, and a finite momentum cut-off A/y/2my = 3 is set for (c).

the superconducting gap on the Fermi surface a) > d,
Eq.12 is simplified as

X7 §
XN

T-50 xN 2

(13)
using J(x — 0) = 0. This expression is generally non-

S
zero. Fig.2 a, b, and ¢ show the behavior of X5 as
X" lT—0

a function of the ratio between ASOC and pairing am-
plitude in regime I, I and III, respectively. We find the
S

;‘—N‘ drops to zero for zero ASOC and approaches to
T—0

the limit set by Eq.13 (dashed lines in Fig.2) when ASOC

S
increases. We also can see that ;‘—N‘ is not sensitive to

T—0
SSOC, and Eq.13 gives a slightly sm;ller value in regime
IT than those in regime I and III.

Based on this calculation, we arrive at the following

conclusions. (1) Unlike the singlet-triplet mixing with
S

X

a non-zero s , zero-temperature spin susceptibil-

T—0

ity can be zero for singlet-quintet mixing. This is be-

cause the singlet-triplet mixing is from ASOC and the
S

singlet-quintet mixing comes from SSOC, while ;‘—N

T—0

is only sensitive to ASOC. This indicates that in some
centrosymemtric SCs with j = 3/2 (e.g. anti-perovskite
materials!®), even if one measures a vanishing zero-
temperature spin susceptibility, the possibility of singlet-
quintet mixing cannot be excluded. (2) In half-Heusler
SCs, such as YPtBi, since the energy scale of ASOC near
the Fermi surface (~ 4meV’) is much larger than the gap
function of the similar order as kg7, ~ 0.06meV, a non-
S

X

Zero S is expected for the singlet-quintet mixed

T—=0
pairing. We notice that the situation here is similar to
the case of other non-centrosymmetric SCs with “spin-

V Ny dQ . _spmi(k) +mi(k)
= 1—;/Mﬁ(m,\)mA/ 2 A

1/2” electrons?3.

IV. Upper Critical Field

In this section, we will study the upper critical field
B. 2, at which the superconductivity is destroyed by
the external magnetic field*%, in our model. The upper
critical field can be obtained by solving linearized gap
equation with a non-zero magnetic field. The effect of
magnetic field is taken into account through the orbital
term and the Zeeman term, as discussed in Eq.(8).3
Although the magnetic field is not infinitesimal, the
projection of Zeeman term onto I's bands in Eq.6 and
&4+ bands in Eq.7 can still be justified. The reason is
that in half Heusler materials, the energy scale of Zee-
man term (upB ~ 0.1meV for B ~ 2T as the typi-
cal zero-temperature upper critical field®>®10) is much
smaller than the energy gap between I's and I'; bands
(|Ery — Er,| ~ 1eV®13314T) and the energy scale of
SSOC near the Fermi surface (2Q.k% ~ 20meV for
YPtBil3142%) For only keeping the leading order of B
in Eq.8, we need to focus on the temperature T close
to the zero-field critical temperature T, for which B,
is small enough. In addition, we neglect the ASOC, i.e.
C = 0, for simplicity. In this case, we have the effective
Hamiltonian for each band

E*(K,B) = £x(k) + B- M*(k) + 5 Vit (k) - A(iV)

(14)
which is just Eq.8 with C' = 0. As a result, the cor-
responding Green function G+ (r1, 72, w,) for each band
reads

Gi(Tl,Tz,wn) _ e_i%rl'A(TQ)é)‘(’r'l _ ,,.27wn) , (15)



where G (7, wy) = 52k ¢k TGNk, w,) and

1 B - M*(k)
iwy — Ex(k) ' (iw, — E+ (k)2

It is clear that, the orbital effect only appears in the
phase factor of G* (71,79, w) to the first order of B. (See
Appendix.C for details.)

As mentioned above, the upper critical field is solved
via linearized gap equation?®, which is derived from the
superconducting Ginzburg-Landau free energy Fsc to
the second order of the order parameter:

1« 1
Fso = —Z/d?’r—mN/ Ay () = 5 > /d3r
ai ay

ap,az

G*(k,w,) = (16)

Ay () (K3 + K7 D) A, (r) | (17)

where a1,as = 0,1, Ag = sgn(c1)Ao, Ay = 2mua?Ay,
Vo = Vo, Vi = (2mpua®)*Vi

~ _xNo [y yo
Ko =220 1
0 2 (yz ys )’ (18)
~ NoB2u (21 2z
K =02k 1
! 2 2m \ %22 23 )’ (19)

x = In(2e¢7Be./m) with ¥ = 0.577... the Euler’s constant,
D = —iV, + (B x r) and the expressions of y; 23
and z1 2,3 are shown in Appendix.A. Here 1/(8e¢.) < 1,
€/2Qck% < 1 and e./|pu| < 1 are assumed. Fgc only
contains the orbital effect because the Zeeman term only
appears as the second order of B and thus is neglected in
Fsc . In addition, Fs¢ does not depend on the direction
of B since D? is isotropic, meaning that the upper crit-
ical field is isotropic near the critical temperature. (See
Appendix.D for more details.) The resulted linearized
gap equation reads

1A\ _1 Aoy1 Ao Ao (20)
r \ A 2 \ My2 A3 Ay )

17 ~ 2,2 .

where Ao1 = —NoVo,1, y1 = 41 — %zllz, Uo = yo —
2 2 . 5 o

fmia:ZQZQ’ Ys = Y3 — fmﬁ,wz?’lQ and 12 = %(n + %) + k-?%

is the eigenvalue of D? with n > 0 and ks being the
component of the momentum in the direction of magnetic
field. The upper critical field B2 can be obtained by
solving the above equation with a fixing temperature T’
below T, and the solution gives

Bc,2 _ TlC -1

By B a(ﬁcec)zxc , (21)

_ 8hmu6§

where By = =505, T, is given by

T. —4

o(5)- 7
To V oy — Ays)? + 4oMiyZ + Aoyi + Ays
(22)
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FIG. 3. (a) shows the slope(blue) Rpr =

—d(Bec,2/Bo)/d(T/Ty) at the zero-field critical temperature
(T.) and the Tt factor(red) of the slope as functions of SSOC
|2mei]. 1, 1T and III stand for the three regimes. (b), (¢) and
(d) depict the upper critical field Bc 2 at various temperature
for point A, B and C in (a), receptively. In (b), (c) and (d),
blue, orange and red lines stand for mixed, singlet and quintet
channels, respectively, and the dashed parts are not precise
since Eq.21 is only suitable for T' close to T.. The missing
quintet channel in (c) is because it is too small. c2 = 2c¢;
is chosen for all figures, |2mci| = 0.4 for (b), |2mei| = 1.2
for (c), |2me1| = 0.6 and A = 34/2mp for (d). The inter-
action parameter choices are \; = 0.1\g = 0.02 for (a) and
the mixed channel in (b), (¢) and (d). The singlet(quintet)
channel in (b), (c) and (d) is determined by setting Ao(A1) to
be the same as the mixed channel and A;(Ao) to be zero.

Ty = 205 5o = 1/(kpTe) , @ = In(2225) = In(D2),

wkp T
and
o = —Zl)\o — 23/\1
+(—/\021 + Az3)(y1 Ao — ysA1) — dyazado . (23)

VW1 Xo — y3A1)? + 42 Ao

As aresult, the slope —dB, 2/dT at the zero-field critical
temperature has the form

B Ty 1 (20\°T. 1
; (_a)(6060)2chc —Q ( > ?0:1;‘70 ’
(24)

N2
Below we label X (a) = - (E) for short. The tem-

@ T

 dB.»/Bo
T T,

™

perature dependence of B, 5 for the pure singlet(quintet)
channel can be obtained by setting A\; = 0(A\g = 0) in Eq.
(21). (See Appendix.E for more details.)

The blue line of Fig.3a shows the slope Rpr =
—dB.2/dT at T = T, as a function of SSOC strength.



The slope in the regime I and III is significantly larger
than that in the regime II, which can be attributed to
the behavior of the function TOT;C, as shown by the red
line of Fig.3a and in Eq.24. With increasing |2mc¢, |, we
find a peak of the slope Rpr appears in the regime I
close to the I-III boundary, and then the slope drops
rapidly to a dip around the point C' in Fig.3a. Another
small peak is found in the regime III and then the slope
drops to almost zero due to the extremely small T in the
regime II. The behavior of the slope Rpr is mainly de-
termined by the function T?;c (see the red line in Fig.3a)
except when |2meq]| is tuned to the boundary between
the regime I and III. The difference there is attributed
to the rapid decrease of the factor X («) when increas-
ing |2mey| towards the I-III boundary, as shown in Fig.6
of Appendix.E. Fig.3b,c and d show the upper critical
field of the pairing mixed state (blue lines) as a func-
tion of temperatures (close to T;) for typical parameters
in regime I, II, III, respectively. The upper critical fields
for pure singlet pairing (orange lines) and quintet pairing
(red lines) are also shown in these figures for comparison.
It is clear that the mixing can increase the upper critical
fields in Eq.20. Moreover, we can see B, o of the quin-
tet channel is larger than that of the singlet channel in
regime III as shown in Fig.3d while the opposite happens
in regimes I and II (Fig.3b,c), which coincides with the
fact that the quintet channel can be dominant around
regime III.

In conclusion, the above results have shown that the
upper critical field B.o close to the zero-field critical
temperature T, is isotropic and can be enhanced by the
singlet-quintet mixing. The slope dB./dT at the zero-
field critical temperature is mainly determined by the
zero-field critical temperature T.. The slope is much
larger in regimes I and III than that in regime IT mainly
due to its T, dependence, and reaches its maximum
around the boundary between I and III as a result of
the interplay between the T, and a dependence in Eq.24.

V. Effect of Random Non-magnetic Disorder

In this section, we study the effect of weak random non-
magnetic disorder on the singlet-quintet mixed SC. The
non-magnetic disorder is included in the Hamiltonian as

Hais = / Brv(r)cher (25)

where c. is the Fourier transformation of c}; and V(r) is
the random potential describing the disorder scattering.
The probability measure of the disorder configuration is
chosen as

PIV] = exp {—2% / d3rv2(r)] L (26)

and thereby the spatial correlation of V(r) is just the
delta function (V(r)V ('), = ~v3é(r — r’) , where

(a)

= »- +
(b)
:’:E—?:’: ==
| ] o

FIG. 4. Feynman diagrams (a) and (b) show the equations of
the exact propagator and vertex via the replica trick with the
Born approximation, respectively. The dashed line stands for
the disorder, and the solid single line and the solid double lines
are the bare and exact fermionic propagators, respectively.

v2 measures the strength of the disorder with larger ~3
meaning stronger disorder. In order to carry out the dis-
order average, we use the Replica trick*® which, in our
case, is equivalent to eliminating all fermionic loops in
Feynman diagrams, as elaborated in Appendix.F. We as-
sume the disorder is weak: 2N < 1 with p the chem-
ical potential and Np = Nyy; the density of state at
the Fermi energy without spin index. In this case, we
consider the self-energy correction (Fig.4a) and vertex
correction (Fig.4b) with the Born approximation, where
all Feymann diagrams with crossed disorder lines are ne-

2
glected since those terms have higher orders of %.48

(See Appendix.F for the definition of disorder lines.) As
a result, the linearized gap equation in presence of the
disorder reads (See Appendix.G for details)

Ao %yl %m ) ( A0 )
- - - , 27
( Ay > ( Myo Ayshy Ay 27)

where e./|u| < 1, €./(2Q:k%) < 1, Be. > 1 and
1/(ectq) < 1 are used. The disorder contribution only
appears in the function by, which is given by

]:(4ﬂ ) 92
by =1+ —Fo (=2 1 28
1 . (y1y3 ) (28)
with ]-'(4de) = \II(O)(%—I—%) — U@ (1) which is defined

in Ref.[49], ¥(©)(_..) is the digamma function, and 1/7; =
vsz 7. The critical temperature T can be solved from
Eq.27 in the presence of disorder for the mixed state as

T —4
7) = .
To VvV (oy1 — A1ysb1)? + 4XoMy2 + Aoyr + Miysb

(29)
The critical temperature expression for the pure sin-
glet(quintet) channel can be given by setting A;(X\g) to
be zero, which gives

In(

T, —2
In(=)=——, 30
(To Aoyt (30)
and
ln(Tq —2 (31)

?0 B )\1y3bl .
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FIG. 5. The impacts of weak non-magnetic random disorder on the critical temperature 7% in singlet(orange), quintet(red)
and mixed(blue) channels in regimes I, IT and III are shown in a,b,c, respectively, and the pairing ratios as functions of disorder
strength in regime I, IT and III are shown in d,e,f, respectively. (mec)*1 measures the strength of disorder with larger (74e.) ™"
meaning stronger disorder. Due to the limitation of weak disorder scattering ((1se.)™' < 1) for Eq.27, we use dashed line
for a relative large (7q€e.) . 81/30 stands for the pairing ratio between the quintet and singlet channel. The band structure
parameter choices are ¢z = 2¢; for all figures, [2mci| = 0.4 for a and d,|2me;| = 1.2 for b and e, |2mci| = 0.6 and A = 3y/2mp
for ¢ and f. A1 = 0.1\ is chosen for d,e,f and the mixed channel of a,b,c, with A¢ = 0.2 for d and the mixed channel of a,
Ao = 5 for e and the mixed channel of b and Ag = 0.05 for f and the mixed channel of c. The missing quintet channel in b is
because it is too small. The interaction parameters for the pure singlet(quintet) channel in a,b,c are given by choosing A1 (Xo)
to be zero while Ag(A1) is the same as the corresponding mixed channel.

Egs. (27)-(31) are the main results of this section and  (y3 term) due to the momentum dependence of d-wave
form the basis for our analysis of the disorder effect of  function, but the coupling between singlet and quintet
singlet-quintet mixing pairing. The disorder scattering  channels is independent of the disorder scattering. By
is controlled by a single function by in the linearized gap examining the derivation in Appendix.G 4, we find that
equation (27) and it is found (see Appendix.G 4) that such behavior originates from the cancellation between
0 < by <1 with by = 1 only occuring either in the clean the self-energy correction and the vertex correction for
limit (1/74 = 0) or for the isotropic case in the regime II. the singlet-quintet coupling term, which is similar to the
By inspecting Eqgs. (27)-(31), we can draw the following stable s-wave singlet pairing. Therefore, our calculation
conclusions. (1) The pure s-wave singlet channel is not suggests that the cancellation, which appears for the s-
influenced by the non-magnetic disorder because we ne- wave singlet pairing, also works for the singlet-quintet
glect the inter-band scattering. (The s-wave singlet chan- coupling term, at least at the level of Born approxima-
nel can still be influenced by the disorder if one includes tion. As shown in the following, such cancellation has
the inter-band scattering®, typically of higher orders of  a substantial influence on the pairing form in the dis-
€c/(2Q.k%) here.) This conclusion is consistent with and ~ ordered SCs. According to Eq.27, if there is no mixing
required by the Anderson theorem®'. (2) An interest- term (the yo = 0 case), the quintet pairing is completely
ing observation for Eq.27 is that the disorder scattering controlled by the y3b; term and a small value of b; from
(by function) only appears in the d-wave quintet channel disorder effect will greatly suppressed the quintet pairing.



In contrast, for a large yo term, due to its independence
of disorder scattering, a significant quintet pairing chan-
nel can still be induced through the mixing effect even
if the value of by is small. Therefore, the mixing effect
stabilizes the quintet pairing channel against the weak
non-magnetic disorder scattering.

We further plot the calculated critical temperature
with disorder 79 as a function of disorder scattering
strength in Fig.5a,b,c for singlet-quintet mixed pairing
(blue lines), pure singlet pairing (orange lines) and pure
quintet pairing (red lines) in the regimes I, IT and III, re-
spectively. We find the T4 for the pure singlet pairing is
always independent of disorder scattering, as expected,
while the T4 for the pure quintet pairing and mixed
pairing decays with increasing the disorder strength 1/74.
The small decay magnitude is due to the limitation of the
approximation for the weak scattering potential % <1
that is used in our theory.

Beside the critical temperatures, the expression of the
pairing ratio can also be solved from Eq.27 and reads

A 2
2L S (32)
Ay TAoY2 Y2

Since x, which depends on the critical temperature, in-
creases as 1/74 increases, the pairing ratio Ay /Ag would
generally decrease if the disorder strength 1/74 increases,
with the exception of the isotropic system in regime IL
The decreasing pairing ratio A; /Ay is shown in Fig.5d,e,f
for regime I, IT and III, respectively.

VI. Conclusion

In this work, we studied the zero-temperature spin sus-
ceptibility, the upper critical field near the zero-field crit-
ical temperature 7, and the non-magnetic disorder scat-

tering of the SCs with j = % fermions in the presence of
the mixing between s-wave singlet and isotropic d-wave
quintet channels. Our results show that the spin sus-
ceptibility is isotropic due to the T, group symmetry
and zero(non-zero) at zero temperature without(with)
ASOC. As a result,the zero-temperature spin suscep-
tibility given by the singlet-quintet mixing is zero in
centrosymmetric SCs, e.g. anti-perovskite materials'®,
but non-zero in non-centrosymmetric SC YPtBi due to
the large energy scale of ASOC near the Fermi surface
(~ 4meV) compared with the gap function (kpT, ~
0.06meV’). The spin susceptibility can be measured
in the NMR-Knight shift experiment.*!*? Near 7T, and
without ASOC, it is found that the upper critical field is
isotropic and enhanced by the pairing mixing. The slope
—dB¢2/dT at T, varies with the SSOC strength, and it is
largest in the intermediate region between regime I and
IIT and smallest in regime II. Finally, our results on the
random non-magnetic disorder effect demonstrated that
the s-wave singlet channel as well as the singlet-quintet
coupling in the linearized gap equation are not influenced
by the weak disorder within the Born approximation, if
neglecting the interband scattering. This suggests that
the singlet-quintet mixing, as well as the nodal-line su-
perconductivity, found in Ref.[1] will be stable against
the weak non-magnetic disorder scattering in real mate-
rials.
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Appendix A Convention and Expressions

The Fourier transformation of creation operators in the
continuous limit reads

1 .
T —ik-r T
cd=—72>» e .
e

where V is the total volume. The Fourier transformation
of corresponding Grassmann field in the continuous limit
reads

(33)

Crp = \/7 Z iwy T—ik- Tck,wn , (34)
where 8 = 1/(kgT).
The five d-orbital cubic harmonics read®?
Ik,1 = \/gkykz
k2 = \/gkzka:
Gre,3 = V/3kyky (35)
G = B (k2 — k;)
grs = 3 (2k2 — k2 — k)
The j = % angular momentum matrices are>°
0 ¥ 0 0
o9 1 0
J. = 2 36
0 0 ¥ o
0 -8 0 0
ER i 0
Jy = 2 ) 37
v 0 i 0 -3 (87)
0 0 B8 9
5300 0
0f 0 0
— 2
I 00 -3 0 (38)
00 0 -3
The five Gamma matrices are®?
=1 (J I+ J.Jy)
2= \}(J Jo+ Iz )
F3:%(JJ +JJ) (39)
r =z
5 _ 1 2 2
T §(2Jz Jw — Jy)
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Clearly, {T'*,T®} = 2, where I'” is the 4 by 4 1dent1ty
matrix. The three V;’s matrices are V, = £{J,, J2 — J2},

X Y
Vy = %{Jy,JZ2 —J2}and V, = 2{JZ,JQ% Jf,}
The Luttinger Hamiltonian h(k) with C' = 0 can be
diagonalized by the unitary transformation®?
(1 4 013295,>)F0 + Zza L Cklzgk aFa5 4+ C2Qk 4F45

(1 + 029k5)

U(k) = D

)

with

D =

OO O

For C' = 0, this leads to
&+ 0 0
UT(k)h(k)U (k) = ( &+ 8

)

The expressions of |j,7,) with j = 3/2 and j, =
+3/2,+1/2 in terms of the electron spin and atomic p
orbitals®’

3/2,3/2) = —%|X+m| "

1 .
13/2,1/2) = %(2\@\ N — X +iYV)[ 1)
1 .
13/2,-1/2) = %(2|Z>| b+ I[X =iYV)[1)
1 .

where | X), |Y) and |Z) are atomic p orbitals and real.
The expressions of y123.45 and 2123 in Eq.18 and
Eq.19:

Ya = z/\:/\/ifle(m)\)~9/2f(2
Ys = Z/@W
167r2 Z/
2= 167r2 Z /dQ
167r2 Z/

)~11/2fé

i)y (2)?

zZ1 =

Yy fo(72)2

23 = Ay 2 A2, (40)
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where  fq = (|01|C22 + [e2]@3)/Qc,  (82)? =
(VX (kry))22mp/(42), v2 (k) = Ok.€x(k) and 6(...) is the
Heaviside step function. To include the momentum cut-
off in those y’s and z’s, just do the following replacement

2 m
O(iy) — 9(%)9(2% — ) = e(miA _ 2A2“) . (41)

where the extra factor in the second expression is given by
the fact that the momentum cut-off requires 2mp < A2
As mentioned in the Sec.Il, we neglect the momentum
cut-off A in regime I and II, which is equivalent to taking
A — oo, and choose a finite value for A only in regime
I11.

Appendix B Derivation of Eq.10 and Eq.11

In this section we derive Eq.10 and Eq.11 following
Ref.43.

The magnetic moment generated by the conduction
electron spins has the following expression

MPin — / DEDe Y s, —o T ke S, (42)
35
k,wy,
where Z = [ DéDce™®, ¢, c are Grassmann fields of the

j = 3/2 fermion. The action S contains two parts S =
Sni + Sa: the non-interacting part S,; and the pairing
part Sa. Below, we talk about these two parts carefully.

According to Eq.9, the derivation of x>V only requires
terms up to the first order of the infinitesimal uniform
magnetic field. Therefore, S,,; contains three parts S,; =
So + S%’"b + Sg, where

Z djk’vwn7)\

k,wn, A

[_iwn + h)\ (k)]¢k‘,wn,)\ (43)

is the non-magnetic part,

orb Z wk
Wiy A

k,wn,A

th/\( ) - A(IVE)|[Vkw, x (44)

is the orbital part,

= 3 Gkw,alB- M (E)|drw,n (45)

k,wn A\

is the Zeeman part, A = £ and zﬁkwm,\, Vio,w,,» are Grass-
mann fields corresponding to eigen-wavefunctions of &
band.

Now we discuss the pairing part Sa. The reason of us-
ing the pairing instead of the interaction is that we con-
sider infinitesimal magnetic field in the superconducting
phase where the Cooper pairs are already formed. And
we neglect the change of order parameter due to the mag-
netic field*?4344 and only need to consider the uniform
order parameters here. Moreover, since the pairing can
only exist within the energy cut-off €. of the attractive



interaction and e, < 2Q.kr, we should also project the
pairing onto £1 bands and neglect the inter-band contri-
bution. Therefore, SA reads

Z Uk AONR)OT 0 A (46)
k \Wn
T3 Z Ul o AL (R) P01 (47)
k: W
Where A,\(k) = Aong\(k) + Alni\(k) , and
and
1
nk (k) = §k2a28gnhh)fQi0y (49)

are pairing matrices projected to £+ bands.

Now, we have S = Sy + S%°? + SZ + Sa. Clearly,
S have fermion parity symmetry for either of A = +
subspace since they are decoupled. As a result, Eq.42
can be re-written as
Mor = [ DEDY Y G AMN R

k,wn A
(50)
where we neglect inter-band terms given by ugJ because
they are odd under the fermion parity for one A sub-
space. By defining SM = Zk,wn,)\ Vo on AMNE) ke 0, 0
we have the expression of spin susceptibility

1,y OSEP+SE) 1oy O(SEY + SE)
Xij = B<Sz TN B<SZ >0<678j>0 ’
_ (51)
where (X)g = z% [ DyDypXe 5052 with Z, =

fD@Dwe_SO_SA. In the following, we neglect the or-
bital contribution to x;; as done in Ref.[40, 43, and 44]
and choose the %, j = z since yx;; is isotropic. Eventually,
the expression of spin susceptibility become

1
X = B(@iwsy)o —(8M)0(8M)o) (52)
where 251;3 =S; M is used. Next, we will derive Eq.10 and

Eq.11 from the expression presented above.
In Nambu representation, So + Sa is re-written as

/
So+Sa = Z \I/k’wm)\[—iwn-l-hfdc(k)]\l/k,wm)\, (53)

k,wn A
where
ha(k)  Ax(k)
hBIG (k) = ( 3 , 54
N PN () e
Vewor = kw02 Yhwor =

(w,zwm/\,@z,kﬁwmA)T, the “’ ” on top of > means
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only summing over half the region of (k,w,) with the
other half obtained by (k,w,) — —(k,wp). Define
GBIC (k,w,) = [iw, — 2% (k)]71. The expression of
GBI (k,w,) reads

etk = (T2 arhnin )+ O
where
Gk(kvwn) = g)\,+(k7wn) + g/\,f(k>wn)ﬁ)\(i€) "o, (56)
Pl ) = P i) + 5~k n) 2 0)- 1),
1 iwn, + Ex 1 (k)
rallin) = =3 <wz TR + B (9
iwy, + E)\7_(k)
WEAFACIE +E§,<k>> | (5%
1 1
.FA,:t(k,wn) = D) <W721 ¥ |d,\(k¢)|2 —|—E§’+(k)
1

ERRPNCSIE +E§,<k>> / (%)

and Ey+(k) = &(k) £ |Clkp* (k).
expressed as
Zy = /D@Dq,ez;c,wn,A%,wn,x[Gfd%,wn)rlwk,wn,A

(60)
is expressed in Nambu represen-

Then, Z; can be

On the other hand, SM

tation as
Z Uk o, AW (R) Ve (61)
k,wn A
where W2(k) = diag(M (k), — (MM (—k)|).

Now we can work out Eq.52.

Z

kwn

T [GRC (K, wn )W (R)GRIC (K, w,) W (K)] .

(62)
Using —F{ (—k, —wy) = Fy(k,w,), the equation can be

simpliﬁed into
kywn. A (

—Tr[M:?(l%)FA(k,meﬁ(—fc)JTFi(k,wnn) :

k)G (K, wn) M2 (k)G (K, w,)]

(63)

Using Tr[M2 (k) M2 (k)p* (k) - o] = 0,

m3 (k)(G3 4 (R, wn) + F3 i (k,wn)|da(K)|?)

—(kwa) + F_(kwa)lda(R)D)] . (64)



The spin susceptibility x*V in the normal state can also
be obtained from Eq.64 by choosing zero value for the
order parameters dy(k) = 0. As a result, we can get
Eq.11 by neglecting terms of order 1/(fe.), ax/e. and
ec/pl-

If the temperature is below T, and the superconduct-
ing order parameters are not zero, the Eq.64 gives the
superconducting spin susceptibility x°. In this case, we
can first subtract x° by x?V in order to exchange the sum
of w, with the energy integration. Then, by neglecting
terms of order 1/(fBe.), ax/€c, |dx|/€ec. and e./|u|, we can
get Eq.10.

Appendix C Non-interacting Green Function with
Magnetic Field

In this part, we derive Eq.16 following Ref.[39]. In
the continuous limit, the corresponding effective Green
function for each band satisfies the equation

[iwn — EA(Krl,B)]G)‘(T‘1, rg,wn) = (5(7"1 — ’1“2) 5 (65)
where K, = —iV, + fA(r), w, = (2n + 1)7/8 is the
fermionic Matusbara frequency, A = 4+ and 1/8 = kpT.

Clearly, the Green function G*(r1, 72, w,) is not transla-
tionally invariant. Define

Gy, 7o, wy) = e FFTVAMIGA (p) —ry wy) L, (66)

resulting that G*(r1 — 7, w,) satisfying a translationally
invariant equation:

liwn — EMNKy, B)|GMNr,wy) = 6(r) (67)
J
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or equivalently
[iwn — EMNK, B)|GMk,w,) = 1 (68)

with G*(r,wy,) = 52k ¢TGN (k,w,). Note that, the
derivation shown above uses A(r) = BXT [r .k, r-
A(iVy)] =0and [r' -V, - A(r)] = 0.

To solve Eq.68 analytically, we make another assump-
tion that B is sufficiently small so that we can treat the
magnetic field dependence in the equation as a perturba-
tion, as mentioned in the main text. It means Bup <
kT and hw. < kgT for each band, where the latter
is for the field dependence in K and hw, = 2™ Bupg

m
is the cyclotron frequency of the band under ‘lhé lmag—
netic field.?® Since the upper critical field approaches to
zero as temperature approaches to the zero-field critical
temperature 7., that assumption restricts us to consider
the temperature near T, where the upper critical field is
small.

Finally, we solve Eq.68 to the first order of fiw./(kgT)
following Ref.[39]. Since fw./(kpT) is linear in B, we
will directly use the order of B to indicate the order of
hwe/(kgT). If B = 0, the zero field Green function is
easy to solve

2

~1 _ 1
Go tkn) =5, — e )

Since the Periels substitution is given by

: (69)

Ei(K,B):/d3r5(r)Ei(iVT,B)e_"'K (70)

with E*(iV,., B) obtained by replacing k in E*(k, B)
by iV, , E¥(K, B) to the first order of B has the fol-
lowing expression

B B) = [ @) (€ (n) + B M 90)e T

= /d3r6(r)(§i(ivr) £ B M*(iV,)e ™ 1+ S (B x Vi) + O(B?))

2h

=¢4(k)+ B- M*(k) + /d?’ré(r){i(ivr)e’"'k%r (B x Vi) +0(B?)

=¢i(k)+B-M*(k)+ % /d?’ré(r)e_“"kfi(k: +iV,)r - (B x Vi) + O(B?)

—¢,(k)+ B -M*(k)+ = /d?’ré(r)e_"'k[ivkgi(k) - Vr- (B x Vi) + O(B?)

2h

= Su(k) + B M*(k) + i 0"

where v+ = Vjpéi(k) and the third equality uses the
fact that r - k commutes with r - (B X Vj). With the
expression shown above, we get the first order correction

(B x Vi) +0(B?) , (71)

(

to the Green function which is

GE(k,wn)(B - M*(k) + i%vi (B x V)G (k,wy) .
(72)



Note that

~ + | +
£ (B x Vi)GE (k,w) = — (B xv)

ot

we finally get solution to Eq.68 to the first order of B
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1 General Expression of the Superconducting Free Energy
Fsc

According to Eq.4, the interacting part of the action
reads

SI:/O aros S S WaPalan)Piam)] . (79)

q a=0,1

where 7 is the imaginary time, ¢, is the Grassman field,

~ 1 B - M*(k) _ _
G*(k,wy) = 74 = a (T%/2)(¢_pra )T 76
( 7wl) iw _gi(k)+(zwn_§i(k))2 ( ) T) gck+g, ( ,7/ )(C k+g, ) ( )

and
Appendix D Derivation of Eq.17 Pi(q,7) = Zék+%,7'(a’2gk . I"Y/Q)(Ekarg,-r)T . (7
k
In this part, we derive Eq.17 following Ref.[39]. Using Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, we have
1 Aq(q,T)|?
(1) = [ DADA" eyl [ ar Y (LRl )u(a.7) - LEi g 8 g+ VBB
0 q.a a

where

Vdr
/ DADA* =[] dAa(g, T)dAG(q,T) -
e —27V,

(

Assume that A;(g,7) is uniform in 7, and thereby it
can be re-labeled as A;(g). Then the partition function
becomes

(79)

J
Z= [ DeDeDADA" expl- So+ 3 5 Pu(@,)Bla) — 5Pl (@. w00 g Z (s0)

[
where Sy is the non-interacting action , and

i Ykoq) = Utk + L) (a2ge - Ty/2)U" (—k + L) . (85
0 (d,wn) chﬂ,wn Y2 g ), (81 " RO=UIkE )@ g DYDUN =k 5) . (85)
To simplify n%(k, g), we would first neglect the g de-
pendence, ie. n*(k,q) ~ n%(k,0) re-labeled as n®(k).
Py(q, wn) Z Cht (g - Tv/2)(c_ -y 7wn)T The reason is given below. Typically, the order parame-

k
(82)
and the Fourier transformation relation Eq.34 is used.
We can express P; in eigen-wavefunctions of {4 bands

q, Wn Z wk+ 3 wn T k q) (’(/) k+2 3~ Wn )T ) (83)
where
n'(k.q) = Uk + D)(T/2U (-k+3)  (84)

ter with large q is not the minimum of the Free energy,
and thus |g| is small compared with the Fermi momen-
tum kp. Then, we can expand U(k + ) in terms of

lal/kF:
Uk +

D=Uk)+5 - ViU(k)+...  (86)

Since U (k) only depends on the direction of k, i.e U(k) =
U(k), we thereby have

9 iy @
Ulk+3) =U(k) + 5

5) VU)o, (87)



where %Vfc stands for the angular part of Vj operator.
Then, we can conclude that, the " term brought by the
expression of U(k + £) on the Fermi surface is of order

(,%l)” compared with the original term. The g™ term in
the Free energy can also be given by the Green function.
To estimate that contribution, let us assume an isotropic
form of Green function (iw—(k+¢q/2)?/(2m*)+u)~t. In
this case, |g|™ term of the Green function on the Fermi

surface is of order (Lq‘ |§ |T) compared with the original

term. Here we replace 1/(iw)™ by (kgT)™ because the
other part of 1/(iw)™ will just contribute to a convergent
dimensionless expression after summing over w. Since we
assume k'“' > 1, the q dependence in the U(k + 2) can
be neglected

We further simplify n‘(k) by making the approxima-
tion

0t (k) ~ (ni(k) n‘i(kz)) 7 (88)

where the n9 (k) are shown in Eq.48 and Eq.49. This
approximation is legitimate since the inter-band contri-
bution is of order €./(2Q.k%) < 1, where €, is the energy
cut-off of the attractive interaction. Therefore, we have

P Qawn = Z Z 1/}k+2,wn,)\n>\( )(@[;—k-‘r%,—wn,)\)T .

k A=t
(89)

J

7= / DeDEDADA* exp[~Sy + / dr

where

_SOZZ/

W s A

dsrz/;r,wn,)\(iwn - E)\(K'ra B))wr,wn,)\

(94)

Using the expression of Green function Eq.15 and
Eq.16, we can integrate out the fermionic field and get
the effective action Serf[A] with the partition function
being

7= / DADA* exp(—S.s7[A]) - (95)

Under the mean-field approximation, we have

7~ eXp(—Seff[A]) (96)

2y
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Since the Green function does not have translational
invariance, it is better to deal with the problem in the
position space. After the Fourier transformation, we have

Z Pu(q,wn)Au(q)

q,Wn

_ % / BrPy(r)Al(r)  (90)

with

Pa(rl) = Z dSTQQZrl-i-%7wn,/\n§(TQ)(%[;rl—%",—wn,)\)T
Wap A
(91)
and
Y M@l = [P, @)
q
where n4(r) = Y pni(k)e*” and A,(r) =
> 0q €7 Au(q) - Then, we have
—*P (r)Aa(r) — iPT(T)A*(?‘) + £|A (™)) (93)
2y @ @ 2V, ’
[
with A satisfying
0Se[A] _
Sy =0 (97)

Then the mean-field free energy (Ginzburg-Landau free
energy) reads

1 1
F= —Bln(z) = g5 (98)

which gives the superconducting Free energy

% (SerslA] -

where Fy means the mean-field free energy with zero A.

In order to get the critical temperature of this second-
order phase transition, we only need to derive Fs¢ to the
second order of A, which is

Fsc=F—Fy = Serrl0]) (99)
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Fse== Z/ ALl Z / d'ry / @Ay, (1)U (11, 72) A, (r2) + O(AIY) . (100)
Here
1
smesrim) = 3 [ pr g i + B ra + o (p0) G = B s = B2 o) ()]
Wy A
Lo 1 -~ -~ ;€ 2
_ Z /ddpldSPQBTr[GA(Tl + % oy — %’wn)niz (Pz)Gz(ﬁ _ % oyt %’ 7wn)[nl>1\1(pl)]T]e*ZE[27‘1-A(7‘2)+P1~A(p7)]

= 7lhT1AT2) E § e“l T1—T2)

with the summation over a;as 132 implied, and

(k+g,wn

(ARG

arasfifa

)]ﬂ2061 [éf(_k +

q aia
5, —wn)]azﬁl [A(k)]aiazzlﬁﬁz

g5 [ ddpae Fo AR P 0 o) (0],

V2 /d3p1d3p2 Z e~ igp1-A(E2) z(k: k')-p1 z(k —k)- pg[ az(k//)]alaz[ (k/)]ﬁ1ﬂ2

k', k"

— e—iﬁvkw(BXVku)[nt)l\2(kl/)] (k/)]ﬁlﬁz o

0¢10¢2[

Clearly, as long as a; = 0 or as = 0, [A(k)]%'%2

aazf1 B2
has no magnetic field dependence since n9(k) is k in-
dependent as shown in Eq.48. According to Eq.49, the
contribution to [A(K)]}! ,, 4,5, of first order of B vanishes
since it is proportional to the cross product of two same

J

Gk + o] [O5 (e 5. -
(g (k) g (k)]

_ 4ﬁB(Vk/><Vk”) az k//
= s (k")

al1a ~ q a ~ q
wn)lass [ME)]61 % .5, = TGk + s wn)n? (R)GX (< + 5
Tr[B - M*(k+ 2)n

O61012[

kl
Wl

-k
(102)
[
gradients. Therefore, we have
AR 5,5, = A (RS, 5, [ (B) ]y s (103)

to the first order of B. Using Eq.48, Eq.49 and Eq.103
and to the first order of B, we have

2 )3 (k)

3 (k) [nS* (K)]']

(o — En0k+ $)(—iwn — ek + D)) (i — Ex(l + DV (—iwn — Ex(~k+ D)
Tl (k)[B - M (—k + )7 [ (km Tefng? (k) g (k) o
(n — €xk D) (—iwn — Ex(+ D)2~ (i — Exlk+ D) (—iwn — (k+ D)

where the summation over ajas(3132 is implied in the
first expression and the last equality uses the fact that
B-M*(k) are traceless. Therefore, the Zeeman coupling
does not contribute to the first order term of magnetic
fields in the free energy. Eventually, we have

Saraz (7’1, 7’2) =e€

A(r2) ZA % kz g1 (ri=r2)
Wn,y »d

Tr[n§2 (k) [0} (k)]
—O(k+ 2)(—iw, —Ex(—k+ 1))

o (105)

(

2 Simplification of S**%?(r1,r2)

In this part, we further simplify S'2(ry,r3) follow-
ing Ref.[39]. Einstein summation notation for repeated
indexes is used in this part.

First consider the expansion of the following expression
to the second order of |g|:

1
; (iwn — Ex(k + D)) (—iwn — Ex(-k + 9))

= So(62) + 4:gj[S2(E)v}v} + Si(E)w]

(106)

where £, is short for &\(k) , &x(—k) = &x(k) is used ,



U{\ = O, éx(k) , wz)} = akiakjé-)‘(k) ’

1 Btanh Bar
50(5)\):2(’0%_'_5?\ — 255 2 ) )

Wn,

1 1,
S = 2 i e —ey 5

(108)
and
Sa(éx) = WZ 2 (i — @)31(—1% &)
; A(iwn — EA)Qt*iwn —&)?
B cosh™®(Z5*) sinh(25*) _ (109)

326

Then, we have

L e[ (k)5 ()]
VB o (on = Gk + 3)) (miwn = (= + 3))

=K§'" + qig; K75 + Olq|") | (110)

where

Koo = L ZTr[n‘;\Q (k)[nS! (k)mSo(fA) ) (111)
Vﬁ Ak

and
1
KL = 55 2 Mg (00 (o)

[S2(Ex) v v + S1(Exn)wsy] - (112)

K has been carried out in Ref.[1], which has the

expression
TN,
K, ou(yl y2>u7

113
2 Y2 Y3 (113)

J

—€e
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where z = In(2e78e¢./7), 7 is Euler’s constant, u =
diag(sgn(c1), 2mua?), and expressions of y; o 3 are in Ap-
pendix.A.

Now we simplify K1}*. Firstly we show that K{}7?
is proportional to &;;. Since {x(R™'k) = &5(k) for any
operation R in Oy, group with (R7'k); = R;i,lki/, we
have

85)\(]6) k!, af)\(Rflk/)

A _ _ 7 — ); / .

v = S = G S g = k)R (114)
and

w (k) = w) (K )Ryri Ry

ij

(115)

where k' = Rk. Due to n§' (R 'k) = n{'(k), we can
derive that

K15 = KU Rii Ry (116)

holds for any operation R in O} group, which leads to

aias __ aijaz & . __ ayaz §
K00 = Koo, — gmang,

1,ij 1,2z

(117)

Among K{**?, the term including S; reads
7 = 5 ST g Bl sie) (1)
,the term including S5 reads
15 = 55 ST (B (9] 2e2Sa(6) (119

aijaz __ yaiaz a1az
and K% = I + 1512,

For I7*“* and I5*“*, we have

Iizlag _ % Z)\:/ ga(mA)NA(O) €e dgATI‘[n‘;? (k)[n‘;\l (k)“]wi\zsé(gk)\/%

~ ! dQ m - d az ay 5
T8 / 1 HPINA0) / 9oge (Tr[m (k) <k>1*]w;W> Sol&s)

~-—2 —O(m 4 v[n$? (k) [ng* (k)] ]w?) 3
~ 8;/4ﬁ9< IN0) (T[ ) ()] +1>

Ex—0



and

aipaz __
157" =
A

2
M =i

where |kp x| = v2map, Nx(0) = Noﬁzim, (...) is the
Riemann ¢ function and the result is to the leading
order of 1/(Be.) < 1 and e./|u| < 1. Before fur-
ther derivation, let us first estimate the order of those
two terms in the isotropic case. In that case, my, &y,
ny' and Ny(0) are independent of the angle. Then
we can get the magnitude dependence for the follow-
ing quantities: W2, o (my)71, (02 (kpa))? o u(my)~1,
Tr[n}? (ke [0y (Bea)]T] o (mapa®)® 2. Finally, we
have

2\a1+az
e o 2 S oM T o)
A
compared with
ara _ ma ua?)ertaz
1 o Y 0Ny () TR
A

Since (Bu)? > (Be.)? > Be. > In(Be.) ~ x, we have
I51%? > I7"*? and can neglect I7%? to get K1 ~ I5'%2.
Then, by defining (v)? and 21 23 as in Appendix.A, we
have

N, 2
K Oﬂ“u(zl Z2>u, (124)

2 2m 22 Z3

where the expressions of z; 2 3 are shown in Appendix.A.
As a result, we have

Sa1a2 (7’1,’!’2) = Vz[Kgla25(’f‘1 — T‘Q)

et A gmaz (v, \26(r — 1) . (125)
Substituting the expression shown above into Eq.100, we
can get Eq.17.

Appendix E Derivation of Eq.20 and Eq.21

At first, we derive the eigenvalues of D?. Suppose
B = Bés. Assume that é; and é5 are the two orthogonal
directions perpendicular to és and satisfy é; X é; = €és.
Then, D? = D? + D% + D%. 1t is the similar to the
Landau level problem. Since D = —iV,. + £(B x 1), we
have D3 = —i0,,,

2e

[D1, Do) = —sz (126)
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[ N ) [ de T g ()02l 2+

[ o) N0 T2 ) 5 (1102 )

_752
QWC@) ; (121)
[
as well as [Dy,Ds] = [D2,D3] = 0. Define ¢ =
\/ 725 (D1 — iDs), we have
[a,a"] = i2i[D1 Dy)=1. (127)
’ 4eB ’
In this case, D? can be re-written as
4eB 1
D’ = ==(@la+ 5) + (-i0,,) . (128)
of which the eigenvalue is
4eB 1
2= ==(n+3) + (ks)? (129)

h 2

with n > 0 and k3 being the component of the momentum
along the magnetic field direction.

Next, we solve for the upper critical field. The lin-
earized gap equation directly given by Eq.17 reads
Kal (r)=- Z ‘7a1 (I?(()lla2 + Kfla2D2)Zaz (r) .

az

(130)

Since Eq.130 is linear and D? is Hermitian, eigenfunc-
tions of D? with different eigenvalues can not be cou-
pled. Suppose A,(r)’s are the eigenfunctions of D? with
eigenvalue 12, then the linearized gap equation becomes

Aoy (r) == Vo, (K + K1) A, (r) . (131)

Eq.20 is just the matrix version of Eq.131.
Assume the [? is of the same order as eB/h meaning
that the order of k3 is no larger than the order of eB/h
and n is not large. The resulted expression of the tran-
sition temperature T to the first order of B reads
r =1+ 53#2%&[2 .
T 8my

(132)
Typically we have a < 0, meaning that the highest T' is

given by smallest [? that is 2eB/h. Replacing B by B, 2,
we have Eq.21.

Appendix F Disorder Average and Replica Trick

In this part, we follow Ref.[48] to introduce the Replica
trick based on our model. Note that, in this part, we
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FIG. 6.

dlz;;%fo as a function of SSOC |2meci|. The large change

of the « factor in the intermediate region between regime III
and II does not have much effects on the slope due to the
small T, factor, as shown in Fig.3a.

(e

SN 2
This shows the a factor - (%) of the slope

temporarily abandon the previous defined = = %

and define x = (7, r) instead.

We start from discussing the disorder average of a cer-
tain observable for the disorder term Eq.25 and the prob-
ability measure Eq.26. Given a non-interacting partition
function with the random disorder

Zo[V] = / DeDeexp(—S[e, e, V]),  (133)

where

Sle, ¢, V] = Sole, ¢ + /de(fr)Emcac , (134)

¢, ¢ are Grassmann fields if appearing in the action,

— SO = Z Ek:,wn (zwn - h(k))ck,wn )

k,wn

(135)

xz = (7,7) and 7 is the imaginary time. Suppose we
want to compute thermal average of certain observable
O;(c', ¢) in the presence of the random disorder:

[ Dc'DeO; (€, ¢) exp(—S[é, e, V])
Zo[V]

(0i(¢,0)) =

= 2w

(136)
5J J—0
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where

Z[V,J| = /Dchexp( Sle, e, V] + /dXZJO

(137)
and X denotes the imaginary time and position depen-
dence of O;. Now, one may take the disorder average
of (O;(¢,¢)). However, due to Zy[V] in denominator
of Eq.136, the disorder average is hard to carry out di-
rectly. One way to overcome it is the replica trick. Since
In(Z[V,J]) = limg_o(Z[V, J]® — 1)/R, we have

0
0J;

1 9
= lim — —Z7
J0 ngloR&]i

(Z[V, J]) v, J)%

J—=0

(138)

If R is integer,

Zlv, R /D\I/D\I! exp(—S[¥, ¥, V]

+/dXZJiOZ-(\T/,\I/)) :

where ¥ = (Cl,...,CR)T, U = (El>~-~7ER)7 OZ<\TJ,\I’) =
3, 0il@asca), S[U, W, V] = S8 Sle,,¢0,V] and a =
1, ..., R is the replica index. Then, we have

(139)

)
0J;

v, J)%

_ / DIDYO, (T, ) exp(—S[T, W, V]) .
(140)

J—0
The the disorder average becomes

(0i(& ) ais =

hm —/D\IID\IIO (U, ¥){exp(—S[¥, ¥, V]))ais(141)

where
(exp(—S[W, ¥, V]))ais = exp(—So[¥, ¥]) x
(= [ doV () B()¥(a))) (142)
with
(exp(—/de(r)\I/ U (x)))ais
_ [ DVP[V]exp(— [V (r) [ dr¥(z)¥(z))
B [ DVP[V]
fDVexp fd?’ V2 )+2’V§V de\I/ \If( )])
[DVP[V]

= el [ / Ar() W (r))
= exp[’éd /dxdx'é(r — ) U(2)¥(2) (2" U (2))].  (143)

Here the probability measure P[V] is defined in Eq.26,
and the limitation of R should be taken as the limitation
of the analytic continuity of the function of integer R’s.
Although the failure of this trick is possible since the



limit of the analytic continuity may not be the real limit,
the trick works well for most of the times.

Next, we discuss the Feymann rule. Recall the non-
interacting action,

— SO \IJ \I’ Z Z a k w” k wn)ca k,wn (144)
a k,w,
where
Go(k,wyn) = (iw, — h(k))™". (145)
Based on the expression, if using
5 a Wn O
M - 51@ k’éwn,wg,éa,a’éal,az ) (146)

5Ca k! wl o

the fermion line corresponds to —[Go(k,wn)]a;as0arass
which conserves the replica index and momentum
(kywnp).

The Fourier transform of the four fermionic field inter-
action generated by integrating out the disorder potential
in Eq.142 reads

2

gt / v U (x' !
761 /dmd:}: O(r —r" )W ()W (x)V(z")W (")

Z Z Z Z 6k1+k3,k2+k4

w,w’ k1,k2 ks, kg a1,02 a1,02

(147)

Cay k1w, Cay,kz,w,an Cag, ks w! o Cag kg, iz -

This is clear that this effective (¢c)? vortex corresponds

to 2 +4. The vortex can be noted as a dashed line (disorder
line) connected with two fermionic lines at either end. It
conserves replica index a, spin index « and frequency w,
only for the fermionic lines and conserves spacial momen-
tum k for the entire vortex.

For any disorder average of fermionic operators (must
contain equal number of ¢ and ¢ due to global U(1) sym-
metry), say n pairs of ¢ and ¢, the graph must contain n
fermionic lines without forming fermionic loops. Each of
the n lines would give d,, = 1, which eventually leads to
a factor of R after the summation of replica index in the
definition of the observable with replica index. That R
cancels the one in the denominator of Eq.141. If a graph
contains at least one fermionic loop, each loop would give
a factor of R. After the limitation R — 0, it is clear that
all graphs with fermionic loops would give zero. There-
fore, we only need to consider graphs without fermion
loops. In this case, we can simplify the disorder average
of fermionic fields O;(¢, ¢) by neglecting the replica index
and considering the all graphs without fermionic loops of
the following expression:

(06 ))) s, = / DEDCO; (G, ) exp{—So[é, d

2
+7§d /dwdm'é(r —17')CpCypCprCyr } . (148)
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Appendix G Derivation of Linearized Gap
Equation with Disorder Eq.27

In this section, we derive Eq.27. We first derive the
disorder-averaged normal state green function, and then
derive the superconducting free energy with disorders,
and finally get Eq.27.

1 Disorder-averaged Normal State Green Function

The disorder-averaged Green function is defined as

Gap(k,wn) = = ({Chwn,aChwn,6)) gis - (149)
It can be expressed as
[G(k,w)]71 = [Go(kHCU)]il - E(kvw) ) (150)

where X(k,w) is called the self-energy.

Since we adopted the Born approximation, X(k,w)
only depends on w and satisfies the self-consistent Born
approximation (SCBA) equation:

2
w) = %ZGO(H el ZGO (W)Go(K',w) .
* (151)
Define
1 h(k)—

to be the projection operators to £+ bands respectively.
The normal state Green function without disorder is
given in Eq.145, which can be expressed in terms of pro-
jection operators

Go(k,w) = (153)

1
) D AR

A==+

Using the expression of Py (k), we have

Z Go(k, wn) =
k

1 1 1
Z 5(iwn - §+<k) - Wy, — f_(k))

k

1 B 1 (k) — &k
+ Z(iwn - €+ (k) iwn - 6—("7)) 2k2Qc ) (154)

k

Since the second term can be rewritten as
Dok Z?Zl fi(k)grI" with f;(k) being Oj invariant,
the second term should be zero. Then, we have

1 1 !
2 Golkwn) =3 5 =i T i)

k
(155)
which is proportional to identity matrix. Similarly, we



have

ZGO (ky wn)Go(k, wy)

1
- {zwn- g 0+ e W)
1 1
_;anamfw%%ﬂmy 150

Then, by induction, we get that ¥(w) is proportional to
the identity matrix. Thereby, Eq.151 can be re-written
as

2
Ya Z 2 -1
—V Go(k//,(A))] .

k!’

(157)

- ’YQ /
)= Vd;Go(k w)[l

Now estimate the order of G%(w,k’) term. The term
can be re-written as

oF 2.0 _ 2 N(e) 1
%;Go(’f —(’Yd)/df 9 m,

where
N(e) =

(158)

(N () + (N-(e)a ,

and (Nx(€))a = 35 > 6(e—£+(K')) are density of states
of &4 bands at £ without spin index and (...)q is the
average over the solid angle. Then, we have

(159)

Ni(e 2N(0
ﬁ/@%w9¥~ﬁw@~%¢“,
where we assume that |w| is no larger than the energy cut-
off €. which is small compared with chemical potential p.
This means, when dealing with the disorder problem, we
will integrate the energy band first and then sum up the
frequency, which is the same as the other way to the

¥aNF

leading order of 1/8¢. < 1. Since we assume - <1
with Np = N(0) =

(160)

Noyi, we can neglect the Gg(w, k')

term since we only keep the leading order of W%ﬁp . Then,
we have
a
_ ’
w) = v%:Go(lc w (161)
Since 35 Y-y, Go(K',w) is equal to
N(E) 1 . NF €0
/da 5 1z —msgn(w)T - ~ (162)
with €9 = 2P [f de N;?], we have
G(k,w) ! (163)
) w = .
iw — h(k) + zﬁsgn( w) + €

with 1/74 = 'yng 7. Moreover, if choosing the isotropic
limit, we can estimate the order of ¢y by choosing the
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range of integration to be (—|u|,|p|), which is eqrg ~
1. In terms of the projection operators, the disorder-
averaged Green function reads

G(k,w) = > Gi(k,w)Px(k)
byt

(164)

with
1
iw—&\(k) + iisgn(w) +e

G(k,w) = (165)

2 Disorder-averaged Superconducting Free Energy

The mean-field free energy with disorder reads
F= —k'BTln{/DcTDcexp[—S —Sa+Bfal}, (166)

where S is shown in Eq.134,

ro 2ar - T
Alk.a) = AO(Q)TV +A1(Q)% ., (167)
. C é T
Sa = 5[ Z CW,k+gA(k,q)(c_w7_k+%)
w,k,q
+ Z Cg,—k+%AT(k:7q)C_ka+%] , (168)
w,k,q
y

fa=> 518, (169)

2V,
q,a

and the order parameter is assumed to be uniform
with respect to the imaginary time. It is clear that
—AT(—k7q) = A(k7 q)'

Then the mean-field superconducting Free energy
reads

Fsc = —fa — kT In{({exp[-Sa])} (170)

where

[ DéDcexp|—S — Sa]
Zo[V] ’

(exp[—5a]) = (171)

and Zo[V] is shown in Eq.133. Since (exp[—Sa]) = eV
with W contains all the connected graphs, we have the
disorder-averaged Fsc

(Fsc)gis =

—fa—kgT (W) s - (172)

According to Eq.148, (W) .. to the second order of A

reads



(e, = ((E5E

1
=1 Z
w,k,quw’,

D).~ [Peoes

k

where the summation of o 234 is implied,
42
— Sgis = —So + Ed/dxdac’é(r —1')EpcpCprcyr , (174)

the internal fermionic loops are abandoned, and it is not
necessary to specifically rule out the disconnected graphs
to this order since all non-zero contribution is given by
connected graphs.

We adopt Born approximation to abandon all graphs
with crossed disorder lines and only include the cooperon
modes*®. In this case, we have

< >d” fwzk:q (175)
TH{G(k + 3, @)D (k. q.w)G" (<k + 5. —w)Al(k, )],
where
D(k,q,w) = A(k,q) + (176)

W)GT(—K + g, —w).

If the order parameter is uniform, then we can choose

A(k,q) = A(k)dq,0. In this case, combining Eq.172 and
the two equations shown above, we can get

FSCZ_VZ‘?V
——ZTT

UJru

(177)

D(k,wn)G" (~k, —wn) AT (K)] |

(k,wn)

where

8 Further Simplification of Fsc with Disorder

First, recall the property of projection operator in our
case:

Py(k) = P(k)

Py(k) = P} (k)

P\(—k) = P\(k)

PA(K)T'yPL (k) o Pa(k)yPL(k),  (179)

2
) exp[fsdis]
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(173)

* !
Aaraz (k@A o, (K, /DCDCCw bt o1 Cowon ket §.02Cr, k4 4 g b4 4 OXPLSlis]
’ ’
»qd

(

where the first two are general, the third one is due to
the inversion symmetry of our model, and the last one
is for ¢ = 0,...,5. In the following, we will use the four
relations again and again, and we will not refer to them
for convenience.

The trace term in Eq.177 can be expressed by the
projection operator using Eq.164 to the leading order of
€/ (2Q:k%) < 1:

Z Tr[G

wn,k

Y Gk, wn)Ga(—k, —wn)d; (k) T[Da(k, wn)7) (R)]
W kA

D(k,w,)GT (—k, —wn) AT (k)] =

k:wn

(180)
where vx(k) = P(k)vP{(=k), P\(k)A(k)P](-k) =
dr(k)a(k), di(k) = 52 + A5La’k?sgn(ci)fq, and

Dy(k,w) = P\(k)D(k,w)P (- k:)
equation satisfied by D) (k,w) reads

> (181)

kN
G (K wn) G (=K', —w, ) Pr(k) Dy (k' w,) P (—EK) |

Using Eq.178, the

Dx(k,wn) = dx(k)a(k) +

<=

where we also neglect the interband contribution as
before, i.e. only keep terms to the leading order of
e/ (2Q:k%) < 1.

Since 71'(k) = 7L (—k) = —7,(k), we can show that
—DT(k,w,) satisfies the same equation as Dy (k,wp),
meaning that —D7T(k,w,) = Dy(k,w,). Thereby
Dy (k,w,) can be expressed in terms of Iy with i =
0,...,5. Further, we have

D/\(kzwn> - D)\(k:;wn)')/)\(k) ’ (182)
where Dy (k,w,) is a scalar function.

Using Tr(w\(k)*yi(k)) = 2, Eq.181 and Eq.182, we
have

Te[Da (k. wn )i (k)] = 2Dx(k,w,) , (183)
and
Di(k,wn) = da(k) + ;—;; (184)
kN

G (K, wn) G (=K', —wn) D (K s wn) Tr[ e (K7L (R)]

Since the non-interacting Hamiltonian is Oy, invariant,
we have Urh(R~ 11<:)U1T;z = h(k) for any R € Oy, where
Ug is the unitary representation of R for j = 3 fermions.



Using Eq.152, we have UrP\(R™'k)U}, = Py(k) and
thereby Urya(R™'k)UL = ~x(k). Using this relation
and the fact that d)(k) and G’)\(k wy) are Oy, invari-
ant, we can get that D)(R'k,w,) satisfies the same
equation as Dy (k,w, ), meaning that D) (k,w,) is Oy, in-
variant: Dy(R™'k,w,) = Dx(k,w,). Moreover, accord-
ing to Schur’s lemmas45, we have >, f(k)gk,; = 0 and
Yok f(R)gr.igr; = 2o f(R)gk ;05 if f(K) is Op invariant
and i,7 = 1,..,5. Combining the previous facts, we can
get

3 (=, —) Do (K o) (K)

ZG)\/ k: wn
_ZGX (K, wn)G

( k 3 _wn)DX(klvwn)

N2

,(185)

where TyyTT = v fori = 1,...,
becomes

5 is used. Then Eq.184

2
Dy (k,wy) = dy(k) + 4 (186)
%
[N
é)\/(k,,wn)é)\/(fk/,7wn)D)\/(k/,wn) .
Define
— ’>/2
Lo(wn) =1/ ﬁ > Gk, wn)GA(—k Jdx(k)
k)
(187)

3
(188)
Then Eq.186 relates L and Ly
L(wn) = Lo(wy) + b(wn) L(wy) , (189)
which gives
T EO(wn)
L(w,) = = 190
O (190)
with
_ 3 ~
b(wn) = 3y kz Ga(k,wn)G(—k, —wy) (191)
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Eventually, Eq.180 becomes

> TGk, wn) Dk, wn)GT (—k, —w,) AT(K)]
onk

Z;A Gk, wn)G(—k, —wn)dj (k)2Dx (k, wn)
= ;Z’;A Gk, wn)G(—k, —wn)d3 (k)dx (k)
+2 ii;(wn)i(w

Wn

=2 ) Ga(k,wn)Gr(—k, —wn)d3 (k)dx (k)
wn,k)\

(192)

where the second equality uses Eq.180 and Eq.183, the
third equality uses Eq.186, G (k,w,)Gx(—k, —wy,) is real
and definitions of L(w,,) and Lo(wy), and the last equality
uses Eq.189. Combined with Eq.177, we eventually have

1 _ _
Fsc = 3 Z G (k,wn)GA(—k, —wy,)d5 (k)dx (k)
Wn kA
|LO wy)| |£a|2
—_— 1
Z . -vy i (193)

a

4 Derivation of Eq.27

First we derive a general expression that will be used
repeatedly later:

EZG* k wn)éA(*k, wn)fk(k) ~

d2 ~3/2 1
Z/ — Nomy “0(mx) fr(kry) /d§A (o £ FNTNE

2'rd)
S (Nom3 20(n) fa(kpa) e
A

™

‘Wn‘+i

where the first equality uses two things: (i) g ~ 1/74 and
we neglect terms of order 1/(tqu); (ii) 1/(£2 + €2) has a
peak at £ = 0 and drops fast away from the peak when €
is small. The range of the integration of &, is from —oo
to oo since the energy cut-off €. is 1ncluded in the limit
of the summation of w,, as |w,| + < €.

2 —
Using the formula derived above Twe have

> Gk, wn)Ga(—k, —wy)d3 (k)da (k)
kA

NOV m |w7l| AT Yyr Y2 8 (195)
4 |wn| lwn| + 2T Y2 Y3

with A = (A, AT,

: (196)

(194)



_ [Z o« Ao A,
L n) — 71\7 _— _ R
olwn) =V 2V Jon] 1 o osgn(c1)( 5 it Y2)

(197)
and thereby

1

|Lo(wn)|?  NoV = 5 )
5 = |Aoy1 + Ay
T bw) 4 Tonl (ol + D)
1
N 5 ~ -
T (yl ' > Ao (199)
4 ‘wn| (|wn|+g) Y2 y2/y1

Here 1/74 = 'yngF is used.
Substituting Eq.195 and Eq.198 into Eq.193, we have

(199)

A
Fgc = -V —
? o,
NOV ~ Y2 ~
|Wn‘ Y2 |+ 1 Y3 (\wn\+i)y2 Y1
27q
Assuming €.74 > 1 and fe. > 1, we have

T 1 2e)Pe, 1 1
B;‘wn| _ln( ™ )+O(ﬁec’€c7-d) ’

(200)

B < + 5t ™ ATy Bec

(201)

and

27—d /8 1 1
=F +O(——,
B Z |wn|(Jwn| + 552) (47er) Bec’ €cTa

(202)

where .7-"(4Wd) = \II(O)(M” + 1) = vOL) vO(z) is

the digamma function and the range of the sum is |w,, |+
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< €c. Then, the free energy becomes

Vo (L.
Fsc = _EAT (VO }) A
|41

1
27‘4

NoV <+ (w1 Y2 > X
_ NV X+ A, (203
4 (yz ys + Z(y3/y1 — y3) (203)
where A = (Ag,A1)T. Then linearized gap equation
reads
A0 FY %yz ) ( A0 )
Qo0 ) _ 20 ) 204
( Ay ) ( Myo Alyshy AN (204)
where
F( 2
b1—1+My—2—1). (205)
€ Y1ys

Next we will show 0 < b; < 1. Let us define t) =
maB(my), and thereby t) > 0. In this case, y; = ((ti/z +

’5?2%, 2 = (fo(t? —t7")a and ys = (f3(t}° +
¢/ ))q- According to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, t4+ > 0
and fg > 0, we have

wvs = (FBE + 1)l +2%))a
\/fQ 7/2+t7/2)(t3/2 3/2»?2

= <fQ\/(t§r 5 32T T2

> fQ\/ 5 15 +2t5/2t5/2)>2
<fQ\/ 15 415 — 27252
= (folt3? — )3
> |(f (i/2 5/2)>

It gives 0 < y3/(y1y3) < 1 since y13 > 0. Combined
with }"( ) < x, we have 0 < b; < 1. To have b; = 1,
we either need % = 0 meaning that there is no disorder

or need the system to be in regime II(¢1t_ = 0 in any
direction) and isotropic (¢1 = ¢2).

Q|2 = |y2|2 = (206)

4mTq
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