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Fermi liquid theory is used to generate the Ginzburg-Landau free energy func-
tionals for unconventional superconductors belonging to various representa-
tions. The parameters defining the GL functional depend on Fermi surface
anisotropy, impurity scattering and the symmetry class of the pairing inter-
action. As applications I consider the basic models for the superconducting
phases of UPt3. Two predictions of Fermi liquid theory for the two-dimensional
representations of the hexagonal symmetry group are (i) the zero-field equilib-
rium state exhibits spontaneously broken time-reversal symmetry, and (ii) the
gradient energies for the different 2D representations, although described by
a similar GL functionals, are particularly sensitive to the orbital symmetry of
the pairing state and Fermi surface anisotropy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The heavy fermions and cuprates represent classes of strongly correlated metals
in which the mechanism responsible for superconductivity is probably electronic in
origin. In the heavy fermions the metallic state develops below a coherence tempera-
ture T ∗ ∼ 10K, well below the Debye temperature. Heavy electronic quasiparticles
have Fermi velocities comparable to the sound velocity. Thus, Migdal’s expansion
in cs/vf , which is the basis for the theory of conventional strong-coupling super-
conductors, breaks down. Overscreening of the Coulomb interaction by ions is sup-
pressed, leaving strong, short-range Coulomb interactions to dominate the effective
interaction between heavy electron quasiparticles. Phonon-mediated superconduc-
tivity is possible, but the breakdown of the Migdal expansion favors electronically
driven superconductivity, or requires an electron-phonon coupling that is strongly
enhanced by electronic correlations.1 Similarly, for high Tc materials there is no
‘theorem’ precluding superconductivity at Tc ∼ 100K from the electron-phonon
interaction, but the existence of high transition temperatures has often been given
as reason enough for abandoning phonons as the mechanism for superconductivity
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in the cuprates.2 Indeed much of the theoretical effort in trying to understand the
origin of superconductivity in the cuprates is devoted to models based on electronic
mechanisms of superconductivity (c.f. these proceedings).
An important consequence of many electronic models for superconductivity is

that they often favor a superconducting state with an unconventional order param-
eter, i.e. a pair amplitude that spontaneously breaks one or more symmetries of
the metallic phase in addition to gauge symmetry. An order parameter with lower
symmetry than the normal metallic phase can lead to dramatic effects on the su-
perconductivity and low-lying excitation spectrum. The gap in the quasiparticle
excitation spectrum may vanish at points or lines on the Fermi surface, reflecting
a particular broken symmetry. Such nodes are robust features of the excitation
spectrum that lead to power law behavior as T → 0 for Fermi-surface averaged
thermodynamic and transport properties. These average properties have been the
focus of a considerable experimental and theoretical effort in order to identify the
nature of the order parameter, particularly in the heavy fermion superconductors.3

However, the most striking differences between conventional and unconventional
superconductors are those properties that exhibit a broken symmetry, or reveal the
residual symmetry, of the order parameter. Examples of properties are (i) sponta-
neously broken rotational symmetries exhibited by the anisotropy of the penetration
depth tensor in tetragonal, hexagonal and cubic lattice structures, (ii) new types
of vortices also reflecting broken symmetries of the ordered phases, (iii) new collec-
tive modes of the order parameter that are distinct from the phase and amplitude
mode in conventional superconductors, (iv) sensitivity of the superconductivity to
non-magnetic impurity and surface scattering, (v) anomalous Josephson effects asso-
ciated of combined gauge-rotation symmetries of the order parameter, and (vi) com-
plex phase diagrams associated with superconducting phases with different residual
symmetries. Indeed, the strongest evidence for unconventional superconductivity
in metals is the multiple superconducting phases of (U, Th)Be13 and UPt3.

4,5 For
further discussion of these issues see the reviews by Gorkov,6 Sigrist and Ueda,7

and Muzikar, et al. 8

At this workshop I summarized experimental evidence for, and theoreticial in-
terpretations of, unconventional superconductivity in the heavy fermion supercon-
ductor. I focussed on UPt3 because its complex phase diagram leads to strong
constraints on the symmetry of superconducting order parameter. Another reason
is that superconductivity onsets at Tc ∼ 0.5K ≪ T ∗ ∼ 10K, in the well-developed
Fermi-liquid. This separation in energy scales is important for formulating a theory
of superconductivity in strongly correlated Fermion systems with predictive power.
In this article I discuss the theoretical framework that supports the phenomenology
on unconventional superconductivity in UPt3 that I presented at the workshop.
The heavy fermion metals, high-Tc cuprates and liquid 3He are strongly corre-

lated fermion systems for which we do not have a practical first-principals theory
of superconductivity and superfluidity. However, we have powerful and successful
phenomenological theories for superconductivity in such systems: the Ginzburg-
Landau theory and the Fermi-liquid theory of superconductivity. The full power of
these phenomenological theories is realized in there connection to one another and
to the experimental data on low energy phenomena. The Fermi-liquid theory of
superconductivity reduces to GL theory in the limit T → Tc, with specific predic-
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tions for the material parameters in terms of those of Fermi-liquid theory, e.g. the
Fermi surface, Fermi velocity, electronic density of states, electronic interactions,
mean-free path, etc. Fermi-liquid theory then extends beyond the range of the GL
theory, to low-temperatures, higher fields, and shorter wavelengths. In what fol-
lows I develop the Fermi-liquid theory of strongly correlated metals and derive the
GL functionals for superconductors with an unconventional order parameter. As
applications I examine the basic models for the superconducting phases of UPt3.

9

In Section II I summarize the GL theory for superconductors with an uncon-
ventional order parameter, and construct free energy functionals for several mod-
els of superconductivity in the heavy fermion superconductors. Section III deals
with the formulation of Fermi-liquid theory for strongly correlated metals from mi-
croscopic theory. I start with the stationary free-energy functional of Luttinger
and Ward,10 then formulate the Fermi-liquid theory in terms of an expansion in
the low-energy, long-wavelength parameters represented by small ∼ T/T ∗, ∆/T ∗,
1/kfξ0, etc. For inhomogeneous superconducting states the central equation of the
Fermi-liquid theory is the quasiclassical transport equation, which generalizes the
Boltzmann-Landau transport equation to superconducting Fermi liquids. Exter-
nal fields couple to the quasiparticle excitations and enter the transport equation
through the self energy. The leading order self-energies describe impurity scatter-
ing, electron-electron interactions and the coupling to external magnetic fields. The
resulting stationary free energy functional, due to Rainer and Serene,11 combined
with the leading order self energies, is the basis for derivations the GL theory from
Fermi-liquid theory.
Material parameters are calculated for the 2D representations that have been

discussed for UPt3. An important prediction of the leading order Fermi-liquid
theory, for any of the 2D representations in uniaxial superconductors, is that the
equilibrium state in zero field spontaneously breaks time-reversal symmetry. The
result is robust; it is independent of the details of the Fermi surface anisotropy, the
basis functions determining the anisotropic gap function, as well as s-wave impurity
scattering.
Extensions of the theory to low-temperature properties are also discussed. The

linearized gap equation, with both diamagnetic and paramagnetic contributions, for
odd-parity superconductors with strong spin-orbit coupling is examined. The gra-
dient terms of the GL free-energy functional are related to Fermi-surface averages
of products of the Fermi velocity and the pairing basis functions. These coefficients
differ substantially for the various 2D representations, even though the phenomeno-
logical GL functionals of all the 2D representations are formally the same. The
effects of Fermi surface anisotropy on the gradient coefficients are calculated for
order parameters belonging to the E1u and E2u representations of D6h (appropriate
for UPt3). All of these results have implications for models of the superconducting
phases of UPt3, and perhaps other heavy Fermion superconductors.9

II. GINZBURG-LANDAU THEORY

Landau’s theory of second-order phase transitions is very general; the structure
of the theory is determined principally by symmetry and a few constraints on the
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parameters defining the theory. Its quantitative accuracy relies on the size of the
pair correlation length being large compared to the atomic scale k−1

f i.e. 1/kfξ0 ∼
Tc/T

∗ << 1, which are well satisfied in most superconductors, including many of
the heavy fermions. The generality of Ginzburg-Landau (GL) theory comes at the
price of restricted predictive power; the GL theory depends on phenomenological
material parameters that must be determined by comparison with experiment, or
from a more fundamental theory. Futhermore, different GL theories (based on order
parameters with different symmetry properties) can lead to similar phase diagrams
and thermodynamic properties. Nevertheless, GL theory is an essential tool for
interpreting the magnetic and thermodynamic properties of superconductors, and
it has been used extensively to examine the possible phases for superconductors
with an unconventional order parameter.12−19

I assume that heavy fermion superconductors, and possibly the cuprates, are all
described by an equal-time pairing amplitude of the form,

fαβ(~kf ) ∼
〈

a~kfα
a−~kfβ

〉

, (1)

where α, β are spin labels of the quasiparticles. In conventional superconductors

the pair amplitude has the form, fαβ(~kf ) = f0(~kf ) (iσy)αβ , describing pairs with

total spin zero and a (complex) amplitude f0(~kf ) that breaks gauge symmetry,
but otherwise retains the full symmetry of the normal metal. Unconventional su-
perconductivity occurs when the pair amplitude spontaneously breaks additional
symmetries of the normal metallic state, i.e. if there exists an operation RεG,

other than a gauge transformation, for which R ∗ f(R−1 ∗ ~kf ) 6= f(~kf ); G is the
space group of the normal state, combined with time-reversal and the gauge group,
G = Gs × T × U(1). I assume that translation symmetry of the normal metal is
unbroken at the superconducting transition, in which case Gs may be indentified
with the symmetry group of rotations and inversions. In the heavy fermion su-
perconductors it is generally assumed that the spin-orbit interaction is strong (on
the scale of Tc) so that only joint rotations of the orbital and spin coordinates are
symmetry operations.20,12 In this case, Gs is identified with the point group, Gp.
The labels for the quasiparticle states near the Fermi level are not eigenvalues of
the spin operator for electrons. Nevertheless, in zero-field the Kramers degeneracy

guarantees that each ~k state is two-fold degenerate, and thus, may be labeled by
a pseudo-spin quantum number α, which can take on two possible values. Fur-

thermore, the degeneracy of each ~k-state is lifted by a magnetic field, which is
described by a Zeeman energy that couples the magnetic field to the pseudo-spin
with an effective moment that in general depends on the orientation of the magnetic

field relative to crystal coordinates, and possibly the wavevector ~k. In the opposite
limit of negligible spin-orbit coupling the normal state is separately invariant under
rotations in spin space, so Gs = SO(3)spin ×Gp.
Fermion statistics of the quasiparticles requires the pair amplitude to obey the

anti-symmetry condition,

fαβ(~kf ) = −fβα(−~kf ) . (2)

If the normal metal has inversion symmetry, then G contains the two-element
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subgroup (1, Ci). This is the case for nearly all systems of interest. For exam-
ple, UPt3, which is hexagonal with an inversion center, is described by the group
G = D6h × T × U(1) for strong spin-orbit coupling, while the layered CuO su-
perconductors have tetragonal symmetry with a point group D4h, or are weakly
orthorhombic. The pairing interaction which drives the superconducting insta-

bility depends on the momenta and spins of quasiparticle pairs (~kfα,−~kfβ) and

(~k′fα,−~k′fβ) and, and necessarily decomposes into even- and odd-parity sectors,

Vαβ;γρ(~kf , ~k
′
f ) =

even
∑

Γ

VΓ

dΓ
∑

i=1

Y(Γ)
i (~kf )(iσy)αβ Y(Γ)

i (~k′f )
∗(iσy)γρ

+

odd
∑

Γ

VΓ

dΓ
∑

i=1

~Y(Γ)
i (~kf ) · (iσy~σ)αβ ~Y(Γ)

i (~k′f )
∗ · (i~σσy)γρ . (3)

The interaction is invariant under the operations of the group G and decomposes
into a sum over invariant bilinear products of basis functions for each irreducible
representation Γ of the point group, with both even- and odd-parity. The basis

functions, {Y(Γ)
i (~kf )}, for the symmetry groups of the heavy fermion superconduc-

tors are tabulated in Ref. 21. Representative basis functions for the group D6h,
appropriate for UPt3 with strong spin-orbit coupling, are given in Table I.

Table I: Basis functions for D6h

Γ Even parity Γ Odd parity (~d||ẑ)
A1g 1 A1u kz
A2g Im(kx + iky)

6 A2u kzIm(kx + iky)
6

B1g kz Im(kx + iky)
3 B1u Im(kx + iky)

3

B2g kz Re(kx + iky)
3 B2u Re(kx + iky)

3

E1g kz
kx
ky

E1u

(

kx
ky

)

E2g

(

k2x − k2y
2kxky

)

E2u kz

(

k2x − k2y
2kxky

)

The order parameter separates into even- and odd-parity sectors:

fαβ(~kf ) = f(~kf ) (iσy)αβ + ~f(~kf ) · (i~σσy)αβ , (4)

where the even-parity (singlet) and odd-parity (triplet) order parameters have the
general form,

f(~kf ) =

even
∑

Γ

dΓ
∑

i

η
(Γ)
i Y(Γ)

i (~kf ) , ~f(~kf ) =

odd
∑

Γ

dΓ
∑

i

η
(Γ)
i

~Y(Γ)
i (~kf ) . (5)

There is an interaction parameter VΓ for each irreducible representation Γ. The
superconducting instability is determined by the irreducible representation Γ∗ with
the highest transition temperature, and barring accidental degeneracies, the order
parameter, at least near Tc, will belong to the representation Γ∗.
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A. Free Energy Functionals

In order to analyze the stability of the possible superconducting states a free-
energy functional of the order parameter is needed; for temperatures close to the
transition temperature this is the Ginzburg-Landau functional. The GL functional
is invariant under the symmetry operations of the group G of the normal state, and

is stationary at the equilibrium values of {η(Γ)i } and equal to the thermodynamic
potential. The general form of the GL functional is constructed from a symmetry
analysis of the transformation properties of products of the order parameter and
gradients of the order parameter. The procedure is well known and has been carried
out for many of the possible realizations of unconventional superconductivity.7

The general form of the GL functional includes one quadratic invariant for each
irreducible representation,

ΩGL =

irrep
∑

Γ

αΓ(T )

dΓ
∑

i

(η
(Γ)
i η

(Γ)∗
i ) + ... . (6)

The coefficients αΓ(T ) are material parameters that depend on temperature and
pressure. Above Tc all the coefficients αΓ(T ) > 0. The instability to the supercon-
ducting state is the point at which one of the coefficients vanishes, e.g. αΓ∗(Tc) = 0.
Thus, near Tc αΓ∗(T ) ≃ α′(T − Tc) and αΓ > 0 for Γ 6= Γ∗. At Tc the system is

unstable to the development of all the amplitudes {η(Γ
∗)

i }, however, the higher order
terms in the GL functional which stabilize the system, also select the ground state
order parameter from the manifold of degenerate states at Tc. In most superconduc-
tors the instability is in the even-parity, A1g channel. This is conventional super-
conductivity in which only gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken. An instability
in any other channel is a particular realization of unconventional superconductivity.
There are two representative classes of GL theories; (i) those based on a single

primary order parameter belonging to a higher dimensional representation of G,
and (ii) models based on two primary order parameters belonging to different ir-
reducible representations which are nearly degenerate. Both types of model have
been examined as models for the the multiple superconducting phases of UPt3 and
(U, Th)Be13. The specific applications of these GL theories to the phase diagrams
of UPt3 and UBe13 are discussed in detail elsewhere.7,9,16,18,19

B. 2D Representations of D6h

Consider the 2D representation, E2u, of hexagonal symmetry, with strong spin-
orbit coupling. The GL functional is constructed from the amplitudes that

parametrize ~f(~kf ) in terms of the basis functions of Table I,

~f(~kf ) = ẑ
(

η1 Y1(~kf ) + η2 Y2(~kf )
)

. (7)

The GL order parameter is then a complex two-component vector, ~η = (η1, η2),
transforming according to the E2u representation. The terms in the GL func-
tional must be invariant under the symmetry group, G = D6h × T × U(1), of
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point rotations, time-reversal and gauge transformations. The form of the GL
functional, ΩGL, is governed by the linearly independent invariants that can be
constructed from fourth-order products,

∑

bijkl ηiηjη
∗
kη

∗
l , and second-order gra-

dient terms,
∑

κijkl(Diηj)(Dkηl)
∗, where the gauge-invariant derivatives are de-

noted by Di = ∂i + i 2e
~cAi. The fourth-order product ηiηjη

∗
kη

∗
l transforms as

(E2⊗E2)sym⊗(E2⊗E2)sym = (A1⊕E2)⊗(A1⊕E2) = 2A1⊕A2⊕3E2, yielding two
linearly independent invariants. Similarly, the in-plane gradient Diηj transforms as
E1 ⊗ E2 = B1 ⊕ B2 ⊕ E1, which generates three second-order invariants. In addi-
tion, the c-axis gradient Dzηi, which transforms as E2, yields a fourth second-order
invariant. The resulting GL functional then has the general form,6,7

ΩGL

[

~η, ~A
]

=

∫

d3R
{

α(T )~η · ~η∗ + β1 (~η · ~η∗)2 + β2 |~η · ~η|2

+ κ1 (Diηj) (Diηj)
∗
+ κ2 (Diηi) (Djηj)

∗
+ κ3 (Diηj) (Djηi)

∗

+ κ4 (Dzηj) (Dzηj)
∗
+

1

8π

{

|~∂ × ~A|2 − 2 ~H · ~∂ × ~A
}}

. (8)

The last two terms represent the magnetic field energy for a fixed external field ~H.
The coefficients of each invariant, {α(T ), β1, β2, κ1, κ2, κ3, κ4} are material pa-

rameters that must be determined from comparision with experiment or calculated
from a more microscopic theory. A similar analysis follows for any of the 2D rep-
resentations, and yields formally equivalent GL functionals, even though the order
parameters belong to different representations. Thus, at the phenomenological level
these GL theories yield identical results for the thermodynamic and magnetic prop-
erties. However, similar GL theories can differ significantly in their predictions
when we determine the material parameters of the GL functional from a more fun-
damental theory, i.e. the Fermi-liquid theory.
The equilibrium order parameter and current distribution are determined by the

Euler-Lagrange equations,

δΩGL

[

~η, ~A
]

δη∗i
= 0 ,

δΩGL

[

~η, ~A
]

δAi
= 0 ; (9)

which yield the GL differential equations for the order parameter, magnetic field
and supercurrent,

κ123D
2
xη1 + κ1D

2
yη1 + κ4D

2
zη1 + (κ2DxDy + κ3DyDx)η2

+2β1 (~η · ~η∗) η1 + 2β2 (~η · ~η) η∗1 = αη1 , (10)

κ1D
2
xη2 + κ123D

2
yη2 + κ4D

2
zη2 + (κ2DyDx + κ3DxDy)η1

+2β1 (~η · ~η∗) η2 + 2β2 (~η · ~η) η∗2 = αη2 , (11)

and the Maxwell equation,

(∇×~b)i = −16πe

~c
Im[κ1 ηj (D⊥,iηj)

∗
+ κ2 ηi (D⊥,jηj)

∗
+ κ3 ηj (D⊥,jηi)

∗

+ κ4 δizηj (Dzηj)
∗] , (12)
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which are the basis for studies of the H-T phase diagram, vortices and related
magnetic properties.22−26 I use the notation, κijk... = κi+κj+κk+ ..., etc. Below I
summarize the basic solutions to the GL theory and the significance of the material
parameters defining the GL functional.
There are two possible homogeneous equilibrium states depending on the sign

of β2. For −β1 < β2 < 0 the equilibrium order parameter, ~η = η0(1, 0) with
η0 = [|α(T )|/2β12]1/2, breaks rotational symmetry in the basal plane, but preserves
time-reversal symmetry. The equilibrium state is rotationally degenerate; however,
the degeneracy for an arbitrary rotations of ~η in the basal plane is accidental and
is lifted by higher-order terms in the GL functional. There are three sixth-order
invariants that contribute,

δΩ6 =

∫

d3R
{

γ1 |~η|6 + γ2 (~η · ~η∗) |~η · ~η|2

+ γ3

[

|η1|6 − |η2|6 − 3
(

3 |η1|2 |η2|2 + η21η
∗2
2 + η∗21 η

2
2

)

(

|η1|2 − |η2|2
)

] }

,(13)

including the leading term in the anisotropy energy, which lifts the degeneracy and
aligns ~η along one of six remaining degenerate directions.
For β2 > 0 the order parameter retains the full rotational symmetry (provided

each rotation is combined with an appropriately chosen gauge transformation), but
spontaneously breaks time-reversal symmetry. The equilibrium state is doubly-
degenerate with an order parameter of the form ~η+ = (η0/

√
2)(1, i) [or ~η− = ~η∗+],

where η0 = [|α(T )|/2β1]1/2. The broken time-reversal symmetry of the two solu-
tions, ~η±, is exhibited by the two possible orientations of the internal orbital angular
momentum,

~Morb = (κ2 − κ3)

(

2e

~c

)

Im (~η × ~η ∗) ∼ ± ĉ , (14)

or spontaneous magnetic moment of the Cooper pairs. The presence of this term in

the GL functional is exhibited by rewriting the gradient terms (for ~H = 0) in the
form,

Ωgrad =

∫

d3R

{

κ1 [| ~D⊥η1|2 + | ~D⊥η2|2] + κ4 [|Dzη1|2 + |Dzη2|2]

+ κ23(|Dxη1|2 + |Dyη2|2)

+
1

2
κ23 [(Dxη1)(Dyη2)

∗ + (Dxη2)(Dyη1)
∗ + c.c.]

+ (κ2 − κ3)

[(

2e

~c

)

(i~η × ~η∗) · (~∂ × ~A)

]

}

. (15)

The coefficients of the gradient energy determine the magnitude and anisotropy
of the spatial variations of the order parameter and supercurrents. The symmetry
of the superconducting state depends critically on the values of the material param-
eters of the GL functional. One of the important predictions of Fermi-liquid theory
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for the GL free energy of any of the 2D reprepresentations of D6h is that β2/β1 ≃ 1
2 ;

thus, the zero-field equilibrium order paramater spontaneously breaks time-reversal
symmetry. However, estimates of the material parameters from Fermi-liquid theory
predict an orbital moment that is small, and therefore difficult to observe because
of Meissner screening.6,27

III. FERMI-LIQUID THEORY

At low temperatures T ≪ T ∗) and low excitation energies (ǫ ≪ T ∗) the ther-
modynamic and transport properties of most strongly interacting Fermion systems
are determined by low-lying excitations obeying Fermi statistics. In metals these
excitations, called ‘conduction electrons’ or ‘quasiparticles’, have charge ±|e|, spin
1
2 , and even though they are described by the intrinsic quantum numbers of non-
interacting electrons quasiparticles are complicated states of correlated electrons
resulting from electron-electron, electron-ion, electron-impurity interactions and
Fermi statistics. Fermi-liquid theory has been remarkably sucessful in describing
the low-energy properties of liquid 3He and correlated metals with strong electron-
electron and electron-phonon interactions, including many of the heavy fermions at
temperatures below the coherence temperature T ∗.
The central component of Landau’s theory of strongly correlated Fermions

(Fermi-liquid theory) is a classical transport equation (Boltzmann-Landau trans-

port equation) for the distribution function g(~kf , ~R; ǫ, t) describing the ensemble

of quasiparticle states, where ~kf is the position on the Fermi surface, (~R, t) is the

space-time coordinates of a quasiparticle moving with momentum ~k ≃ ~kf and exci-
tation energy ǫ.
Green’s function techniques have been used to derive the Boltzmann-Landau

transport equation.28−31 These methods lead to expressions for the drift, accel-
eration and collision terms of self-energies describing quasiparticle-quasiparticle,
quasiparticle-phonon and quasiparticle-impurity interactions. These self-energies
are functionals of the quasiparticle distribution function and are defined in terms
of interaction vertices between quasiparticles and other quasiparticle, phonons and
impurities. These interaction vertices have a precise meaning, but their calculation
from first principles is outside the reach of current many-body techniques. Thus,
these interaction vertices are phenomenological material parameters which must be
taken from comparison with experiment. The most important material parameters,
the leading contributions to the quasiparticle self-energy, are the Fermi surface,
Fermi velocity and density of states at the Fermi energy.

A. The Luttinger-Ward Functional

In order to derive the Ginzburg-Landau free energy functional, and its extension
to low temperatures, it is useful to formulate an expression for the thermodynamic
potential in terms of the many-body Green’s function. Such a functional was de-
rived by Luttinger and Ward for normal fermion systems,10 and generalized by
deDominicis and Martin32 to superfluid systems.
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The starting point is the many-body theory for the one-particle Green’s function.
For superfluid Fermi liquids the basic fermion field must be enlarged in order to
describe particle-hole coherence of the pair condensate.33 This is accomplished by
introducing the four-component field operator, Ψ(x) = column(ψ↑, ψ↓, ψ̄↑, ψ̄↓), and
the 4× 4 Nambu Green’s function,

Ĝµν(x, x
′) = −

〈

Tτ Ψµ(x)Ψ̄ν(x
′)
〉

, µ = 1, ..., 4 , (16)

where x = (~x, τ) denotes the space-imaginary-time coordinate and < ... > is the
grand ensemble average. The many-body theory for the Nambu Green’s function is
derived in the usual way;34 Ĝ satisfies a matrix Dyson equation with the 4× 4 self
energy function Σ̂ defined in terms of the skeleton expansion for Σ̂skeleton[G]. The

particle-hole space representations of Σ̂ and Ĝ are

Ĝ =

(

G F
F̄ Ḡ

)

, Σ̂ =

(

Σ ∆
∆̄ Σ̄

)

, (17)

where each element is a 2× 2 spin matrix; G is the diagonal Green’s function,

Gαβ(x, x
′) = −

〈

Tτψα(x)ψ̄β(x
′)
〉

, (18)

and F is the anomalous Green’s function,

Fαβ(x, x
′) = −〈Tτ ψα(x)ψβ(x

′)〉 , (19)

describing the pair-condensate of a superfluid Fermi-liquid. The functions Ḡ and F̄
are related by the symmetry relations, Ḡαβ(x, x

′) = −Gβα(x
′, x) and F̄αβ(x, x

′) =
Fβα(x

′(−τ ′), x(−τ))∗.
The generalization of the free energy functional of Luttinger and Ward to su-

perfluid Fermi systems is straight-forward. Consider a homogeneous system and

transform to momentum and frequency variables: (x, x′) → (~k, ǫn), where ~k is the
wavevector and ǫn = (2n + 1)πT are the Matsubara frequencies. In this case the
generalization of the Luttinger-Ward free-energy functional is,

Ω[Ĝ, Σ̂] = −1

2

∫

d3k

(2π)3
T
∑

n

Tr4

{

Σ̂(~k, ǫn)Ĝ(~k, ǫn)

+ ln[−Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)
−1 + Σ̂(~k, ǫn)]

}

+ Φ[Ĝ] , (20)

where Ĝ0(~k, ǫn) Green’s function for non-interacting Fermions,

Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)
−1 =

(

iǫn − ξ0~k 0

0 −iǫn − ξ0
−~k

)

. (21)

The log-functional is a formal representation of the power series in Σ̂, and Φ[Ĝ] is a
functional which generates the perturbation expansion for the skeleton self-energy
diagrams,

Σ̂skeleton[Ĝ] = 2
δΦ

δĜtr(~k, ǫn)
. (22)
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Formally, Ω is a functional of both Ĝ and Σ̂; the physical Green’s function and
self-energy are defined by the stationarity conditions,

δΩ

δĜtr(~k, ǫn)
= 0 ⇒ Σ̂(~k, ǫn) = Σ̂skeleton [Ĝ] , (23)

δΩ

Σ̂tr(~k, ǫn)
= 0 ⇒ Ĝ−1(~k, ǫn) = Ĝ−1

0 (~k, ǫn)− Σ̂(~k, ǫn) . (24)

The first equation identifies Σ̂ with the skeleton expansion evaluated at the physical
propagator, while the second stationarity condition is the Dyson equation. The key
point is that Ω is equal to the thermodynamic potential when evaluated with Σ̂ and
Ĝ that satisfy the stationarity conditions; Ω(T, µ) = Ω[Ĝphysical, Σ̂physical].

B. The Rainer-Serene Functional

Rainer and Serene11 developed this formal machinery into a powerful calculational
scheme for strongly correlated Fermion superfluids, and used their functional to ex-
plain the phase diagram and thermodynamic properties of superfluid 3He. Their
formulation of the free energy functional is based on a classification of the contribu-
tions to the free-energy functional in terms of a set of small expansion parameters,
e.g. T/T ∗, Tc/T

∗, 1/kf l, 1/kfξ0, where Tc (pairing energy scale), l (mean free
path) and ξ0 = vf/2πTc (pair correlation length) represent the low-energy scales,

and T ∗ (degeneracy energy) and k−1
f (Fermi wavelength) are the high-energy scales

of the nomal-metal. These ratios are small in nearly all systems of interest; in most
heavy fermion superconductors Tc/T

∗ ∼ 10−1− 10−2, and in most metals this ratio
is much smaller. The application of the Fermi-liquid model to the high Tc super-
conductors is more problematic; however, special versions of Fermi-liquid theory,
e.g. the nearly anti-ferromagnetic Fermi-liquid model,35,36 and the coupled-2D-
Fermi-liquid model with interlayer diffusion,37 are promising steps towards a theory
of superconductivity in layered cuprates. In the following I develop the free-energy
functional of Rainer and Serene for Fermi-liquid superconductors and derive the GL
free energy functional for an anisotropic superconductors with an unconventional
order parameter.
The propagator-renormalized perturbation expansion for the skeleton self-

energy functional (or the Φ-functional) is formulated in terms of the full Green’s
function and bare vertices for the electron-electron, electron-ion, and electron-
impurity interactions. Although the skeleton expansion is an exact formulation
of the many-body problem, it is ill-suited for describing the low-energy properties
of strongly correlated Fermions. A formulation of the many-body perturbation
theory in terms of low-energy excitations (quasiparticles) can be carried out by
re-organizing the perturbation expansion for the self energy (or Φ-functional).
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C. High- and low-energy scales

The idea is to separate Ĝ(~k, ǫn) into low- and high-energy parts by introducing a
formal scale, ωc, intermediate between the high-energy scale (e.g. T ∗, bandwidth,
etc.) and the relevant low-energy scale, e.g. T ; i.e. T ≪ ωc < T ∗.38,39 The non-
interacting Green’s function is similarly divided into low- and high-energy parts,

Ĝ0(~k, ǫn) =

{

Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)low , |ǫn| < ωc and |ξ0~k| < ωc

Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)high , |ǫn| or |ξ0~k| > ωc

. (25)

Within the low-energy region the bare propagator is of order Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)low ∼
small−1, while the order of magnitude in the high-energy region is Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)high ∼
small 0, where small ∼ T/Ef ≪ 1. Bare vertices (when combined with appropriate

factors of the density of states) are of order small 0. The perturbation expansion
is then enlarged to include diagrams for both low-energy and high-energy propa-
gators, ad re-organized into an expansion in terms of low-energy propagators and
block vertices.38,39,40 The block vertices sum an infinite set of diagrams composed
of bare vertices and high-energy propagators. An example of a contribution to the
self-energy with high- and low-energy propagators and bare vertices is shown in Fig.
(1e); the self-energy diagram (1d) with the block vertex sums all high-energy pro-
cesses that couple to the same topological arrangement of low-energy propagators.

small

small

0

1
small

2

a

b c1 c2 c3

d e

FIG. 1 Leading order contributions to the quasiparticle self-energy. Block vertices couple
to low-energy propagators (solid lines), and represent the summation to all orders of the
bare interaction (open circle) and high-energy intermediate states (thin dotted lines).

In addition to the summation of high-energy processes into block vertices, the
low-energy propagator is renormalized via the usual Dyson equation,

Ĝ(~k, ǫn)low = Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)low + Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)lowΣ̂(~k, ǫn)lowĜ(~k, ǫn)low . (26)

The low-energy part of the self energy can now be defined in terms of the set
of skeleton diagrams defined as the set of Σ̂ diagrams in which the self-energy
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insertions on internal (low-energy) propagator lines are summed to all orders by the

replacement, Ĝ0(~k, ǫn)low → Ĝ(~k, ǫn)low; i.e. Σ̂(~k, ǫn)low = Σ̂skeleton[Ĝlow].
The crucial assumption which makes the re-organized many-body theory

tractable is that the summation of high-energy processes into block vertices does
not introduce new low-energy physics that is not accounted for in the low-energy
propagator and self-energy. Thus, all block vertices are estimated to be of order
small 0, and the renormalized low-energy propagator is assumed to be of order

small−1. Furthermore, the block vertices, which depend on the momenta, ~k, and
energies, ǫn, of the initial and final state (low-energy) excitations, are assumed to
vary on the high-energy scale. Since block vertices couple only to the low-energy

propagators their arguments can be evaluated with ~k ≃ ~kf and ǫn ≃ 0. In addition

to the order of magnitude estimates for Ĝlow and the block vertices, phase space
restrictions, |ξ~k| < ωc and |ǫn| < ωc, imply the following factors,

T

|ǫn|<ωc
∑

n

∼ small ,

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~k ∼ small ,

for summations and integrations over internal frequencies and momenta. These
power counting rules are subject to constraints imposed by energy and momentum
conservation (for details see Refs. (39)).

D. Leading-order theory

The leading order contributions to the low-energy electronic self-energy are shown
in Fig.(1a-d). I omit the electron-phonon contributions; see Refs (39,40). The
zeroth-order block vertex is the contribution to the self-energy from all high-energy
processes. This term includes bandstructure and correlation effects of ion- and

electron-electron interactions; the quasiparticle residue, a(~kf ) = (1 − ∂Σ(a)/∂ǫ)−1,
is determined by this term. This zeroth-order self-energy term, including the quasi-
particle residue, is absorbed into the renormalized quasiparticle dispersion relation,

ξ~k, and renormalized block vertices; i.e. ξ0~k → a(~k)(ξ0~k − Σ(a)(~k)), and a factor of

a(~k)1/2 is associated with each quasiparticle link to a block vertex.
The corrections of order small are shown as diagrams (b)-(c). Diagram (b), for

the terms in particle-hole channel, corresponds to Landau’s Fermi-liquid corrections
to the quasiparticle excitation energy,

Σγα(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
Aαβ;γρ(~k,~k

′)T
∑

n′

Gβρ(~k
′, ǫn′)low , (27)

while the particle-particle channel contributes the electronic pairing energy,

∆αβ(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
Vαβ;γρ(~k,~k

′)T
∑

n′

Fγρ(~k
′, ǫn′)low . (28)
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The contributions to the Φ-functional which generate these leading order diagonal
and off-diagonal self-energies are easily constructed from eqs.(27-28),

Φ(G) =
1

4
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)3
T
∑

n′

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
Gγα(~k, ǫn)low Aαβ;γρ(~k,~k

′)Gβρ(~k, ǫn)low ,

(29)

Φ(F ) =
1

2
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)3
T
∑

n′

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
Fαβ(~k, ǫn)low Vαβ;γρ(~k,~k

′) F̄γρ(~k, ǫn)low .

(30)

The functions, Aαβ;γρ(~k,~k
′), and Vαβ;γρ(~k,~k

′) represent the block vertices for the
purely electronic interactions in the particle-hole and particle-particle channels, re-
spectively. These ineractions may be further separated into spin-scalar and spin-
vector functions for the particle-hole channel,

Aαβ;γρ(~k,~k
′) = As(~k,~k′) δαγ δβρ + ~σαγ ·Aa(~k,~k′) · ~σβρ , (31)

and the spin-singlet and spin-triplet functions for the particle-particle channels,

Vαβ;γρ(~k,~k
′) = (iσy)αβ V

(e)(~k,~k′) (iσy)γρ + (iσy~σ)αβ ·V(o)(~k,~k′) · (i~σσy)γρ . (32)

Thus, the singlet and triplet components of the pairing self energy become,

∆(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
V (e)(~k,~k′)T

∑

n′

F (~k′, ǫn′)low , (33)

~∆(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
V

(o)(~k,~k′) · T
∑

n′

~F (~k′, ǫn′)low , (34)

where the singlet- and triplet-channel pairing interactions can be expanded in basis
functions defined in terms of the even- and odd-parity irreducible representations
of the crystal point group,

V (e)(~k,~k′) =
∑

Γ

VΓ

dΓ
∑

i

Y(Γ)
i (~kf )

∗Y(Γ)
i (~k′f ) , (35)

V
(o)(~k,~k′) =

∑

Γ

VΓ

dΓ
∑

i

~Y(Γ)
i (~kf )

∗ ⊗ ~Y(Γ)
i (~k′f ) . (36)

In addition to these mean-field electronic self-energies, impurity scattering con-
tributes to leading order in small. These terms are first-order in the impurity
concentration and are collected to all orders in the quasiparticle-impurity vertex in
the impurity scattering t-matrix,

Σ̂imp(~k, ǫn) = nimp t̂(~k,~k; ǫn) , (37)
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where the low-energy t-matrix is given by,

t̂(~k,~k′; ǫn) = u(~k,~k′) 1̂ +

∫

d3k′′

(2π)3
u(~k,~k′′) Ĝ(~k′′, ǫn)low t̂(~k

′′, ~k′; ǫn) , (38)

represents multiple scattering of low-energy excitations by the block vertex u(~k,~k′) 1̂
for the non-magnetic quasiparticle-impurity interaction. For weak scattering the t-
matrix is evaluated in second-order in the Born expansion (i.e. diagrams (c1) and
(c2)). The first-order term is absorbed into ξ~k, and the remaining piece of the
impurity self-energy becomes,

Σ̂imp(~k, ǫn) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
w(~k,~k′) Ĝ(~k′, ǫn)low , (39)

where w(~k,~k′) = nimp|u(~k,~k′)|2 is proportional to quasiparticle-impurity scattering
probability. The corresponding contribution to the Φ-functional is,

Φ(imp) =
1

4
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)3

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
w(~k,~k′)Tr4 {Ĝ(~k, ǫn)lowĜ(~k′, ǫn)low} . (40)

Higher order terms in small arise from electron-electron scattering (diagram (d));
this term is responsible for the inelastic quasiparticle lifetime, 1/τee, and electronic
strong-coupling corrections to the leading order pairing energies. The discussion
that follows is confined to the leading order diagrams which define the Fermi-liquid
theory of superconductivity.
The normal-state self energy, Σ̂N , and the propagator, ĜN , are solutions of the

stationarity conditions (eqs.(23)-(24)). To leading order in small the normal-state
propagator in the low-energy region is

1

a
ĜN (~k, ǫn) =

(

iǫ̃n − ξ~k 0
0 −iǫ̃n − ξ−~k

)−1

, (41)

where ǫ̃n = ǫn + sgn(ǫn)/τ , and τ−1 = πNf < w(~kf , ~k
′
f >~k′

f

is the lifetime due

to impurity scattering in the normal state. Note that < ... >~kf
represents the

Fermi-surface average and Nf is the density of states at the Fermi energy.
Since the pairing energy scale is of order small we can construct a functional

for the supercondcuting corrections to the normal-metal free energy by subtracting
ΩN = Ω[Σ̂N , ĜN ] from the functional Ω[Σ̂low, Ĝlow] to obtain

δΩ
[

δΣ̂, δĜ
]

= −1

2
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)3
Tr4

{

δΣ̂(~k, ǫn)δĜ(~k, ǫn)
}

−1

2
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)3
Tr4

{

ln′
[

1̂− ĜN (~k, ǫn)δΣ̂(~k, ǫn)
]}

+ δΦ[δĜ(~k, ǫn)] , (42)

where the δΣ̂ = Σ̂−Σ̂N and δĜ = Ĝ−ĜN represent the superconducting corrections
to the normal-state self-energy and propagator. Note that the subtracted functional
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contains no linear terms in δΣ̂ or δĜ as a result of the stationarity conditions for
the normal state self-energy and propagator. Thus, ln′[1 − x] = ln[1 − x] + x, and

the functional δΦ[δĜ] is defined by

δΦ[δĜ] = Φ[Ĝlow]− Φ[ĜN ]− Tr4

{ δΦ

δĜtr

∣

∣

ĜN

(

Ĝlow − ĜN

)}

. (43)

Equation (42) for the superconducting corrections to the low-energy free energy
functional, combined with the renormalized perturbation expansion in small, were
derived by Rainer and Serene in their work on the free energy of superfluid 3He.11

This functional is used here to derive the Ginzburg-Landau free energy functional
and extensions for several models of unconventional superconductivity.

E. Ginzburg-Landau Expansion

The free energy functional in eq. (42) depends on both the self-energies and
propagators. In order to derive a free energy functional which depends only on the
order parameter, it is necessary to eliminate the ‘excess’ information from the full
functional. To leading order in small the stationarity condition of δΩ with respect
to the anomalous propagator generates the mean field self-energy (gap equation)
and the impurity renormalization of the gap function. The gap function provides
a convenient definition of the order parameter. Reduction of the full functional to
a functional of the order parameter alone is accomplished by inverting the station-

arity condition relating the order parameter, ∆(~k), and the anomalous propagator,

F (~k, ǫn).
Since the mean-field self energies are independent of frequency, it is useful to

introduce the frequency-summed propagator,

fαβ(~k) = T
∑

n

Fαβ(~k, ǫn)low . (44)

Equations (33)-(34),

∆(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
V (e)(~k,~k′)f(~k′) , ~∆(~k) =

∫

d3k′

(2π)3
V

(o)(~k,~k′) · ~f(~k′) , (45)

are inverted by expanding the order parameters and propagators in the basis func-
tions that define the pairing interactions (eq.(3)), and applying the orthogonality
condition,

∫

d~kf n(~kf )Yα(Γ)
i (~kf )Yβ(Γ′)

j (~kf )
∗ = δΓΓ′ δαβ δij , (46)

which is defined by integration over the Fermi surface with weight given by n(~kf ),

the angle-resolved density of states at the Fermi surface;
∫

d~kf n(~kf ) = 1. The
resulting equations are,

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~k f(
~k) =

even
∑

Γ

1

NfVΓ
∆Γ(~kf ) ,

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~k
~f(~k) =

odd
∑

Γ

1

NfVΓ
~∆Γ(~kf ) , (47)
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where

∆Γ(~kf ) =

dΓeven
∑

i=1

ηΓi Y(Γ)
i (~kf ) , ~∆Γ(~kf ) =

dΓodd
∑

i=1

ηΓi
~Y(Γ)
i (~kf ) , (48)

are the order parameters belonging to even- and odd-parity representations of G.
The terms in the δΦ functional of order small are obtained from Φ(G), Φ(Ḡ), Φ(F )

and Φ(imp), and eq.(43) for δΦ. Evaluating the δΦ functional at the stationary

point, δ[δΦ]/δ[δĜlow] = 0, leads to

δΦ =
1

4
T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)
3 Tr4

{

δΣ̂(~k, ǫn)δĜlow(~k, ǫn)
}

, (49)

where δΣ̂(~k, ǫn) = δΣ̂(~k)mf +δΣ̂(~k, ǫn)imp is determined by eqs. (27)-(28) and (39).
The δΦ contribution to the free energy functional can then be combined with the
first term of eq. (42), δΩ1, to give δΩ1 + δΦ = 1

2δΩ1. The contribution to δΩ1

coming from the diagonal self energy and propagator, although formally of order
small 2, vanishes at this order; thus,

δΩ1 = −T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)
3 tr

{

∆(~k, ǫn)F̄low(~k, ǫn)
}

. (50)

F. Impurities

Elimination of the low-energy propagator is complicated by the impurity scatter-

ing contribution to ∆(~k, ǫn). The probability w(~k,~k′) generally includes scattering
in non-trivial symmetry channels. However, for point impurities (‘s-wave’ scatter-
ers), the scattering probability can be replaced by a angle-independent scattering
rate belonging to the identity representation, Nfw0 = 1/πτ . Isotropic scattering

leads to considerable simplification in the reduction of δΩ[Σ̂, Ĝlow] to a functional of
the mean-field order parameter. The order parameter is not renormalized by impu-
rity scattering provided the scattering is in a channel other than the pairing channel.
Thus, for isotropic impurity scattering any unconventional order parameter will be
unrenormalized by impurity scattering,

∆imp(~k, ǫn) =
〈

w(~kf , ~k
′
f ) f(

~k′f , ǫn)
〉

~k′

f

∼ 1

τ

〈

∆(~k′f ) I(
~k′f , ǫn)

〉

~k′

f

. (51)

The stationary condition has been used to write f(~k, ǫn) = I(~k, ǫn)∆(~kf ), where

I(~k, ǫn) is invariant under the symmetry group of the normal state. Thus, ∆imp van-

ishes if ∆(~k) belongs to any non-identity irreducible representation. As a result the
impurity terms drop out of eq.(50); eliminating the frequency-summed propagator
then gives,

1

2
δΩ1 = Nf

∫

d~kf n(~kf )
{

all
∑

Γ

1

NfVΓ

1

2
tr
(

∆(Γ)(~kf )∆
(Γ)(~kf )

†
)}

, (52)
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where ∆(Γ)(~kf ) is the order parameter belonging to the representation Γ.
The remaining terms in δΩ come from the log-functional, and are evaluated in the

GL limit by expanding in [ĜN ∆̂] (again dropping terms higher order than small 2),

δΩln = T
∑

n

∫

d3k

(2π)
3

∞
∑

m=1

(−1)m

2m

∣

∣

∣
GN

(

~k, ǫn

)∣

∣

∣

2m

tr
{

(∆∆†)m
}

. (53)

The resulting GL functional expanded through sixth-order in ∆ becomes,

ΩGL [∆] =
∑

Γ

αΓ (T )

〈

1

2
tr
(

∆(Γ)∆(Γ)†
)

〉

+ β
0

〈

1

2
tr
(

∆∆†
)2
〉

+ γ
0

〈

1

2
tr
(

∆∆†
)3
〉

+ ... , (54)

where the coefficients are given by,

αΓ(T ) = Nf

{ 1

NfVΓ
− πT

|ǫn|<ωc
∑

n

(

1

|ǫn|+ 1/τ

)

}

, (55)

β
0
=

1

4
Nf πT

∑

n

(

1

|ǫn|+ 1/τ

)3

, γ
0
= −1

8
Nf πT

∑

n

(

1

|ǫn|+ 1/τ

)5

. (56)

In the clean limit these parameters reduce to,

αΓ(T ) = Nf ln(T/TcΓ) , β0
=

7ζ(3)Nf

16 π2T 2
, γ

0
= −31 ζ(5)Nf

128 π4T 4
, (57)

where TcΓ is the transition temperature of the Γth irreducible representation; the
highest TcΓ is the physical transition temperature Tc. In the vicinity of Tc, barring
a near degeneracy of two irreducible representations, αΓ will be positive except for
the irreducible representation corresponding to Tc; thus, the order parameter will
belong to a single representation near Tc.
Non-magnetic impurities are pair-breaking in unconventional superconductors.

The reduction in Tc is contained in eq. (55) for α(T ), which can be written,

α(T ) = Nf {ln(T/Tc0) + ψ(
1

2πτT
+

1

2
)− ψ(

1

2
)} , (58)

where the pairing interaction VΓ and the cutoff, ωc, have been eliminated in favor
of Tc0, the clean-limit value for the transition temperature, and ψ(x) is the di-
gamma function. The equation for Tc is given by the Abrikoso-Gorkov formula,
ln(Tc0/Tc) = ψ( 1

2πτTc
+ 1

2 ) − ψ(12 ), but with τ due to non-magnetic scattering.

Near Tc, α(T ) ≃ α′(T − Tc); impurity scattering reduces the coefficient α′ =f

/Tc{1 − 1
2πτTc

ψ′( 1
2πτTc

+ 1
2 )}. Both Tc(τ) and α′(τ) vanish at the same critical

value of τ , 1
2πτcrTc0

∼ 1.



Fermi-Liquid Theory of Unconventional Superconductors, J. A. Sauls (1994) 124

The impurity corrections to the higher order GL coefficients can also be expressed
as functions of 1

2πτTc
. In particular, the fourth-order coefficient is given by,

β
0
=

Nf

32π2T 2
c

[

−ψ′′(
1

2πτTc
+

1

2
)

]

, (59)

which reduces to eq.(57) in the clean limit. In the ‘dirty’ limit, 1
2πτTc

→ ∞, which

onsets rapidly for 1
2πτTc0

∼ 1 since Tc(τ) is strongly suppressed, βdirty
0

≃ 1
8τ

2.
Thus, impurities suppress the superconducting transition, but they do not change
the order of the transition.

G. Two-dimensional representations

In order to proceed further it is necessary to specify the relevant pairing channel,
and the general properties of the pairing interaction, particularly if an odd-parity

channel is involved. The Fermi surface averages are carried out by expanding ∆(~kf )
in the basis functions of the appropriate irreducible representation. For odd-parity
representations the basis functions, and therefore the spin averages, depend on the
strength of the spin-orbit interactions.
In the absence of spin-orbit coupling, the spin-triplet terms are due entirely to ex-

change interactions; thus, the odd-parity vertex is isotropic under separate rotations
of the spin and orbital coordinates of the quasiparticles linked by the interaction

vertex, i.e. V
(o)(~k,~k′) = 1 × ∑odd

Γ VΓ
∑dΓ

i=1 Y(Γ)
i (~kf )Y(Γ)

i (~k′f )
∗. The direction

of spin of the pairs represents a spontaneously broken continuous symmetry. Thus,
small magnetic fields can orient the spin components of the order parameter.
By contrast, odd-parity superconductors with strong spin-orbit coupling have the

spin-quantization axis determined (at least in part) by spin-orbit interactions which
are large compared to the pairing energy scale, i.e. of order small 0. The general

form of the basis functions, {~Y(Γ)
i (~kf )}, are quite complicated. However, if spin-

orbit coupling selects a preferred spin quantization axis along a high-symmetry
direction in the crystal, an ‘easy axis’, then the odd-parity interaction simplifies
considerably.
Consider the case in which the spin quantization axis is locked to the six-fold

rotation axis of a hexagonal crystal. The odd-parity interaction reduces to,

V
(o)(~k,~k′) = ẑ ⊗ ẑ

odd
∑

Γ

VΓ

dΓ
∑

i=1

Y(Γ)
i (~kf )Y(Γ)

i (~k′f )
∗ . (60)

The pairing interaction produces only pairing correlations with ~∆ ∼ ẑ, i.e. odd-

parity, S = 1 pairs with ẑ · ~S = 0. Thus, strong spin-orbit coupling can have
dramatic effect on the paramagnetic properties of odd-parity superconductors.
The GL functionals for the 1D representations are formally the same. The ma-

terial parameters defining these functionals for different representations differ by
minor factors of order one because of the Fermi surface averages of the basis func-
tions for higher order invariants differ slightly. The most significant difference is
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the insensitivity of the identity representation to non-magnetic impurity scattering.
For this case the impurity renormalization of ∆ does not vanish, but cancels the

impurity renormalization of the self-energy in the low-energy propagator GN (~k, ǫn).
All other 1D representations suffer from the pair-breaking effect of non-magnetic
impurities.
The more interesting cases are the 2D representations with strong spin-orbit

coupling. An order parameter belonging to a 2D represensentation of D6h has been
proposed for the superconducting phases of UPt3, and an odd-parity representation

with ~∆ ∼ ẑ accounts for the anisotropy of Hc2(T ) at low temperatures (see Ref.
(41) and below). Consider the odd-parity 2D representation of D6h with the spin
quantization axis locked to ẑ by strong spin-orbit coupling. For either E1u or E2u,

~∆(~kf ) = ẑ
(

η1 Y1(~kf ) + η2 Y2(~kf )
)

, (61)

where the orbital functions are listed in Table I. The Fermi-surface integrals are

simplest in the RCP and LCP basis, Y±(~kf ) ∼ kn−1
z (kx ± iky)

n for the odd-
parity En representation (n = 1, 2). The Fermi-surface averages for the fourth-
order terms lead to the following: (i) < |Y+|4 >=< |Y−|4 >=< |Y+|2|Y−|2 >,
(ii) < Y+Y∗

−(|Y+|2 + |Y−|2) >= 0, and (iii) < Y2
+Y∗2

− >= 0. These relations
and analogous relations for the sixth-order terms give the following results or the
material parameters of the GL functional in eq.(8),

β1 = 2β2 = β
0
< |Y+(~kf )|4 >

γ1 =
2

3
γ2 = γ

0
< |Y+(~kf )|6 > , γ3 = 0 . (62)

There are a couple of important points to be made here. The sign of β2 deter-
mines the relative stability of competing ground states; β2 > 0 stabalizes a state
with broken time-reversal symmetry of the form ~η ∼ (1,±i). The leading order
theory predicts β2/β1 = 1

2 , and therefore a ground state with broken T -symmetry
for all of the four 2D representations with strong spin-orbit coupling. The ratio
of 1

2 is independent of the detailed geometry of the Fermi surface, and insensi-

tive to impurity scattering. This latter result follows mainly from the assumption
that the scattering probability is dominated by the channel corresponding to the

identity representation, in which case the impurity renormalization of ∆(~kf ) van-
ishes. The impurity effects completely factor out of the Fermi surface average when
the scattering rate is isotropic, leaving the ratio for β2/β1 to be determined solely
by symmetry. The importance of this result is two-fold: (i) the ground state of
any of the 2D models exhibits broken T symmetry, and is doubly degenerate with
~η ∼ (1,±i), and (ii) such a ground state (and therefore β2 > 0) is a pre-requisite
for explaining the double transition in zero field for UPt3 in terms of a 2D order
parameter of D6h coupled to a weak symmetry breaking field. These models are
discussed in detail in Ref. (9). Note also that the hexagonal anisotropy energy,
proportional to γ3, vanishes in the leading order approximation.
The heat capacity jump at Tc for the ground state ~η± ∼ (1,±i) is ∆C =
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α2/ (2β1Tc), which in leading-order theory becomes,

∆C

γTc
=

24

< |Y+(~kf )|4 >

{

(1− 1
2πτTc

ψ′( 1
2πτTc

+ 1
2 ))

2

−ψ′′( 1
2πτTc

+ 1
2 )

}

, (63)

which depends on the specific geometry of the Fermi surface the details of the
basis functions, and the pair-breaking effect of impurities. In the clean limit,

∆C/γTc = 12ζ(3)/ < |Y+(~kf )|4 >. As a rough estimate, the E2u basis functions
with a spherical Fermi surface give a specific heat jump of ∆C/γTc ≃ 0.97. Pair-
breaking from impurity scattering leads to further reduction of the heat capacity
jump.
Most heavy fermion superconductors show a specific heat jump significantly dif-

ferent from the value ∆C/γTc = 1.43 expected for a conventional BCS supercon-
ductor. In UPt3 estimates of ∆C/γTc range from ≈ 0.33 to ≈ 1.0; more recent
reports indicate that this spread in specific heat jumps is related to sample quality,
and in the highest quality single crystals of UPt3 (highest Tc) the specific-heat jump
is ≈ 1.0.42

H. Quasiclassical Theory

The utility and predictive power of Fermi-liquid theory depends on the plausible,
but essential, assumption that the low-energy propagator is of order small−1, com-
pared to the high-energy part of the propagator and the block vertices which are of
order small 0, and varies on a scale small compared to the ωc. By contrast, the self-
energy does not vary rapidly with ξ~k. This allows a further simplification; the rapid
variations of the low-energy propagator with ξ~k, corresponding to the fast spatial

oscillations of the propagator on the atomic scale of k−1
f , can be integrated out of

the low-energy functional. The relevant low-energy functions are the quasiclassical
propagator,

ĝ(~kf , ǫn) =
1

a

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~kf
τ̂3 Ĝ(~k, ǫn)low , (64)

and the quasiclassical self-energy, σ̂(~kf , ǫn) = a Σ̂(~kf , ǫn)τ̂3, where the particle-

hole matrix τ̂3 is inserted for convenience. Products of the form
∫

d3k
(2π)3 Σ̂(

~k, ǫn)

Ĝ(~k, ǫn)low are replaced by Fermi surface averages,
∫

d~kf n(~kf ) σ̂(~kf , ǫn) ĝ(~kf , ǫn).
The advantage of ξ~k-integrating is that the spatial variations on length scales large

compared to k−1
f are easily incorporated into the low-energy theory. Such a for-

mulation is essential for the description of inhomogeneous superconductivity, e.g.
current carrying states, vortex structures, Josephson phenomena near interfaces and
weak links, etc.43 Indeed many of the unique properties of unconventional super-
conductors are connected with spatial variations of the order parameter on length
scales of order ξ0 = vf/2πTc.

44

Eilenberger’s original formulation of the quasiclassical theory starts from
Gorkov’s equations and integrates out the short-wavelength, high-energy structure
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to obtain the transport equation for the quasiclassical propagator,30

[

iǫnτ̂3 − σ̂(~kf , ~R; ǫn) , ĝ(~kf , ~R; ǫn)
]

+ i~vf · ~∇ĝ(~kf , ~R; ǫn) = 0 . (65)

In addition, the quasiclassical propagator satisfies the normalization condition,

ĝ(~kf , ~R; ǫn)
2 = −π2 1̂ . (66)

The generalization of the low-energy free-energy functional to include spatial vari-
ations on scales R ≫ k−1

f is straight-forward; expressed in terms of the quasiclassical
propagator and self-energy the Rainer-Serene functional becomes,

δΩ [ĝ, σ̂] = −1

2
Nf

∫

d3R

∫

d~kf n(~kf )T
∑

n

Tr4

{

σ̂(~kf , ~R; ǫn)ĝ(~kf , ~R; ǫn)

+

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~k ln

[

− ˆ̃G
−1

N (~k, ~R; ǫn) + σ̂(~kf , ~R; ǫn)

]

}

+ δΦ [ĝ] , (67)

where ˆ̃GN (~k, ~R; ǫn)
−1 = (iǫnτ̂3 − ξop~k

) is a differential operator; ξop~k
∗ g(~kf , ~R; ǫn) =

ξ~k g(
~kf , ~R; ǫn)− i

2~vf ·~∇g(~kf , ~R; ǫn). As a result the ξ~k-integration is straight-forward
only for homogeneous equilibrium. Nevertheless, this functional provides the basis
for the free-energy analysis of inhomogenous superconducting states, and for T → Tc
can be reduced to the GL functional for spatially varying configurations of the order
parameter.
The stationarity condition δ[δΩ]/δ[σ̂] = 0 generates the ξ~k-integrated Dyson equa-

tion for the low-energy propagator,

ĝ(~kf , ~R; ǫn) =

∫ ωc

−ωc

dξ~k (
ˆ̃G
−1

N − σ̂)−1 , (68)

which can be transformed into the quasiclassical transport equation (65). The
transport equation and normalization condition are complete with the specification
of the relevant self energy terms. In addition to the leading order self-energy terms
(Fig. 1), magnetic fields couple to low-energy quasiparticles to leading order in
small through the diamagnetic coupling,

σ̂A =
e

c
~vf · ~A(~R)τ̂3 , (69)

and the Zeeman coupling,

σ̂B = −Bi(~R)µij(~kf ) Ŝj , (70)

where ~B = ~∇× ~A, ~̂S = 1
2 (1̂ + τ̂3)~σ+

1
2 (1̂− τ̂3)~σ

tr is the quasiparticle spin operator,

and µij(~kf ) is the effective moment; for a uniaxial crystal with strong spin-orbit
coupling µij → diag (µ⊥, µ⊥, µ||). The vertex for the diamagnetic coupling is e

c~vf ,
which follows from gauge invariance.
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I. Linearized Gap Equation

In the following I use the quasiclassical equations to derive the linearized gap
equation for the upper critical field, including the paramagnetic corrections, and
obtain the gradient coefficients of the GL functional for odd-parity, 2D representa-
tions of D6h. Near the second-order transition line (∆/Tc → 0) the quasiclassical
equations may be linearized in ∆; the diagonal propagator is given by its normal-
state value,

ĝN (~kf , ~R; ǫn) = −iπ sgn(ǫn) τ̂3 , (71)

while the linear correction is determined by the differential equation,

i~vf · ~Df + 2iǫ̃nf + µ(~σ · ~B f + f σy~σσy · ~B) = 2iπ sgn(ǫn)∆(~kf , ~R; ǫn) , (72)

where the diamagnetic coupling is combined with the derivative, ~D = ~∇ + i 2ec
~A ,

ǫ̃n = ǫn+sgn(ǫn)/τ includes isotropic impurity scattering, and I assume an isotropic
effective moment, µ.
For an odd-parity representation the upper critical field is determined by the the

linearized gap equation,

~∆(~kf , ~R) = Nf

∫

d~k′f V(~kf , ~k
′
f ) · 2πT

∑

n

∫ ∞

0

ds exp{−2s|ǫn| − sgn(ǫn) s~v
′
f · ~D}

[

1 + (cos(2sµB)− 1) ĥ⊗ ĥ

]

~∆(~k′f ,
~R) , (73)

where I have specialized to the clean limit, and ĥ is the direction of the field.
Note that the paramagnetic effect drops out of the gap equation for any odd-parity

representation with ~∆ ⊥ ~B. In the case of strong spin-orbit coupling with the

quantization axis locked to ẑ, i.e. V = ẑ⊗ ẑ VΓ Y(Γ)(~kf )Y(Γ)(~k′f )
∗, the paramagnetic

limiting of the upper critical field is strongly anisotropic, and vanishes for ~B ⊥ ẑ.
Choi and I argued that the strong anisotropy of Hc2 at low temperatures in UPt3
is evidence for this type of pairing; i.e. odd-parity, with ~∆ ∼ ẑ locked by spin-orbit
coupling.41

The anisotropy of the paramagnetic effect is also observable in the GL region.
The Zeeman coupling contributes a term in the GL functional of the form,

ΩZeeman = gz

∫

d3R | ~B · ~z|2
(

|η1|2 + |η2|2
)

, (74)

where the g-factor is determined by the effective moment,

gz = 7ζ(3)
Nfµ

2

4π2T 2
c

. (75)

The important point is that the Zeeman energy is pair-breaking for ~B||ẑ, but not

for ~B ⊥ ẑ. Thus, if ~∆||ẑ is enforced by strong spin-orbit coupling, then H
||
c2(T ) is
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suppressed by the Zeeman effect at low-temperatures, while the temperature de-
pendence of H⊥

c2 is determined only by diamagnetism; the paramagnetic terms drop
out for this field orientation since the field merely shifts the population of Cooper
pairs with spin directions | ⇐> and | ⇒>, without any loss of condensation energy.
The effects of impurity scattering on both even- and odd-parity superconductors is
discussed in Ref.(45).

J. Gradient Coefficients for the 2D Representations of D6h

Although the phenomenological GL theories are formally the same for any of
the 2D representations, the predictions for the GL material parameters may differ
substantially depending on the geometry of the Fermi surface and symmetry of the
Cooper pair basis functions. For instance, for the homogeneous terms in the GL
functional, the fourth-order free energy coefficients have the ratio, β2

β1

= 1
2 to leading

order in small for any of the four 2D representations; this result is insensitive to
hexagonal anisotropy of the Fermi surface and basis functions, and to non-magnetic,
s-wave impurity scattering.
Significant differences between the 2D representations appear when one considers

the gradient terms in the GL functional. In order to calculate the leading order
gradient terms in the GL equation consider the linearized gap equation (73). Near

Tc the estimates |ǫn| ∼ Tc, |~vf · ~D| ∼ Tc
√

1− T/Tc apply, so that to leading order

in
√

1− T/Tc the linearized equation for the odd-parity gap function becomes,

~∆(~kf , ~R) =

∫

d2~k′f n(
~k′f )V (~kf , ~k

′
f )

{

K(T ) +
7ζ(3)

16π2T 2
c

(~v′f · ~D)2
}

~∆(~k′f , ~R) , (76)

where K(T ) = ln(1.13ωc/T ). The same equation holds for the even-parity channel
with appropriate substitutions for the gap function and pairing interaction. This
equation is used to generate the coefficients of the gradient terms in the GL equa-

tions. For any of the even-parity, or odd-parity (with ~∆||ẑ), 2D models the gradient
coefficients become,

κ1 = κ0

〈

Y1(~kf ) vfy vfy Y1(~kf )
〉

κ2 = κ3 = κ0

〈

Y1(~kf ) vfx vfy Y2(~kf )
〉

κ4 = κ0

〈

Y1(~kf ) vfz vfz Y1(~kf )
〉

, (77)

where Yi(~kf ) are the basis functions and κ0 = 7ζ(3)
16π2T 2

c
Nf . There are important

differences between the E1 and E2 representations when we evaluate these averages
for the in-plane stiffness coefficients. For a Fermi surface with weak hexagonal
anisotropy, κ2 = κ3 ≃ κ1, for the E1 representation, while for the E2 representation

κ2 = κ3 ≪ κ1 ∼ Nf

(

v⊥f
πTc

)2

. (78)
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In fact, the three in-plane coefficients are identical for the E1 model in the limit
where the in-plane hexagonal anisotropy of the Fermi surface vanishes. In con-
trast, the coefficients κ2 and κ3 for the E2 model both vanish when the hexagonal
anisotropy of the Fermi surface is neglected. This latter result follows directly from
the approximation of a cylindrically symmetric Fermi surface and Fermi velocity,

~vf = v⊥f (k̂x ~x+ k̂y ~y)+v
||
f k̂z~z, and the higher angular momentum components of the

E2 basis functions, κ2(E2u) ∝
〈

k̂z(k̂
2
x − k̂2y)vfxvfy(2k̂xk̂y)k̂z

〉

≡ 0. The importance

of Fermi surface anisotropy on the GL material parameters, and the implications of
such effects for the identification of the phases of UPt3 is discussed elsewhere.9,46
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