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We present an extension of Landau’s theory of phase transitions by incorporating the topology
of the order parameter. When the order parameter comprises several components arising from
multiplicity in the same irreducible representation of symmetry, it can possess a nontrivial topology
and acquire a Berry phase under the variation of thermodynamic parameters. To illustrate this
idea, we investigate the superconducting phase transition of an electronic system with tetragonal
symmetry and an attractive interaction involving two partial waves, both transforming in the trivial
representation. By analyzing the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau equation in the adiabatic limit,
we show that the order parameter acquires a Berry phase after a cyclic evolution of parameters.
We study two concrete models—one preserving time-reversal symmetry and one breaking it—and
demonstrate that the nontrivial topology of the order parameter originates from thermodynamic
analogs of gapless Dirac and Weyl points in the phase diagram. Finally, we identify an experimental
signature of the topological Berry phase in a Josephson junction.

Introduction.—Landau theory is a foundational frame-
work for understanding phase transitions [1]. Its cen-
tral tenet is that a continuous phase transition can be
succinctly described by an expansion of the free energy
in powers of the order parameter, a quantity that dis-
tinguishes the symmetry-broken and unbroken phases.
Owing to its generality, Landau theory provides impor-
tant insights into the critical phenomena of a vast ar-
ray of physical systems, such as ferromagnets, antiferro-
magnets, Bose-Einstein condensates, superfluids, super-
conductors, and liquid crystals [2, 3]. Furthermore, it
can be applied to understand the physics of the ordered
phases themselves. For instance, Ginzburg-Landau the-
ory, an extension of Landau theory that incorporates spa-
tial variations in the order parameter, can explain key
phenomena in superconductivity such as dissipationless
currents, the Meissner effect, and magnetic vortices [4].
As a result, Landau theory remains an indispensable tool
for understanding various complex orders and their crit-
ical behavior.

Symmetry plays a crucial role in Landau theory [5].
As the free energy must respect the symmetries of the
system, its expansion in powers of the order parameter
must do so as well, which allows it to be constructed sys-
tematically. At each order in the series, one includes all
invariants that remain unchanged under every symmetry
operation. Among these terms, the second-order contri-
bution is arguably the most important, as it determines
the critical temperature and the relevant order param-
eter. The structure of the quadratic term ensures that
order parameters transforming under different irreducible
representations (irreps) of the symmetry group generally
have distinct critical temperatures. Consequently, close
to the phase transition, only the irrep with the highest
transition temperature is relevant. In the case of super-
conductors, this observation underpins the established
doctrine that superconducting states are to be classified

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of the thermodynamic
phase diagram considered in this work. Two critical surfaces
(solid vs dotted lines) touch at a gapless Dirac point in the
(2+1)-dimensional parameter space defined by interaction pa-
rameters λ1, λ2 and temperature T . The symmetry-broken
and unbroken phases, distinguished by the order parameter
∆(λ1, λ2, T ), occupy the yellow and gray regions, respectively.
When λ1 and λ2 are varied adiabatically in a closed loop, the
order parameter ∆ may acquire a nontrivial Berry phase.

according to their pairing symmetry [6].

In this Letter, we study the Landau theory of two
“competing” orders that transform under the same ir-
rep [7] and investigate the topology of the resulting order
parameter. The central observation is that when the or-
der parameter comprises multiple components that trans-
form under the same irrep, the quadratic term in the Lan-
dau free energy assumes a matrix structure. The ther-
modynamically stabilized order parameter, which is an
eigenvector of this quadratic matrix A, represents a mix-
ture of the two competing orders. Generally, A depends
on a collection of parameters λ, which may be of micro-
scopic origin, such as the interaction strength, or macro-
scopic, e.g. temperature. When these parameters are
varied adiabatically, the order parameter remains in its
instantaneous free-energy minimum. As a consequence,
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if the parameters are varied in a closed loop, the order
parameter can acquire a Berry phase, as illustrated in
Fig. 1, revealing its nontrivial topology. The analysis of
the topology of the order parameter bears certain paral-
lels with topological band theory [8–10]. In this analogy,
the parameters λ play the role of the crystal momentum,
the matrix A replaces the Bloch Hamiltonian, the order
parameter substitutes the Bloch state, and the critical
surfaces in the phase diagram correspond to electronic
bands, as shown in Fig. 1. Because of the similarities, we
refer to this generalization of Landau theory as topologi-
cal Landau theory.
To illustrate the above ideas, we focus on a supercon-

ductor with tetragonal symmetry (point group D4h) and
an attractive interaction involving two partial waves that
transform in the same irrep. We begin by analyzing the
Landau free energy to identify the static thermodynamic
ground state. Next, we explore the adiabatic dynamics,
demonstrating that the Berry phase arises naturally from
the time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau (TDGL) equa-
tion [11–15] in the adiabatic limit. We then examine
the topology of the order parameter in two specific mod-
els: one preserving time-reversal symmetry and the other
breaking it. Finally, we discuss how the Berry phase can
be experimentally detected in a Josephson junction and
comment on extensions to other thermodynamic systems
and cases involving higher-dimensional irreps.

Landau free energy.—Consider a three-dimensional
(3D) superconductor withD4h symmetry near the metal–
superconductor transition. The system is described by
the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = Ĥ0 + Ĥint, (1)

where

Ĥ0 =
∑
kσ

ξkĉ
†
kσ ĉkσ, (2)

Ĥint = − 1

V
∑
kk′

Vkk′ ĉ†k↑ĉ
†
−k↓ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑. (3)

Here ĉ†kσ is the creation operator for an electron with
wavevector k and spin σ =↑, ↓ and V is the volume of the
system. The first term is the free-electron Hamiltonian
with single-particle dispersion ξk = ℏ2k2/(2m) − µ and
the second is an interaction Hamiltonian that describes
the scattering of Cooper pairs in the singlet channel. The
interaction matrix element is given by

Vkk′ =

2∑
α,β=1

Vαβϕα(k)ϕβ(k
′), (4)

where ϕ1(k) = 1 and ϕ2(k) =
√
5[1 − 3(k2x + k2y)/(2k

2
F )]

are D4h partial waves transforming in the trivial repre-
sentation, normalized to

∫
dΩkϕα(k)ϕβ(k)/(4π) = δαβ .

The interaction matrix elements Vαβ form a complex Her-
mitian matrix V , whose precise form will be specified

later. We assume V is positive-definite so that the in-
teraction is attractive. The time-reversal operator acting
on V is T̂ = K̂, where K̂ is the complex-conjugation op-
erator, and satisfies T̂ 2 = 1. Time-reversal symmetry is
preserved if and only if V is real.
The superconducting phase transition can be captured

by the Landau free energy, with the gap function serving
as the order parameter. Since the interaction potential
Eq. (4) consists of only the partial waves ϕ1(k) and ϕ2(k),
near the phase transition, the gap function adopts the
general form

∆k =

2∑
α=1

∆αϕα(k), (5)

where ∆α are complex amplitudes. In other words,
the superconducting phase is characterized by a two-
component order parameter, ∆ = (∆1,∆2)

T . To fourth
order, the mean-field free energy density has the form

f(∆) ≃
∑
αβ

∆∗
αAαβ∆β +

1

2

∑
αβγδ

Bαβγδ∆
∗
α∆

∗
β∆γ∆δ. (6)

The quadratic coefficients are given by

Aαβ =

[
V −1 −N(0) ln

(
2eγ

π

Λ

kBT

)
I2

]
αβ

, (7)

where N(0) = (2m/ℏ2)3/2√µ/(4π2) is the density of
states per spin at the Fermi level, γ is the Euler-
Mascheroni constant, Λ is the energy cutoff for the in-
teraction, and I2 is the 2× 2 identity matrix. Crucially,
the order parameters ∆1 and ∆2 are allowed to couple at
the quadratic level because ϕ1(k) and ϕ2(k) transform in
the same irrep, which would otherwise be prohibited by
symmetry. The quartic coefficients are given by

Bαβγδ =
7ζ(3)N(0)

8π2(kBT )2

∫
dΩk

4π
ϕ∗α(k)ϕ

∗
β(k)ϕγ(k)ϕδ(k),

(8)
where ζ(z) is the Riemann zeta function. A detailed
derivation of the Landau free energy can be found in
Supplementary Material (SM) I.
Near the transition, the form of the order parameter

is completely determined by the quadratic term in the
free energy. Let ∆̂± be normalized eigenvectors of A
with eigenvalues a±, where a+ > a−, and some fixed
choice of phase. When a− > 0, the minimum of the free
energy is at ∆ = 0 and the system is in the metallic
state. As a− passes from positive to negative, the ∆̂−
component condenses and the system transitions into the
superconducting state. Thus, close to the critical point,
the order parameter has the form ∆ = ∆0e

iφ∆̂−. The
gap magnitude is determined by minimizing the full Lan-
dau free energy and is given by ∆0 =

√
−a−/b−, where

b− =
∑
αβγδ Bαβγδ∆̂

∗
−,α∆̂

∗
−,β∆̂−,γ∆̂−,δ. The phase eiφ

is spontaneously chosen and is defined relative to the



3

phase convention of ∆̂−. Importantly, the contribu-
tion from the high-energy component ∆̂+ can be ignored
when a+ ≫ |Bαβγδ||∆0|2 for all indices α, β, γ, δ, which
is the case sufficiently close to the phase transition.

Adiabatic dynamics.—We now examine the adiabatic
dynamics of the order parameter by varying the inter-
action matrix elements Vαβ continuously. Suppose the
interaction matrix elements Vαβ = Vαβ(λ) depend on
a collection of parameters λj , j = 1, . . . , N , which are
slowly varied in time. The low-frequency dynamics of
the superconducting gap function near the phase transi-
tion is governed by the TDGL equation [11–15]. For the
model described in Eq. (1), the TDGL equation takes the
form

−ℏη
d∆α

dt
=

∂f

∂∆∗
α

, (9)

where η = πN(0)/(8kBT ). A detailed derivation of
Eq. (9) can be found in SM II.

There are three timescales pertinent to the dynamics.
The times τ± ≡ ℏη/|a±| are the characteristic timescales
at which deviations of the gap function from its equilib-
rium value in the ∆̂± directions relax. By assumption,
τ+ ≪ τ− near the phase transition. We also define τ to
be the characteristic timescale at which the parameters λ
are varied. Although τ− diverges at the critical point, it
is typically small slightly away from the phase transition.
Thus, we have the hierarchy of scales τ+ ≪ τ− ≪ τ and
can treat the system as quasistatic, in which case the gap
function takes the form

∆(λ) = ∆0(λ)e
iφ(t)∆̂−(λ), (10)

where ∆̂−(λ) is an instantaneous eigenvector of A(λ)
with some fixed choice of phase. The gap magnitude
∆0(λ) minimizes the free energy at λ and the phase eiφ(t)

is defined with respect to ∆̂−(λ).
In the quasistatic regime, while the magnitude ∆0(λ)

and basis state ∆̂−(λ) are determined once the param-
eters λ are specified, the phase φ is not and can depend
on the path taken in parameter space. As shown in SM
III, the phase φ remains unchanged under relaxation, in-
dicating that any variation arises solely from the adia-
batic evolution of λ. Assuming the system does not un-
dergo a phase transition as the parameters are varied, in
which case the order parameter ∆(λ) depends smoothly
on the parameters λ, we substitute the ansatz (10) into
the TDGL equation to obtain

d∆0

dt
(λ(t)) = 0, (11)

dφ

dt
(t) =

∑
j

A−,j(λ)
dλj
dt

, (12)

where A−,j(λ) = i∆̂
†
−(λ)∂j∆̂−(λ) is the abelian Berry

connection associated with the pairing state ∆̂−(λ).

FIG. 2. (a) Phase diagram of the model in Eq. (14), which
features the thermodynamic analog of a (2+1)D Dirac point
at r = 0, T = T 0

c (gray: metallic state; remaining regions:
superconducting state; solid and dashed lines: critical lines
defined by a− = 0 and a+ = 0, respectively). The color-

bar measures M = |∆̂†
− · ∆̂|2, the squared overlap of the

normalized numerical ground state ∆̂ with the state ∆̂−.
Here kBT

0
c = 2Λeγe−1/(N(0)V0)/π is the critical temperature

when r = 0. Parameter values are Λ = 10, N(0)V0 = 0.4,
and ϕ = 2.7. (b) Schematic view of a constant-temperature
(T > T 0

c ) slice of the phase diagram. The axes correspond
to N(0)Vz = N(0)r cosϕ and N(0)Vx = N(0)r sinϕ. The or-
der parameter acquires a minus sign after traversing a closed
path encircling the metallic part of the phase diagram once
(red and green loops). Conversely, paths that do not encircle
the origin (blue) result in no Berry phase.

In reaching Eq. (12), we have ignored the contribution

from the nonabelian Berry connection i∆̂
†
+(λ)∂j∆̂−(λ),

which is negligible when τ is much greater than ℏη/(a+−
a−) ≃ τ+. The equation of motion for the magnitude,
Eq. (11), is automatically satisfied in the adiabatic limit.
For the phase, if the parameters are varied in a closed
loop C in parameter space, it becomes

φ = φ0 +

∮
C

∑
j

dλjA−,j(λ), (13)

where φ0 is the initial phase. Thus, under a cyclic, adia-
batic evolution of parameters, the gap function acquires
a geometric phase determined by the connection A−,j .
Dirac and Weyl points in Landau theory.—To illus-

trate the general ideas discussed above, we examine two
concrete models with distinct interaction matrices, V .
First, we consider the most general interaction matrix
compatible with time-reversal symmetry, which gives the
thermodynamic analog of a (2+1)D Dirac point:

V = V0I2 + r(cosϕσz + sinϕσx), (14)

where eiϕ ∈ S1 and V0 > r > 0 to ensure both
partial wave channels are attractive and σx,y,z are the
Pauli matrices. Because of time-reversal symmetry, the
eigenvectors of the associated quadratic matrix A(r, ϕ)
can be chosen to be real at all parameter values. The
eigenvectors with lower and higher critical temperatures
are, respectively, ∆̂−(r, ϕ) = (cos(ϕ/2), sin(ϕ/2))T and

∆̂+(r, ϕ) = (− sin(ϕ/2), cos(ϕ/2))T .
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To verify the predictions of Landau theory, we deter-
mine the phase diagram by minimizing the full mean-field
free energy (see SM I for the explicit expression). The
resulting phase diagram is shown in Fig. 2(a). At each

parameter value, we compute M = |∆̂
†
−(r, ϕ) · ∆̂(r, ϕ)|2,

which measures the squared overlap between the normal-
ized numerically computed ground state, ∆̂(r, ϕ), and the

prediction from the quadratic term, ∆̂−(r, ϕ). Near the
phase transition from the normal state, we find M ≈ 1,
in agreement with the predictions of Landau theory.

The pairing state ∆̂−(r, ϕ) can exhibit a nontrivial
Berry phase as the parameters r and ϕ are varied. Al-
though the Berry connection vanishes for all ϕ ∈ [0, 2π),
there can still be a Berry phase due to a mismatch be-
tween the initial and final states [16]. Indeed, the order

parameter is not single valued: ∆̂−(r, ϕ) = −∆̂−(r, ϕ +
2π). Therefore, for a loop in parameter space that encir-
cles the Dirac point at r = 0, the gap function acquires
a π Berry phase. On the other hand, if the loop does
not enclose the origin, it does not pick up a Berry phase.
This is illustrated schematically in Fig. 2(b).

As the second example, we consider the most general
interaction matrix element possible, which breaks time-
reversal symmetry and gives the thermodynamic analog
of a (3+1)D Weyl point:

V = V0I2 + r (cos θσz + sin θ(cosϕσx + sinϕσy)) . (15)

Here (θ, ϕ) are the usual polar and azimuthal angles on
the sphere and V0 > r > 0. The eigenvectors of the ma-
trix A(r, ϕ) are ∆̂−(θ, ϕ) = (cos(θ/2), sin(θ/2)eiϕ)T and

∆̂+(θ, ϕ) = (− sin(θ/2)e−iϕ, cos(θ/2))T . The more at-

tractive partial-wave channel ∆̂−(θ, ϕ) has a lower tran-

sition temperature and is thus stabilized over ∆̂+(θ, ϕ).
The topology of the gap function is manifested through

its Berry phase structure. The Berry connection of the
state ∆̂−(θ, ϕ), treating θ and ϕ as the parameters, is
A−,θ = 0 and A−,ϕ = 2q sin2(θ/2), where q = −1/2 is
the monopole charge. The associated Berry curvature is
F−,θϕ ≡ ∂θA−,ϕ − ∂ϕA−,θ = q sin θ, which is the curva-
ture of a magnetic monopole with monopole charge q at
r = 0. For a loop in parameter space that subtends solid
angle Ω about the Weyl point at r = 0, the Berry phase
acquired by the order parameter is eiqΩ. We note that
the monopole here is in the parameter space defined by
the interaction matrix elements. This is in contrast to
monopole superconductivity, which also features a topo-
logical order parameter and a nontrivial pair Berry phase,
but with the monopole situated in momentum space [17–
24].
Topological Josephson effect.—The Berry phase of the

gap function acquired from adiabatic evolution can be
measured by the Josephson effect. Consider a system
consisting of two superconductors separated by a weak
link, as shown in the inset of Fig. 3. The gap functions
on the left and right superconductors are denoted as ∆L

k

and ∆R
k , respectively. To describe the coupling between

the superconductors, we introduce a tunneling Hamilto-
nian of the form ĤT = t

∑
kq,σ ĉ

L†
kσ ĉ

R
qσ + h.c., where t is

the tunneling amplitude and ĉLkσ and ĉRqσ are electron an-
nihilation operators for the superconductors on the left
and right, respectively. This tunneling leads to a Joseph-
son current across the junction, given by [25]

IJ =
2e|t|2

ℏ
[N(0)]2VLVR Im

∫
dΩk

4π

dΩq

4π

∫ Λ

−Λ

dξkdξq
∆L

k∆
R∗
q

ELkE
R
q

[
nF(E

L
k )− nF(E

R
q )

ELk − ERq
+

1− nF(E
L
k )− nF(E

R
q )

ELk + ERq

]
, (16)

where nF(ξ) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution, ELk =√
ξ2k + |∆L

k |2 is the quasiparticle energy in the left su-

perconductor and VL is its volume (similarly for the right
superconductor).

To reveal the nontrivial Berry phase, we compute the
Josephson current across the junction as the parame-
ters in the right superconductor are varied adiabatically,
while those on the left are held fixed. For the time-
reversal symmetric model, starting from a configuration
satisfying ∆L

k = −i∆R
k , we evaluate the Josephson cur-

rent numerically using Eq. (16) at each point in the adia-
batic evolution for the three paths in Fig. 2(b). As shown
in Fig. 3, the Josephson current for the topologically non-
trivial paths (red and green) switch direction after a cycle

due to the Berry phase. In contrast, for the contractible
path (blue), the current returns to its original value.

Generalization to other broken symmetries.—The
above ideas can be generalized to other symmetry-
breaking transitions. Consider a generic thermodynamic
system in the vicinity of a continuous phase transition.
Suppose the symmetry-broken and unbroken phases are
distinguished by an order parameter Ψ that resides in
some Hilbert space H. Let G be the symmetry group of
the system. The group G is represented unitarily on H,
allowing H to be decomposed into invariant subspaces

of G: H =
⊕

µ,αH
(µ)
α , where µ labels the irreps of G

and α the different orthogonal subspaces that all trans-
form in the irrep µ. We denote the components of Ψ in

H(µ)
α relative to some orthonormal basis as Ψ

(µ)
αm, where
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FIG. 3. Normalized Josephson current, I/I0, across the junc-
tion as the parameters in the right superconductor are evolved
along three different paths in parameter space. Here, I0 rep-
resents the current for the initial configuration ∆L

k (N(0)r =
0.2, ϕ = 0) = −i∆R

k (N(0)r = 0.2, ϕ = 0). The three curves
correspond to the paths of matching color shown in Fig. 2(b).
Inset: schematic of a Josephson junction.

m = 1, . . . , dµ labels the vectors transforming in the irrep
µ and dµ is the dimension of µ.

The relevant order parameter is determined by the
quadratic term in the free energy. The most general
quadratic contribution compatible with symmetry takes
the form

f2(Ψ) =
∑

µ,αβ,m

Ψ(µ)∗
αm A

(µ)
αβ (λ)Ψ

(µ)
βm, (17)

where A(µ)(λ) is a Hermitian matrix that depends
smoothly on a collection of parameters λ. In this more
general scenario, the quadratic matrix A = ⊕µA(µ) is
a direct sum of smaller matrices A(µ), which are la-
belled by their irrep. As before, the order parameter is
the eigenvector of A with the smallest eigenvalue, which
transforms in a particular irrep. Sufficiently near the
transition, the order parameter takes the form Ψ(λ) =∑
m cm(λ)Ψ̂

(µ)
−,m(λ), where Ψ̂

(µ)
−,m(λ), withm = 1, . . . , dµ,

are normalized eigenvectors of A associated with the
smallest eigenvalue, and cm(λ) are coefficients that are
determined by minimizing the full Landau free energy.

The dependence of the eigenvectors Ψ̂
(µ)
−,m(λ) on the pa-

rameters λ can give rise to a geometric contribution to
the adiabatic equations of motion.

Summary and outlook.—In conclusion, we have ana-
lyzed the Landau theory of two superconducting orders
with the same pairing symmetry and explored the topol-
ogy of the resulting order parameter. The stabilized or-
der parameter is a mixture of the two orders and, as
the interaction parameters are varied, the order param-
eter can acquire a Berry phase. The origin of this Berry
phase lies in the presence of diabolical points, such as
Dirac and Weyl points, in the thermodynamic phase di-
agram. Finally, we showed that the Berry phase can be
experimentally measured in a Josephson junction.

In this work, we highlighted the foundational ideas of

topological Landau theory, laying the groundwork for fu-
ture studies. On the theoretical front, it would be inter-
esting to investigate systems with a nonabelian Berry
connection and extend beyond superconductivity. It
would also be intriguing to measure the Berry phase
experimentally. In particular, ultracold atoms, where
the interaction strength can be tuned via Feshbach reso-
nances [26–36], provide a promising platform to observe
this Berry phase.
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Supplemental Material for “Topological Landau Theory”

I. Mean-field free energy

In this supplementary material, we derive the mean-field free energy used to obtain the phase diagram in Fig. 2(a).
From this, we construct the Landau free energy, Eq. (6), by performing an expansion to fourth order in the gap
coefficients ∆α.

In the superconducting state, the pair amplitude ⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩ becomes nonzero because of the condensation of Cooper
pairs. In the mean-field approximation, the Hamiltonian (1) becomes

Ĥ = Ĥ0 −
∑
k

(
∆kĉ

†
k↑ĉ

†
−k↓ + h.c.

)
+K0, (S1)

where

∆k =
1

V
∑
k′

Vkk′ ⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩ , (S2)

is the microscopic definition of the gap function, and

K0 =
1

V
∑
k

Vkk′

〈
ĉ†k↑ĉ

†
−k↓

〉
⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩ , (S3)

is a constant shift in the energy. Let us first write the constant shift K0 in terms of the order parameter coefficients
∆α. Using the partial wave decompositions Eqs. (4) and (5), we have

∆α =
1

V
∑
k′

∑
β

Vαβϕ
∗
β(k

′) ⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩ . (S4)

This allows us to write K0 as

K0 =
1

V
∑
kk′

∑
αβ

Vαβϕα(k)ϕ
∗
β(k)

〈
ĉ†k↑ĉ

†
−k↓

〉
⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩

= V
∑
γδ

[
1

V
∑
k

∑
α

V ∗
γαϕα(k)

〈
ĉ†k↑ĉ

†
−k↓

〉]
V −1
γδ

 1

V
∑
k′

∑
β

Vδβϕ
∗
β(k

′) ⟨ĉ−k′↓ĉk′↑⟩


= V

∑
γδ

∆∗
γV

−1
γδ ∆δ. (S5)

In the second step, we have used that Vαβ is a Hermitian matrix and is invertible because it is positive definite.
The excitations in a superconductor are described by non-interacting Bogoliubov quasiparticles. Using the fermion

anticommutation relations, the Hamiltonian can be brought to Nambu form:

Ĥ =
∑
k

(
ĉ†k↑ ĉ−k↓

)(
ξk −∆k

−∆∗
k −ξk

)(
ĉk↑
ĉ†−k↓

)
+

∑
k

ξk +K0. (S6)

As the Hamiltonian is quadratic in fermion operators, it can be diagonalized by a Bogoliubov transformation. The
transformation is given by (

ĉk↑
ĉ†−k↓

)
=

(
u∗k vk
−v∗k uk

)(
γ̂k↑
γ̂†−k↓

)
, (S7)

where

uk =
Ek + ξk√

2Ek(Ek + ξk)
, vk =

∆k√
2Ek(Ek + ξk)

, (S8)
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are the coherence factors and Ek =
√
ξ2k + |∆k|2 is the quasiparticle energy. The transformation brings the Hamilto-

nian to the form

Ĥ =
∑
kσ

Ekγ̂
†
kσγ̂kσ +

∑
k

(ξk − Ek) +K0. (S9)

Since the transformation is unitary, the Bogoliubov quasiparticle operators obey the canonical anticommutation

relations
{
γ̂kσ, γ̂

†
k′σ′

}
= δkk′δσσ′ . Thus, the Hamiltonian Eq. (S9) describes a collection of free fermions, with

additional constant terms.
The thermodynamic ground state is obtained by minimizing the free energy. Given the Hamiltonian Eq. (S9) is

non-interacting, the free energy can be readily computed:

F (∆) = − 2

β

∑
k

ln(1 + e−βEk) +
∑
k

(ξk − Ek) +K0. (S10)

For convenience, it is useful to consider instead the condensation energy density, defined as the free energy density
difference from the normal state, which reads

fcond(∆) ≡ F (∆)− F (0)

V
= k0 + k1, (S11)

where

k0 ≡ K0

V
=

∑
γδ

∆∗
γV

−1
γδ ∆δ, (S12)

k1 =
1

V
∑
k

[
− 2

β
ln

(
1 + e−βEk

1 + e−β|ξk|

)
+ (|ξk| − Ek)

]
. (S13)

By taking the continuum limit, this expression becomes suitable for numerical computations of the free energy.
Minimizing the free energy then allows us to construct the mean-field phase diagram shown in Fig. 2(a).

The Landau free energy is derived by expanding the mean-field free energy to fourth order in ∆α. For the term k1,
we obtain

k1 =
1

V
∑
k

[
−|∆k|2

2ξk
tanh

(
βξk
2

)
+

−βξk + sinh(βξk)

8ξ3k(1 + cosh(βξk))
|∆k|4 +O(|∆k|)6

]

≃ −N(0)

∫ Λ

−Λ

dξk
1

2ξk
tanh

(
βξk
2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

→ln
(

2eγ

π
Λ

kBT

)
∫

dΩk

4π
|∆k|2 +N(0)

∫ Λ

−Λ

dξk
−βξk + sinh(βξk)

8ξ3k(1 + cosh(βξk))︸ ︷︷ ︸
→ 7ζ(3)

(4πkBT )2

∫
dΩk

4π
|∆k|4

= −
∑
α

N(0) ln

(
2eγ

π

Λ

kBT

)
|∆α|2 +

∑
αβγδ

7ζ(3)

16π2

N(0)

(kBT )2

∫
dΩk

4π
ϕ∗α(k)ϕ

∗
β(k)ϕγ(k)ϕδ(k)∆

∗
α∆

∗
β∆γ∆δ. (S14)

Combining with Eqs. (S11) and (S12), we obtain the free energy in Eq. (6) of the main text.

II. Time-dependent Ginzburg-Landau theory

In this supplemental material, we provide a detailed derivation of the TDGL equation [Eq. (9) of the main text]
for the model defined in Eq. (1).

A. Nonequilibrium Green’s functions

The dynamics of our system is governed by the mean-field Hamiltonian

ĤMF = Ĥ0 + Ĥ∆(t), (S15)
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FIG. 4. The Keldysh contour C consists of two branches that run along the real axis: the forward branch C+ and the backward
branch C−. The points t and t′ represent field insertions along the contour. The time T > t, t′ is when the contour changes
direction and is taken to be in the limit T → ∞.

where Ĥ0 =
∑

k,ττ ′ Ψ̂
†
kτhk,ττ ′Ψ̂kτ ′ is the kinetic term and Ĥ∆(t) =

∑
k,ττ ′ Ψ̂

†
kτWk,ττ ′(t)Ψ̂kτ ′ is the pairing Hamil-

tonian. Here Ψ̂k = (ĉk↑, ĉ
†
−k↓)

T is the Nambu spinor and τ = p, h the particle-hole index. The matrix kernels
are

hk =

[
ξk 0
0 −ξk

]
, Wk(t) =

[
0 −∆k(t)

−∆∗
k(t) 0

]
, (S16)

where the gap function is given by

∆k(t) =
1

V
∑
k′

Vkk′(t) ⟨ĉ−k↓(t)ĉk↑(t)⟩ . (S17)

As the gap function is small near the phase transition, we treat it as a perturbation. We suppose that in the distant
past, the interaction potential is zero and is switched on adiabatically (but not switched off). This amounts to
introducing a factor eδt, with positive and infinitesimal δ, to Vkk′(t) and ∆(t). This factor is a mathematical trick to
ensure convergence and will be omitted unless explicitly required.

Because the system is not in equilibrium, we employ contour-ordered Green’s functions to facilitate the perturbative
expansion. Suppose in the distant past, when the gap function is zero, the system is thermal with density matrix

ρ̂0 = e−βĤ0/Z0, where Z0 = Tr e−βĤ0 is the free partition function. The contour-ordered Nambu-Gorkov Green’s
function is defined as

Gk,ττ ′(t, t′) ≡ −i
〈
TCΨ̂kτ (t)Ψ̂

†
kτ ′(t

′)
〉

(S18)

= −i

 〈
TC ĉk↑(t)ĉ

†
k↑(t

′)
〉

⟨TC ĉk↑(t)ĉ−k↓(t
′)⟩〈

TC ĉ
†
−k↓(t)ĉ

†
k↑(t

′)
〉 〈

TC ĉ
†
−k↓(t)ĉ−k↓(t

′)
〉 ≡

[
Gk(t, t

′) Fk(t, t
′)

F̄k(t, t
′) Ḡk(t, t

′)

]
. (S19)

The times t, t′ are defined on the Keldysh contour C, shown in Fig. 4, which consists of a forward branch C+ and
a backwards branch C−. The contour-ordering operator, TC , orders times later in the contour on the left. Here the
thermal expectations are taken with respect to the thermal state in the distant past, ρ̂0. The components of the
Nambu-Gorkov Green’s function are not independent but satisfy F ∗

k (t, t
′) = −F̄k(t

′, t) and G∗
k(t, t

′) = −Ḡ−k(t
′, t).

The contour-ordered Green’s function is related to some more familiar real time Green’s functions. Specifically,

Gk,ττ ′(t, t′) =



GTk,ττ ′(t, t′) ≡ −i
〈
TtΨ̂kτ (t)Ψ̂

†
kτ ′(t′)

〉
t, t′ ∈ C+,

G<k,ττ ′(t, t′) ≡ i
〈
Ψ̂†

kτ ′(t′)Ψ̂kτ (t)
〉

t ∈ C+, t
′ ∈ C−,

G>k,ττ ′(t, t′) ≡ −i
〈
Ψ̂kτ (t)Ψ̂

†
kτ ′(t′)

〉
t ∈ C−, t

′ ∈ C+,

GT̃k,ττ ′(t, t′) ≡ −i
〈
T̃tΨ̂kτ (t)Ψ̂

†
kτ ′(t′)

〉
t, t′ ∈ C−.

(S20)

Here GTk (t, t′), and GT̃k (t, t′) are the time-ordered and anti-time-ordered Green’s functions, respectively, where Tt
(T̃t) is the time-ordering (anti-time-ordering) operator, and G>k (t, t′) and G<k (t, t′) are the greater and lesser Green’s
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functions. For convenience, it is useful to introduce the retarded and advanced Green’s functions, defined as

GRk (t, t′) = θ(t− t′)
[
G>k (t, t′)− G<k (t, t′)

]
, (S21)

GAk (t, t′) = −θ(t′ − t)
[
G>k (t, t′)− G<k (t, t′)

]
. (S22)

It can be readily verified that the Green’s functions satisfy

GR = GT − G< = G> − GT̃ , (S23)

GA = GT − G> = G< − GT̃ . (S24)

The pair amplitude can be expressed in terms of the greater and lesser Green’s functions: ⟨ĉ−k↓(t)ĉk↑(t)⟩ =
−iF>k (t, t) = −iF<k (t, t). Hence, Eq. (S17) can be written, in the continuum limit, as

∆k(t) = −i
∫

dΩk

4π
N(0)Vkk′

∫ Λ

−Λ

dξk′

[
F>k′(t, t) + F<k′(t, t)

2

]
. (S25)

Thus, determining the dynamics of the gap function amounts to computing the greater and lesser anomalous Green’s
functions.

The raison d’être for introducing contour-ordered Green’s functions is to provide a systematic framework for con-
structing the perturbative series in the absence of adiabaticity. In the interaction picture, the Green’s function admits
the following form, akin to the Gell-Mann and Low theorem in equilibrium many-body physics:

Gk,ττ ′(t, t′) = −i
〈
TCÛCΨ̂kτ (t)Ψ̂

†
kτ ′(t

′)
〉
, (S26)

where ÛC = exp
[
− i

ℏ
∫
C
dt1Ĥ∆(t1)

]
is the time-evolution operator along the entire Keldysh contour. In this expres-

sion, and from here onwards, all operators are in the interaction picture. Expanding the time-evolution operator and
applying Wick’s theorem, we obtain Dyson’s equation

Gk(t, t
′) = G(0)

k (t, t′) +
1

ℏ

∫
C

dt1G(0)
k (t, t1)Wk(t1)Gk(t1, t

′), (S27)

where G(0)
k (t, t′) is the free Green’s function. By iterating Dyson’s equation, we can obtain the correction to the

Green’s function at any order. For example, the nth order correction is

G(n)
k (t, t′) =

1

ℏn

∫
C

dt1dt2 . . . dtnG(0)
k (t, t1)Wk(t1)G(0)

k (t1, t2)Wk(t2) . . .G(0)
k (tn−1, tn)Wk(tn)G(0)

k (tn, t
′). (S28)

To proceed, we need an explicit form for the free Green’s function. As the Hamiltonian is non-interacting, the
Green’s function can be computed easily and is diagonal in Nambu space:

G(0)
k (t, t′) =

[
Gp,k(t, t

′)
Gh,k(t, t

′)

]
. (S29)

For our purposes, we only require the retarded and advanced Green’s functions,

GRp,k(t, t
′) = −iθ(t− t′)e−iξkt/ℏ, GRh,k(t, t

′) = −iθ(t− t′)eiξkt/ℏ, (S30)

GAp,k(t, t
′) = iθ(t′ − t)e−iξkt/ℏ, GAh,k(t, t

′) = iθ(t′ − t)eiξkt/ℏ. (S31)

These are the usual real-time equilibrium Green’s functions associated with the Hamiltonian hk. In the unperturbed
case, the Hamiltonian is invariant under translations in time, so it is convenient to switch to the Fourier representation.

Defining the Fourier transform G(0)
k (ω) =

∫∞
−∞ dteiω(t−t

′)G(0)
k (t− t′), we obtain

GRp,k(ω) =
ℏ

ℏω − ξk + iϵ
, GRh,k(ω) =

ℏ
ℏω + ξk + iϵ

, (S32)

GAp,k(ω) =
ℏ

ℏω − ξk − iϵ
, GAh,k(ω) =

ℏ
ℏω + ξk − iϵ

, (S33)
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where ϵ > 0 is a positive infinitesimal. Using Eqs. (S28) and (S29), we can deduce that to third order, the anomalous
Green’s function is,

Fk(t, t
′) ≃ F

(1)
k (t, t′) + F

(3)
k (t, t′), (S34)

where

F
(1)
k (t, t′) = −1

ℏ

∫
C

dt1Gp,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)Gh,k(t1, t
′), (S35)

F
(3)
k (t, t′) = − 1

ℏ3

∫
C

dt1dt2dt3Gp,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)Gh,k(t1, t2)∆
∗
k(t2)Gp,k(t2, t3)∆k(t3)Gh,k(t3, t

′). (S36)

In the subsequent sections we will evaluate these two contributions.

B. Linear term

For the linear term, we recast the contour integral as

−ℏF (1)<
k (t, t′) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt1G

T
p,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G

<
h,k(t1, t

′) +

∫ −∞

∞
dt1G

<
p,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G

T̃
h,k(t1, t

′)

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dt1

[
GTp,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G

<
h,k(t1, t

′)−G<p,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G
T̃
h,k(t1, t

′)
]

=

∫ ∞

−∞
dt1

[
GRp,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G

<
h,k(t1, t

′) +G<p,k(t, t1)∆k(t1)G
A
h,k(t1, t

′)
]
. (S37)

In the last step, we have used Eqs. (S23) and (S24). An analogous statement can be made when t ∈ C− and t′ ∈ C+,
in which case one simply replaces the lesser functions with greater functions. This result is a slight generalization of
the familiar Langreth rule [38]∫

C

dt1A(t, t1)B(t1, t
′) =

∫ ∞

−∞
dt1

[
AR(t, t1)B

<(t1, t
′) +A<(t, t1)B

A(t1, t
′)
]
, (S38)

when t ∈ C+ and t′ ∈ C−. This rule is more commonly and compactly written as

(AB)>(<) = ARB>(<) +A>(<)BA. (S39)

The left side is a contour integral and the right is one over the real axis (along with summation over any internal
indices). Eq. (S37) reduces to this Langreth rule when ∆k(t1) is constant in time.
If the gap function does not vary rapidly in time, we only need to account for the low-frequency modes. Taylor

expanding ∆k(t1) about t to first order in time,

∆k(t1) ≃ ∆k(t) +
d∆k

dt1

∣∣∣∣
t

(t1 − t)eδt1 . (S40)

We have reinserted the adiabatic switch-on factor eδt in the time derivative term to ensure convergence when evaluating
integrals later. Expanding the Green’s functions in Fourier modes, we obtain

−ℏF (1)<
k (t, t′) ≃ ∆k(t)

∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′)
(
GRp,k(ω)G

<
h,k(ω) +G<p,k(ω)G

A
h,k(ω)

)
+ i

d∆k

dt
(t)

∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′)
[(
∂ωG

R
p,k(ω)

)
G<h,k(ω − iδ) +

(
∂ωG

<
p,k(ω)

)
GAh,k(ω − iδ)

]
. (S41)

A similar expression can be obtained for the greater function by replacing all the lesser functions with greater ones.
Using the identity

G(0)>
k (ω) + G(0)<

k (ω) = tanh

(
βℏω
2

)(
G(0)R
k (ω)− G(0)A

k (ω)
)
, (S42)
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which is valid for any equilibrium Green’s function, we obtain

F
(1)>
k (t, t′) + F

(1)<
k (t, t′)

2
≃ −∆k(t)

ℏ
K

(0)
k (t, t′)− i

ℏ
d∆k

dt
(t)K

(1)
k (t, t′), (S43)

where

K
(0)
k (t, t′) =

1

2

∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′) tanh

(
βℏω
2

)[
GRp,k(ω)G

R
h,k(ω)−GAp,k(ω)G

A
h,k(ω)

]
, (S44)

K
(1)
k (t, t′) =

1

2

∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′)

{
tanh

(
βℏω
2

)[ (
∂ωG

R
p,k(ω)

)
GRh,k(ω − iδ)−

(
∂ωG

A
p,k(ω)

)
GAh,k(ω − iδ)

]
+ ∂ω tanh

(
βℏω
2

)[
GRp,k(ω)−GAp,k(ω)

]
GAh,k(ω − iδ)

}
. (S45)

The functions K
(0)
k (t, t′) and K

(1)
k (t, t′) can be evaluated by contour integration. Without loss of generality, suppose

t′ = t−, where t− denotes infinitesimally smaller than t. In this case, we close the integral path with a semicircular
arc of infinite radius at the bottom half of the complex plane. Applying the residue theorem, we obtain

K(0)(t, t−) = − iℏ
2ξk

tanh

(
βξk
2

)
, (S46)

K(1)(t, t−) =
−iℏ2

(2ξk − iδ)2
tanh

(
βξk
2

)
. (S47)

Therefore, the first-order correction to the pair amplitude is

F
(1)>
k (t, t′) + F

(1)<
k (t, t′)

2
≃ i∆k(t)

2ξk
tanh

(
βξk
2

)
− d∆k

dt
(t)

ℏ
(2ξk − iδ)2

tanh

(
βξk
2

)
. (S48)

Integrating over ξk,∫ Λ

−Λ

dξk

[
F

(1)>
k (t, t′) + F

(1)<
k (t, t′)

2

]
= i ln

(
2eγ

π

Λ

kBT

)
∆k(t)− i

πℏ
8πkBT

d∆k

dt
(t). (S49)

C. Cubic term

We now turn to to the cubic term. As near the phase transition, the gap is already small, we can assume ∆k(t1) ≃
∆k(t). Hence, the cubic contribution is

−ℏ3F (3)
k (t, t′) = |∆k(t)|2∆k(t)

∫
C

dt1dt2dt3Gp,k(t, t1)Gh,k(t1, t2)Gp,k(t2, t3)Gh,k(t3, t
′). (S50)

As this is a straightforward convolution of four Green’s functions, we can directly apply the usual Langreth rules.
Combining the rules (S39) and

(AB)R(A) = AR(A)BR(A), (S51)

we can iterate to obtain the contour convolution of four functions:

(ABCD)> = AR(BCD)> +A>(BCD)A

= ARBR(CD)> +ARB>(CD)A +A>BACADA

= ARBRCRD> +ARBRC>DA +ARB>CADA +A>BACADA. (S52)

Switching to the Fourier representation and using the identity Eq. (S42), we obtain

F
(3)>
k (t, t′) + F

(3)<
k (t, t′)

2

= −|∆k(t)|2∆k(t)

ℏ3

∫
dω

2π
e−iω(t−t

′)
[
GRp,k(ω)G

R
h,k(ω)G

R
p,k(ω)G

R
h,k(ω)− (R↔ A)

]
tanh

(
βℏω
2

)
. (S53)
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Evaluating the frequency integral with the same prescription as before, we obtain

F
(3)>
k (t, t) + F

(3)<
k (t, t)

2
= i|∆k(t)|2|∆k(t)

[
− 1

4ξ3k
tanh

(
βξk
2

)
+

β

8ξ2k
sech2

(
βξk
2

)]
. (S54)

Finally, performing the ξk integral,∫ Λ

−Λ

dξk

[
F

(3)>
k (t, t) + F

(3)<
k (t, t)

2

]
= −i7ζ(3)

8π2

1

(kBT )2
|∆k(t)|2∆k(t). (S55)

D. Gap equation

We can now combine all our results to obtain the TDGL equation. Substituting Eqs. (S49) and (S55) into Eq. (S25),
we obtain

∆k(t) =

∫
dΩk

4π
N(0)Vkk′

[
ln

(
2eγ

π

Λ

kBT

)
∆k′(t)− πℏ

8kBT

d∆k′

dt
(t)− 7ζ(3)

8π2

1

(kBT )2
|∆k′(t)|2∆k′(t)

]
. (S56)

Using Eqs. (4) and (5), the order parameter coefficients are given by

∆α =
∑
β

N(0)Vαβ

[
ln

(
2eγ

π

Λ

kBT

)
∆β − πℏ

8kBT

d∆β

dt
− 7ζ(3)

8π2

1

(kBT )2

∫
dΩk′

4π
ϕ∗β(k

′)|∆k′ |2∆k′

]
. (S57)

Rearranging, we obtain the TDGL equation (9) with η = πN(0)/(8kBT ).

III. Relaxation of the superconducting gap function

In this supplemental material, we examine the relaxation of the superconducting gap function when slightly per-
turbed from the thermodynamic ground state. In particular, we show that the phase φ (which we denote as φ−
below) is unchanged under the relaxation process.

Let us first obtain the equations of motion for the fluctuations in the order parameter. Consider a small deviation
from the equilibrium configuration,

∆(λ) = (∆0 + δ∆−)e
iφ−∆̂−(λ) + δ∆+e

iφ+∆̂+(λ), (S58)

where ∆0 =
√
−a−/b−. For times t ∼ τ− ≪ τ , the parameters λ can be treated as constant. Substituting Eq. (S58)

into the TDGL equation (9), the time derivative term becomes

∂t∆α ≃ (∂tδ∆−)e
iφ−∆̂−,α + i∆0(∂tφ−)e

iφ−∆̂−,α + (∂tδ∆+)e
iφ+∆̂+,α + iδ∆+(∂tφ+)e

iφ+∆̂+,α. (S59)

Similarly, expanding the linear term,∑
β

Aαβ∆β = a−(∆0 + δ∆−)e
iφ−∆̂−,α + a+δ∆+e

iφ+∆̂+,α. (S60)

Finally, the cubic term,∑
βγδ

Bαβγδ∆
∗
β∆γ∆δ ≃ ∆̂−,α∆

2
0

[
b−(∆0 + 3δ∆−)e

iφ− + 2B̃−−−+δ∆+e
iφ+ + B̃−+−−δ∆+e

i(2φ−−φ+)
]

+ ∆̂+,α∆
2
0

[
B̃+−−−(∆0 + 3δ∆−)e

iφ− + 2B̃+−−+δ∆+e
iφ+ + B̃++−−δ∆+e

i(2φ−−φ+)
]
. (S61)

For convenience, we denote B̃abcd =
∑
αβγδ Bαβγδ∆̂

∗
a,α∆̂

∗
b,β∆̂c,γ∆̂δ, with a, b, c, d = ±, as the quartic coefficients in the

∆̂± basis and b− ≡ B̃−−−−. Substituting in these expansions, the TDGL equation in the regime a+ ≫ |Bαβγδ||∆0|2
becomes

−ℏη (∂tδ∆− + i∆0∂tφ−) ≃ −3a−δ∆− +∆2
0

[
2b+−δ∆+e

i(−ψ+φ+−φ−) + b+−δ∆+e
i(ψ+φ−−φ+)

]
, (S62)

−ℏη (∂tδ∆+ + i∆0∂tφ+) ≃ a+δ∆+ + 3∆2
0b+−δ∆−e

i(ψ+φ−−φ+), (S63)
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where we parameterized B̃+−−− = b+−e
iψ and used B̃+−−− = B̃∗

−−−−+ = B̃−+−−.
The equations (S62) and (S63) can be solved by adiabatic elimination. Because τ+ ≪ τ−, the variables δ∆+ and

φ+ quickly relax to quasisteady state. For times t ∼ τ−,

δ∆+ ≃ −3∆2
0b+−

a+
δ∆− cos(ψ + φ− − φ+), (S64)

0 ≃ sin(ψ + φ− − φ+). (S65)

The only stable solution to the latter equation is φ+ = ψ + φ−. Hence,

δ∆+e
iφ+ ≃ −3∆2

0b+−

a+
δ∆−e

i(ψ+φ−). (S66)

Substituting into Eq. (S62), we obtain

−ℏη (∂tδ∆− + i∆0∂tφ−) ≃ −3a′−δ∆−, (S67)

where a′− = a− + 3∆2
0b

2
+−/a+. This implies δ∆− decays exponentially with characteristic timescale ℏη/(3|a′−|) ∼ τ−

and the phase remains constant, as asserted.
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