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We theoretically analyze the collective modes in unconventional superconductors focusing on Bardasis-
Schrieffer (BS) mode and its contribution to the third harmonic generation currents. Starting from a model with
competing superconducting pairing instabilities we add fluctuations of the fields beyond saddle point approxi-
mation and calculate their response to an applied pulsed electric field. To model phase fluctuations appropriately
we take into account the effect of the long-range Coulomb interaction. While the phase mode is pushed into a
plasmon frequency, as known from the literature, we show that the BS mode remains unaffected. Furthermore,
it has a characteristic polarization dependence and, unlike the Higgs mode, generates a current in perpendicular
direction to the applied field. We find that the Bardasis-Schrieffer excitations contribute a sizable signal to the
third harmonic generated current, which is clearly distinguishable from the charge density fluctuations due to
Cooper pair breaking effects and can be straightforwardly detected in experiment.

I. INTRODUCTION

The recent technological development of THz spectroscopy
makes it possible to probe properties of quantum matter,
which cannot be observed in equilibrium. This is of consider-
able interest in the field of unconventional superconductivity,
where controlled probing of the relaxation dynamics yields
access to understanding ground state properties of the under-
lying system.1–3 The THz waves can excite the superconduct-
ing state at energies below the quasiparticle continuum. It was
found early that in this regime light couples non-linearly to the
Cooper pairs and that it excites the collective Higgs mode at
ωH = 2∆4–18. This mode corresponds to amplitude oscillation
of the superconducting order parameter in the Mexican hat
shaped free energy and is therefore also called the amplitude
mode. It does not couple to the electromagnetic wave within
linear response but becomes visible in the third harmonic gen-
eration (THG)3,19–25. In particular, below Tc the incident light
at some fixed frequency Ω excites the Higgs mode in a nonlin-
ear process and effectively drives it with 2Ω during the pulse
irradiation. The transmitted light then generates a component
which oscillates with the third harmonic of the incident pulse
frequency 3Ω due to coupling to this excitation energy. Tun-
ing the effective excitation energy 2Ω to the energy 2∆ then
leads to a resonant enhancement of the third harmonic gen-
eration. One has to mention, however, that even though it
was initially19,20 assumed that the enhancement stems from
resonant driving of the Higgs mode frequency ωH = 2∆ it
was later shown that the resonance in the clean case is domi-
nated by excitation of charge density fluctuations21, which is
also around 2∆, and the contribution to the resonance due to
the Higgs mode activation appears to be orders of magnitude
smaller. More recently, it was shown that the situation may
change in the dirty limit where The Higgs mode can indeed
dominate the THG response26–30

We note by passing that the transition into the supercon-
ducting state in conventional superconductors leads to the for-
mation of other modes, including plasmons, and the Carlson-
Goldman mode31,32. The phase (Anderson-Bogoliubov-
Goldstone) mode is the order-parameter phase mode, which
couples to the electromagnetic field and in the presence of
long-range Coulomb interaction converts into the plasmon

mode33. In the presence of residual normal state quasiparti-
cles close to Tc, the Coulomb potential of the superfluid den-
sity fluctuation can be screened, and one finds an ungapped
Carlson-Goldman (CG) mode, in which the normal and su-
perfluid densities oscillate out of phase.34

While those types of modes, discussed above, are present in
both, conventional and unconventional superconductors, there
is another type of collective mode possible in unconventional
superconductors. In these systems multiple different pairing
symmetries can compete for the superconducting ground state
symmetry and if a second pairing symmetry is very close to
the ground state symmetry the so-called Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode35 ωBS < ωH emerges, signaling the nearby subdomi-
nant state. Its possible experimental observation in the iron-
based superconductors due to the close competition between
the s± ground state and the nearby dx2−y2 instability36–41 has
triggered further theoretical interest in the properties of this
mode32,42–46. Furthermore, it was shown that the nearby ne-
matic instability, if present, couples to the Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode and pushes the resulting hybridized Bardasis-Schrieffer-
nematic mode further below the quasiparticle continuum and
extends the potential observability of this mode beyond the
near-degeneracy region of the d-wave and s-wave supercon-
ducting states47

In this manuscript we investigate theoretically the signatures
of the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode in the third-harmonic gen-
erated current once the driving frequency matches the reso-
nance condition 2Ω = ωBS. We show that the strength of
the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode signal is of similar strength as
the charge density fluctuations even in the clean limit mak-
ing its observation a straightforward experimental task. The
BS mode should yield a strong second resonance alongside
the Higgs mode (or charge density fluctuation) frequency. We
further study its polarization dependence and show that, un-
like the Higgs mode, BS mode generates a current in perpen-
dicular direction to the applied field.

II. EFFECTIVE ACTION

Since the current response of a system is given by the vari-
ation of the action S with respect to the applied vector po-
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tential j = −∂S/δA one can obtain the third-harmonic gen-
erated current from an action, which is quartic in the vector
potential21. Contributions from fluctuating fields couple to the
vector potential and thus renormalize the current kernel. Our
starting point is therefore an action S = S0 + Ssc + Sc, con-
taining the fermions on a two-dimensional (2D) square lattice
S0 interacting via an attractive superconducting interaction
Ssc and the Coulomb interaction Sc. The superconducting
interaction consists of attractive s-wave and d-wave channels,
respectively, and reads

Ssc = −
∫
dτ

∑
k,k′,q

(Vs + Vdγk,dγk′,d)B
†
k,q(τ)Bk′,q(τ),

(1)

where Vs and Vd are the superconducting interaction strength
in the corresponding channels. We choose the d-wave form
factor as γd,k =

√
2 cos(2φ), while the s-wave interaction

is chosen isotropic. Here, we introduce the singlet pair op-
erator Bk,q(τ) = c−k+q/2,↓(τ)ck+q/2,↑(τ) to keep notation
simple. Performing a Hubbard-Stratonovic transformation in
Bk,q introduces the superconducting field, which has the form
∆k(q) = ∆s(q) + ∆d(q)γd,k, where ∆s is the s-wave com-
ponent transforming like A1g and ∆d is the d-wave compo-
nent transforming as B1g with the corresponding form factor.
Note that both ∆s(q) and ∆d(q) are complex with an arbi-
trary overall phase. We focus on the s-wave ground state by
focusing on Vs/Vd < 1. By performing a gauge transforma-
tion crσ → crσe

iθ(r)/2 one can choose the ground state field
∆s(q) to be real.
As mentioned in the Intrduction, the superfluid phase is
known to show a sound-like phase (Goldstone) mode ωG ∼
|q|, which couples to the Coulomb field of the lattice and
becomes a plasmon33. This implies that the effect of the
Coulomb field needs to be taken into account

Sc =

∫
dτ

∑
k,k′,q
σ,σ′

Vq
2
c†k+q,σ(τ)c†k′−q,σ′(τ)ck′,σ′(τ)ck,σ(τ).

(2)

Here Vq = 2πe2/|q| is the Coulomb potential for charged
fermions confined to our 2D lattice. This interaction
can be decoupled in the density channel via a Hubbard-
Stratonovic transformation introducing the density fluctua-
tions field ρ(q). Finally, the effect of a vector potential can
be added to the action via a Peierls substitution c†r,σcr+δ,σ →
eieA·δ/cc†r,σcr+δ,σ . After a straightforward derivation the to-
tal action acquires the form

S =
∑
k,k′

Ψ†k

[
−G−1

0 (k)δk,k′ + Σ(k, k′)
]
Ψk, (3)

where G0(k) = (iωnσ0 − ξkσ3 −∆kσ1)
−1 is the sad-

dle point Green’s function and the self-energy correction
Σ(k, k′) = Σ∆s

(k, k′) + Σθ(k, k
′) + Σ∆′

d
(k, k′) +

Σ∆′′
d
(k, k′) + Σρ(k, k

′) + ΣA2
i
(k, k′), which con-

tains the fluctuations of the corresponding fields

∆s(q), θ(q),∆
′
d(q),∆

′′
d(q), ρ(q) and the vector potential

A2
i (q) around their saddle point value. Here, the d-wave

superconducting field is separated into real and imaginary
parts, ∆d(q) = ∆′d(q) − i∆′′d(q). The explicit calculation is
shown in Appendix A. We integrate out the fermions to obtain
the effective action and keep fluctuations up to quadratic level
(Gaussian fluctuations)

Seff =− Tr log
(
G−1

0

)
+

1

2

∑
q

ηT (−q)χ̂(q)η(q)

+
∑
α

ηTα (−iνm)χηα,A2
i
(iνm)A2

i (iνm)

+
1

2

∑
i,j

A2
i (−iνm)K0,ij(iνm)A2

j (iνm). (4)

Here, we use the short hand notation for the vector η(q) =

(∆s(q), θ(q),∆
′
d(q),∆

′′
d(q), ρ(q))

T , which includes all fluc-
tuating fields. The corresponding matrix response function,
χ̂(q), is given by χαβ = Tr(G0ΣηαG0Σηβ ). In addition, the
coupling of the fluctuating fields to the vector potential is me-
diated via the response functions χηα,A2

i
(iνm). The fluctua-

tions of the vector potential itself is mediated via the 2 × 2
kernel K0,ij = Tr(G0ΣA2

i
G0ΣA2

j
) with i, j ∈ {x, y}. Here,

we take the limit q→ 0.
The collective modes of this system are given by the con-

dition det(χ̂(q)) = 0. In the simplest approximation we ne-
glect the off-diagonal coupling terms and focus on the diago-
nal terms of χ̂. After analytic continuation, one finds for the
propagator of the s-wave order parameter amplitude

χ∆s∆s
(ω) =

∑
k

(
4∆− ω2

)
Fk(ω) (5)

and the function Fk(ω) =
tanh(βEk/2)/(Ek

(
4E2

k − (ω + i0+)2
)
) carries the in-

formation of the Higgs (amplitude) mode ωH = 2∆. The
propagator of the global phase fluctuations is given by

χθθ(q) =
1

4
nsq

2 − ω2
∑
k

∆2(k)Fk(ω), (6)

where ns is the superfluid stiffness. This propagator contains
the Goldstone (phase) mode, which is gapless and can be ex-
cited with an arbitrary small amount of energy.
Finally, there is a contribution of the the Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode. As was shown previously in Ref. 47 this mode cor-
responds to the fluctuations in ∆′′d , which, in linear approxi-
mation, is the relative phase between the s-wave field and the
d-wave field. The corresponding propagator has the form

χ∆′′
d∆′′

d
(ω) =

2

Vd
−
∑
k

(
4E2

kγ
2
d,k

)
Fk(ω). (7)

This function has a single root for 0 < ω < 2∆ depending
on the exact strength of the d-wave interaction Vd relative to
Vs. Note that the propagator of the amplitude ∆′d carries no
collective mode at all. In principle the frequency positions
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FIG. 1. Higgs mode frequency ωH and Bardasis-Schrieffer mode
frequency ωBS positions versus temperature T calculated from the
resonance frequencies of Eqs. 5 and 7.

of these three modes is slightly affected by the coupling be-
tween the fluctuations. However, our analysis shows that the
the cross-coupling between s-wave amplitude fluctuations and
the global phase χ∆sθ(ω) = 2ω

∑
k ξk∆Fk(ω) is present

but is very weak. This is similar for the cross-coupling be-
tween ∆′d and ∆′′d . The coupling between the d-wave fields
∆′d and ∆′′d and the s-wave fields ∆s and θ vanishes because
these two channels are orthogonal by symmetry, which im-
plies that these three modes are indeed given by the solu-
tion χηαηα = 0. Correspondingly, in Fig. 1 the Bardasis-
Schrieffer mode and the Higgs mode frequency are shown for
different ratios Vd/Vs as a function of temperature T/Tc.
As shown above the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode can be in-
terpreted as a relative phase mode between an s-wave field
and the d-wave field. Therefore a correct treatment of
the phase due to incorporating the Coulomb field is im-
portant to describe the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode. Inte-
grating out the charged fields ρ yields the renormalization
of the response functions according to χrAB = χAB −
χρA(−ω)χρB(ω)/χρρ(ω). While the effect of this renormal-
ization is weak for the amplitude mode propagator χ∆s∆s

'
χr∆s∆s

, it pushes the Goldstone phase mode into a plasmon

χrθθ(q, ω) ' |q|
8πe2

(
2πe2ns|q| − ω2

)
, (8)

where one can identify the plasmon mode position, ωPl =√
2πe2nsq. The charged field is a density type fluctuations

and therefore its fluctuations have the same A1g symmetry as
the s-wave ground state. Thus, these fluctuations are orthog-
onal to the subdominant field fluctuations ∆d and leave its
propagators and with them the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode, un-
affected χr

∆
′/′′
d ∆

′/′′
d

= χ
∆

′/′′
d ∆

′/′′
d

. Note that while the sub-

dominant field fluctuations fully decouple from the ground
state it can be expected that they still give a finite contribution
to the third harmonic generated current, as the applied vec-
tor potential temporarily breaks C4 rotational symmetry and
therefore it allows for a finite mixing in these channels.
As mentioned in previous works17,21, the coupling be-

tween Higgs mode and the vector potential χ∆sA2
i

=∑
k 4∆ξk

∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(ω) is very small as the sum is linear ξk.
However, this is not the case for the coupling between
Bardasis-Schrieffer mode and the vector potential χ∆′′

dA
2
i

=∑
k 2iω∆γd,k

∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(ω) and therefore one can expect that
unlike the Higgs mode, this mode is easily observable even in
the clean limit, where the charge density fluctuations, which
are given byKij = −

∑
k 4∆2 ∂

2ξk
∂k2i

∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(ω) dominates the
intensity of the third harmonic generation current.

III. THIRD-HARMONIC RESPONSE

The current kernel K̂ = K̂0+K̂ρ+K̂∆s
+K̂θ+K̂∆′

d
+K̂∆′′

d

now contains contributions due to each field and in the fol-
lowing we compute the current ji(t) = − δS

δAi(t)
. We assume

that the vector potential can be modelled by harmonic driving
A(t) = A0 cos(Ωt) with the driving frequency Ω. Using φ
as the polar angle in the momentum space with respect to the
kx axis we write A0 = A0 (cos(φ), sin(φ))

T . Here, A0 is the
strength of the driving field and the angle θ denotes the polar-
ization direction. The third-harmonic generation current can
be expressed as

j3,i(3Ω) =

∫
dtj3,i(t)e

−3iΩt

=
1

8

(
e2

2

)2

Ai,0
∑
j

Kij(2Ω)A2
j,0 (9)

with components in multiple directions depending on the
components of the kernel Kij . Therefore, it is useful to
introduce the vectors n‖ = (cos(θ), sin(φ))

T and n⊥ =

(− sin(φ), cos(φ))
T to filter out the parallel and perpendicu-

lar component of the induced current. Although the kernel has
in total four components, only two of them are independent by
symmetry, i.e. we write Kyy = Kxx and Kyx = Kxy . Thus,
one finds for the parallel and the perpendicular components of
the induced current

j3,‖(φ) =j3 · n̂

=
1

8

(
e2

2

)2
[ (

cos4(φ) + sin4(φ)
)
Kxx(2Ω)

+
1

2
Kxy(2Ω) sin2(2φ)

]
(10)

j3,⊥(φ) =j3 · n̂⊥

=
1

8

(
e2

2

)2 [
1

4
sin(4φ) (Kxy(2Ω)−Kxx(2Ω))

]
.

(11)

Before explicitly evaluating these expressions numerically,
we summarize the polarization dependence of each excita-
tion, i.e. the charge density fluctuations (CDF), the Higgs
and BS modes as well as phase fluctuations in Table I and



4

j3,‖(φ) j3,⊥(φ)

Higgs mode const. 0
Phase fluctuations const. 0

Bardasis-Schrieffer mode cos2(2φ) sin(4φ)

charge density fluctuations mixed const. + cos2(2φ) sin(4φ)

TABLE I. Summary of the polarization dependence of each contri-
bution to the induced third-harmonic generation current for the par-
allel and the perpendicular orientation to the applied vector potential.

the expressions for Kij are explicitly derived in Appendix
B. As was shown in Refs.17,23 the contribution due to the
Higgs or the phase fluctuations show different polarization
dependence than the CDF contribution. In fact the polariza-
tion dependence can be easily read off if one knows the ra-
tio Kxy/Kxx. Since the s-wave amplitude fluctuations, the
global phase fluctuations and the density fluctuations have to
be A1g symmetric, one finds that Kxy = Kxx. From Eqs.
10 and 11 this implies that those three modes yield no contri-
bution to the perpendicular current and a constant in φ con-
tribution to the parallel current. This is different for the con-
tribution of the d-wave fields ∆′d and ∆′′d . One finds in this
case Kxx = −Kyy , leading to a very different polarization
dependence of their contribution to the current. In particular,
we obtain that the parallel current has cos2(2φ) polarization
dependence, while the perpendicular current has sin(4φ) de-
pendence. Thus, the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode, mediated via
fluctuations of the field ∆′′d yields no signal for a periodic driv-
ing field direction along the Brillouin zone diagonal φ = π/4.
This agrees with a previous theoretical analysis of the pump-
probe photoemission46. Note, the amplitude fluctuations in
the subdominant d-wave channel, i.e. in ∆′d, are generally
small. For the CDF contribution there is no strict relation
between Kxy and Kxx and their exact ratio depends on the
precise band structure. Therefore CDF yield a mixed polar-
ization profile to the current along the parallel direction. Sim-
ilar to the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode the CDF shows sin(4φ)
dependence for the perpendicular current j3,⊥. I.

It is important to notice that the polarization profile of each
contribution is not affected by the renormalization of the
propagators by the Coulomb field, as they follow the intrinsic
symmetry properties of the fields. Instead, the effect of the
renormalization is visible in the explicit dependence on the
driving frequency Ω. Observe also that although we assumed
the isotropic order parameter in the s-wave ground state, our
results hold for the general A1g-symmetric ground state (like
anisotropic s-wave) as they follow from the properties of the
A1g and B1g irreducible representations under rotation by
π/2 angle. Thus, the presence of a Bardasis-Schrieffer mode
signal can be easily detected by the analysis of the polariza-
tion dependence of the current. A signal, which is present at
φ = 0 but absent at φ = π/4 should be a strong indication
of the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode (or Bardadsis-Schrieffer
nematic mode) and clearly distinguishable from other types
of modes.
In particular, in Fig. 2 we show the third harmonic generated

current j3,‖ parallel to the applied vector potential A(t) for

0
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FIG. 2. The total third-harmonic generated current j3,‖ parallel
to the applied field versus temperature T for Vd/Vs = 0.8. The
signal is shown without (a) and with (c) taking into account the sub-
dominant d-wave interaction for the four frequency cuts shown in
(e). Additionally the corresponding phase dependence of the current
in (b) and (d) are shown.

a system with (Vd/Vs = 0.8) and without (Vd/Vs = 0) a
subdominant d-wave instability. Indeed, one finds that the
contribution due to the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode is sizable
such that apart from the pair breaking signal at ω = 2∆ a
second resonance condition can be found, which agrees well
with the calculated frequencies for the Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode. For a constant driving frequency Ω the resonance due
to the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode frequency ωBS is activated at
lower temperatures than the resonance at 2∆ and since the
current is generally larger for a larger order parameter ∆(T ),
this makes the resonance peak at ω = ωBS stronger than the
resonance peak at ω = 2∆. Note that in agreement with
Ref. 21 we find that the contribution due to the Higgs mode
is small compared to the CDF and the phase contribution.
Therefore, the Higgs mode contribution to the total current
remains negligible compared to the total current.
Similar to the amplitude of the third harmonic generated
current, we find strong signatures of the Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode in the phase of the current. Due to the two resonance
frequencies the phase of the current varies strongly with
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FIG. 3. The total third-harmonic generated current j3,⊥ perpendicu-
lar to the applied field versus temperature for Vd/Vs = 0 (a)-(b) and
Vd/Vs = 0.8 (c)-(d) for the four frequency cuts shown in (e).

temperatures in a region between the resonance at ωBS and
2∆. Therefore it appears that the presence of two resonant
modes is even more pronounced in the phase of the third
harmonic generated current than in the intensity of the signal
itself.

The third harmonic generated current induced in perpen-
dicular direction to the vector potential A is shown in Fig.
2. In the perpendicular current the signal is dominated by
the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode peak once the subdominant
channel is present (Vd/Vs = 0.8) and is dominated by the
pair breaking peak (CDF) at 2∆ if no subdominant channel
is present (Vd/Vs = 0.0). Similar to the third-harmonic

generated current in the parallel direction the presence of a
second resonance peak can be clearly visible in the phase of
the current. As only the charge density fluctuations and the
fluctuations of the d-wave field contribute to the perpendicu-
lar current the renormalization effects due to the long-range
Coulomb interaction do not influence this component of the
current. Although the different contributions to the third
harmonic generated current induced parallel to the field can
be distinguished by their polarization dependence, this is not
the case for the current induced in the perpendicular direction,
where all contributions show the same sin(4φ) dependence.

IV. CONCLUSION

To conclude we analyzed theoretically the signatures of
the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode excitation in the third harmonic
generated currents. Including the long-range Coulomb inter-
action to ensure a correct treatment of the phase fluctuations,
we showed that the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode excitation are
clearly visible as a resonance in the third harmonic generated
current. Unlike the Higgs mode signal, which is orders of
magntiude smaller in the clean limit than the charge density
fluctuations contribution due to the Cooper pair breaking, we
demonstrated that the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode signal is of
similar strength and can be clearly visible in the magnitude as
well as the phase of the current. We further showed that the
contribution of the BS mode to the polarization dependence
of the third harmonic generated current j3 has very character-
istic features, different from the Higgs, charge-density fluctu-
ations and phase fluctuations modes. This polarization depen-
dence can serve as a smoking gun for the experimental ob-
servation of this mode. Furthermore, the Bardasis-Schrieffer
mode contributes also to the perpendicular component of the
third harmonic generated current and its intensity is also of
similar magnitude as the charge density fluctuations. These
results clearly open the perspective to observe this mode in
unconventional superconductors.
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Appendix A: Derivation of effective action

In this section we introduce the model for our superconducting system with competing instabilities and derive an effective
action in terms of the gaussian fluctuations following Refs.48,49. The full action is given by the kinetic part, the superconducting
interaction and the long-range Coulomb interaction

S = S0 + Ssc + Sc. (A1)

The kinetic part takes nearest neighbor hopping on a square lattice into account and reads

S0 =

∫
dτ

∑
rσ

c†rσ(τ)(∂τ − µ)crσ(τ)− t
∑
〈r,r′〉

c†rσ(τ)cr′σ(τ)

 , (A2)

where µ is the chemical potential and t is the hopping parameter. We choose the chemical potential such that the band filling is
far from half-filling and the Fermi surface is near circular. The superconducting interaction is assumed to have the form

Ssc = −
∫
dτ

∑
k,k′,q

(Vs + Vdγk,dγk′,d)B
†
k,q(τ)Bk′,q(τ), (A3)

with the short-hand notation Bk,q(τ) = c−k+q/2,↓(τ)ck+q/2,↑(τ) for the spin singlet Cooper pairing. We choose the signs
of the s- and d-wave interactions Vs and Vd such that Vs/d > 0 implies attractive interaction. This four-fermion interaction is
now decoupled using a standard Hubbard-Stratonovic transformation in the s-wave pairing channel

∑
kBk,q(τ) and the d-wave

pairing channel
∑

k γd,kBk,q(τ) and one obtains

Ssc =

∫
dτ

∑
q

(
1

Vs
∆†s(q, τ)∆s(q, τ) +

1

Vd
∆†d(q, τ)∆d(q, τ)

)
+
∑
k,q

(
∆k(q, τ)B†k,q + ∆†k(q, τ)Bk,q

) , (A4)

where ∆k(q, τ) = ∆s(qτ) + ∆d(q, τ)γd,k contains the two introduced Hubbard-Stratonovic fields ∆s(q, τ) and ∆d(q, τ),
which transform according to the A1g (s-wave) and B1g (dx2−y2 -wave) irreducible representation of the tetragonal lattice.
We choose the phase of ∆s(q, τ) to be real and positive by performing a gauge transformation for the global phase crσ(τ) →
crσ(τ)eiθ(r,τ)/2. Here we assume that the phase does not change too fast as a function of lattice site. We can transform the action
Ssc from imaginary time to Matsubara frequency description and split the fields into saddle point value at q ≡ (q, iνm) = 0 plus
fluctuations ∆0

s,d + ∆s,d(q) to obtain

Ssc =
∑
k,k′

Ψk

[
(∆s,0 + ∆′d,0γd,k(k))δk,k′σ1 + ∆′′d,0γd,k(k′)δk,k′σ2

+Σ∆s
(k, k′) + Σ∆′

d
(k, k′) + Σ∆′′

d
(k, k′)

]
Ψk′ , (A5)

where we introduced the Nambu-Spinor Ψ†k =
(
c†k,n,−c

†
−k,−n

)
with k = (k, iωn). Additionally we split the complex d-wave

field ∆d = ∆′d − i∆′′d into two real fields. While the first line of Eq. A5 corresponds to the saddle point action, the second one
describes the self-energy corrections due to fluctuations around the saddle point.

Σ∆s
(k, k′) = ∆s(k − k′)σ1 (A6)

Σ∆′
d
(k, k′) = ∆′d(k − k′)γd((k + k′)/2)σ1 (A7)

Σ∆′′
d
(k, k′) = ∆′′d(k − k′)γd((k + k′)/2)σ2. (A8)

Here, we introduced the short-hand notation k = (k, iωn) By performing the gauge transformation, the fluctuations of the global
phase θ contribute to the kinetic action S0 in Eq. (A2). After performing a Fourier transformation they read

S0 =
∑
k

Ψ†kn

[
(−iωnσ0 + ξkσ3 − µσ3) δk,k′ (A9)

+ Σθ1(k, k′) + Σθ2(k, k′) + Σθ3(k, k′)
]
Ψk′ (A10)
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The remaining self-energy contributions are given by

Σθ1(k, k′) =− i

2
(iνn−n′) θ(k − k′)σ3 (A11)

Σθ2(k, k′) =
i

2
(ξk − ξk′) θ(k − k′)σ0 (A12)

Σθ3(k, k′) =
1

2

∑
q1,q2,i

θ(q1)θ(q2) sin
(q1,i

2

)
sin
(q2,i

2

) ∂2ξk̃
∂k̃2

i

∣∣∣∣∣
k̃= k+k′

2

· δ(q1 + q2 − (k − k′)) (A13)

To ensure correct renormalization of the phase fluctuations we include the effect of the long-range Coulomb interaction to our
system and add the action SC to the system

Sc =

∫
dτ

∑
k,k′,q
σ,σ′

1

2
Vqc
†
k+q,σ(τ)c†k′−q,σ′(τ)ck′,σ′(τ)ck,σ(τ), (A14)

where Vq = 2πe2/|q| is the Coulomb interaction between quasiparticles projected onto the 2D lattice. Performing a Hubbard-
Stratonovic transformation introduces the field ρ(q), and one obtains the self-energy due to the charged field

Sc =
∑
q

[
− 2

Vq
ρ(−q)ρ(q) + Ψkρ(k − k′)σ3Ψk′

]
=
∑
q

[
− 2

Vq
ρ(−q)ρ(q) + Ψ†kΣρ(k, k

′)Ψk′

]
(A15)

with the self-energy contribution

Σρ(k, k
′) = ρ(k − k′)σ3. (A16)

Finally, we include the effect of an applied pulsed electric field by introducing a time-dependent vector potential A(t). This
couples to the electric field via the Peierls substitution c†r,σcr+δ,σ → eieA·δ/cc†r,σcr+δ,σ , which translates into a shift for the
dispersion ξk → ξk− ecA. Note that we neglect spacial variation of the vector potential, which implies that it carries zero kinetic
momentum transfer q = 0. This is justified, because the wavelength of the light used in THz experiments is much larger than
a typical coherence length in unconventional superconductors. Expanding the dispersion up to a second order in the vector
potential ξk− ecA =' ξk − e

cAi(t)
∂ξk
∂ki

+ e2

c2A
2
i (t)

∂2ξk
∂2ki

one obtains the corrections

ΣAi(k, k
′) = −e

∑
i

Ai(iωn − iωn′)
∂ξk
∂ki

δk,k′σ0 (A17)

ΣA2
i
(k, k′) =

e2

2

∑
i

A2
i (iωn − iωn′)

∂2ξk
∂k2

i

δk,k′σ3 (A18)

Since the third-harmonic generated current stems from contributions to the effective action, which are quartic in the vector
potential A the self-energy correction in eq. A17 does not contribute to the third-harmonic generated current up to quadratic
order. Therefore we only focus on the contribution given by Eq. A18.
The total action now reads

S =
∑
k,k′

Ψ†k

[
−G−1

0 (k)δk,k′ + Σ(k, k′)
]
Ψk, (A19)

with the saddle point Greens function G0(k) = (iωnσ0 − ξσ3 −∆σ1)
−1 and the combined self-energy contributions

Σ(k, k′) = Σ∆s
(k, k′) + Σ∆′

d
(k, k′) + Σ∆′′

d
(k, k′) + Σθ1(k, k′) + Σθ2(k, k′) + Σθ3(k, k′) + Σρ(k, k

′) + ΣA2
i
(k, k′). (A20)

Integrating out the fermions and expanding the action for small fluctuations around the saddle point yields

Sfl =
1

2

∑
i,j

A2
i (−iνm)K0,ij(iνm)A2

j (iνm) +
∑
α

ηTα (−iνm)χηα,A2
i
(iνm)A2

i (iνm) +
1

2
ηT (−q)χ̂(q)η(q), (A21)
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where the bare current-current kernel K0,ij is defined via

K0,ij =
∑
k

∑
iωn

∂2ξk
∂k2

i

∂2ξk
∂k2

j

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3)

= −
∑
k

4∆2 ∂
2ξk
∂k2

i

∂2ξk
∂k2

j

Fk(iνm) (A22)

with the function

Fk(iνm) =
tanh(βEk/2)

4Ek(E2
k − (iνm)2)

(A23)

vector η(q) = (∆s(q), θ(q),∆
′
d(q),∆

′′
d(q), ρ(q))

T contains the fields and their fluctuations on a Gaussian level is given by a
matrix χ̂ whose diagonal elements χηαηβ read

χ∆s∆s =
2

Vs
+
∑
k,iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ1G0(k, iωn)σ1) =
∑
k

(
4∆2

k − (iνm)2
)
Fk(iνm) (A24)

χ∆′
d∆′

d
(iνm) =

2

Vd
+
∑
k,iωn

γ2
d,k tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ1G0(k, iωn)σ1) =

2

Vd
−
∑
k

(4ξkγ
2
d,k)Fk(iνm). (A25)

χ∆′′
d∆′′

d
(iνm) =

2

Vd
+
∑
k,iωn

γ2
d,k tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ2G0(k, iωn)σ2) =

2

Vd
−
∑
k

(
−4E2

kγ
2
d,k

)
Fk(iνm) (A26)

χθθ(iνm) =
(iνm)2

4

∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3) +
1

4
nsq

2

= −(iνm)2
∑
k

∆2Fk(iνm) +
1

4
nsq

2. (A27)

χ̃ρρ(iνm) = − 1

Vq
+
∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3) = − 1

Vq
−
∑
k

4∆2(k)Fk(iνm) (A28)

For Eq. A27 we introduced the superfluid stiffness ns =
∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

(
Ek−ξk tanh βEk/2

Ek

)
. The off-diagonal non-zero terms are

χθ∆s
(iνm) = i

(iνm)

2

∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ1G0(k, iωn)σ3) (A29)

= 2i(iνm)
∑
k

ξk∆Fk(iνm) (A30)

χ∆′′
d∆′

d
(iνm) =

∑
k

∑
iωn

γ2
d,k tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ1G0(k, iωn)σ2) (A31)

=
∑
k

(−2i)γ2
d,k(iνm)ξkFk(iνm) (A32)

χρ∆s
(iνm) =

∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ1G0(k, iωn)σ3) (A33)

=
∑
k

4ξk∆Fk(iνm) (A34)
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χρθ(iνm) = −i (iνm)

2

∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3) (A35)

= 2i(iνm)
∑
k

∆2Fk(iνm). (A36)

Note, the couplings between ∆′d and ∆′′d as well as ∆s, θ and ρ are absent by symmetry. The bare couplings to the vector
potential then read

χ∆sA2
i

=
∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ1) (A37)

=
∑
k

4∆ξk
∂2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm) (A38)

χ∆dA2
i

=
∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ1)γd,k (A39)

=
∑
k

4∆γd,kξk
∂2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm). (A40)

χ∆′′
dA

2
i

=
∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ2)γd,k (A41)

=
∑
k

2i(iνm)∆γd,k
∂2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm). (A42)

χθA2
i

= i
(iνm)

2

∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3) (A43)

= −
∑
k

2i(iνm)∆2 ∂
2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm) (A44)

χρA2
i

=
∑
k

∑
iωn

tr(G0(k, iωn + iνm)σ3G0(k, iωn)σ3) (A45)

= −
∑
k

4∆2 ∂
2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm) (A46)

Appendix B: Derivation of current kernels

The response functions χ are generally integrals of the form
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm) and can be estimated to be small for
χ∆sA2

i
, χρ∆s

, χθ∆s
and χ∆′′

d∆′
d

as can we seen from Eqs. A29, A31, A33 and A37. In particular, observe that the function
Fk contributes only near the Fermi level ξk = 0 yet the dispersion ξk is nearly linear in this region such that the total sum is
nearly zero. Thus, we obtain the well known result that the coupling of the amplitude mode to the vector potential is small.
This leads to a weak contribution of the Higgs mode to the third-harmonic generated current compared to the charge density
fluctuations, which follow from Eq. A22. Unlike the Higgs mode, the coupling of the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode via ∆′′d to the
vector potential contains no linear term in ξk, signaling that this coupling is much stronger. This is also true for the coupling
to the global phase mode θ in Eq. A43. However, the phase mode is strongly affected by the long-range Coulomb interaction.
Thus, we need to integrate out these charged field ρ to take this effect into account. This process renormalizes all functions χAB

χrAB(q) = χAB(q)− χρA(−q)χρB(q)

χρρ(q)
(B1)
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Since the coupling of ρ to the d-wave field is zero, all functions which describe the fluctuations of ∆′d and ∆′′d remain unaffected.
This means the contribution of the Bardasis-Schrieffer to the third-harmonic generation current remains unaffected by these
fluctuations. As known from Ref. 50 they do effect the Higgs mode depending on the precise from of the band structure

χr
∆s∆s

= χ∆s∆s
− χρ∆s

(−iνm)χρ∆s
(iνm)

χρρ(q→ 0, iνm)

=
∑
k

[(
4∆2(k)− (iνm)2

)
(k)Fk(iνm)

]
− 4∆2

∑
k(ξk/∆)F̃k(iνm)∑

k Fk(iνm)
(B2)

As argued above, due to the near linear band dispersion ξk near the Fermi level this effect in neglegible and one can therefore
approximate χr

∆s∆s
' χ∆s∆s

. As a result, the position of the Higgs mode remains roughly at ωH ≈ 2∆. Unlike the Higgs-mode
and the Bardasis-Schrieffer mode, the global phase mode is strongly affected

χr
θθ(q, iνm) = χθθ(q, iνm)− χρθ(−iνm)χρθ(iνm)

χρρ(q, iνm)

=
1

4
ρsc(T )q2 − (iνm)2

4
4∆2

∑
k

Fk(iνm)− (iνm)2

4

(4∆2
∑

k Fk(iνm))2

− |q|
2πe2 − 4∆2

∑
k Fk(iνm)

' |q|
8πe2

(
2πe2ρsc(T )|q| − (iνm)2

)
. (B3)

Identifying ΩPl(q) =
√

2πe2ρsc(T )|q| as the plasmon frequency for a quasi-2d metal, we find that indeed this phase fluctuation
mode becomes a plasmon. Similar to the bare propagator of the phase mode, also its couplings to the s-wave field ∆s and to the
vector potential are strongly renormalized

χr
θ∆s

(q, iνm) = ' i (iνm)

2

|q|
2πe2

∑
k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm)∑

k Fk(iνm)
(B4)

and

χr
θA2

i
(q, iνm) = −i (iνm)

2

|q|
2πe2

∑
k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)∑
k Fk(iνm)

. (B5)

The coupling between the Higgs mode and the vector potential is renormalized to

χr
∆sA2

i
(iνm) = 4∆2

(∑
k

(ξk/∆)
∂2ξk
∂k2

i

Fk(iνm)

)1−
(
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm))
(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)

(∑
k(ξk/∆)∂

2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)

(
∑

k Fk(iνm))

 . (B6)

The current kernel K0,ij gains an additional contribution Kρ,ij due to integrating out the charged field ρ with

Kρ,ij = −
χρA2

i
(−iνm)χρA2

j
(iνm)

χρρ(iνm)
(B7)

=
4∆2

(∑
k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

∑
k Fk(iνm)

. (B8)

Now we are in the position to integrate out other fields one after another. In principle this process leads to multiple additional
renormalizations of all remaining propagators χ. However, as mentioned above the strength of the coupling between the remain-
ing fluctuating fields is marginal compared to their bare propagators. Therefore integrating out the remaining fluctuations yields
the renormalization of their coupling to the vector potential. Each field then yields additional contribution to the current-current
kernel, such that in total it reads

Kij = K0,ij +Kρ,ij +K∆s,ij +Kθ,ij +K∆′
d,ij

+K∆′′
d ,ij

, (B9)

where the additional contributions are

K∆s
ij (iνm) =

(4∆2)2 (
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm)) (
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm))∑
k (4∆2 − (iνm)2)Fk(iνm)

·

1−
(
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm))
(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)

(∑
k(ξk/∆)∂

2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)

(
∑

k Fk(iνm))

1−
(
∑

k(ξk/∆)Fk(iνm))
(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

(∑
k(ξk/∆)∂

2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

(
∑

k Fk(iνm))

 .

(B10)
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Kθ
ij(iνm) = lim

q→0
−

(iνm)2
(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)(∑

k
∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

(Ω2
Pl − (iνm)2)

|q|
πe2

= 0. (B11)

K
∆′
d

ij (iνm) = −
(4∆2)2

(∑
k(ξk/∆)γd,k

∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)(∑

k(ξk/∆)γd,k
∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

2
Vd
−
∑

k ξ
2
kγ

2
d,kFk(iνm)

(B12)

and

K
∆′′
d

ij (iνm) = −
(4∆2)2

(∑
k γd,k

∂2ξk
∂k2i

Fk(iνm)
)(∑

k γd,k
∂2ξk
∂k2j

Fk(iνm)
)

2
Vd
−
∑

kE
2
kγ

2
d,kFk(iνm)

. (B13)

Before evaluating these kernels we note that Fk = tanh(βEk/2)
Ek(4E2

k−(iνm)2
transforms trivially under rotation by π/2 according to theA1g

representation. Using this we immediately find that for all contributions to the kernel the relations Kηα,xx(iνm) = Kηα,yy(iνm)
and Kηα,xy(iνm) = Kηα,yx(iνm) hold. From Eq. A22 it is clear that this is also true for the bare kernel. For the kernels
Kρ,ij ,K∆s,ij and Kθ,ij one additionally finds Kηα,xx(iνm) = Kηα,xy(iνm), such that for these contributions all components
of the kernel are equal. This is different for the contributions due to the d-wave field K∆′

d,ij
and K∆′′

d ,ij
. Since the d-wave form

factor changes its sign upon rotation by π/2 one finds that K
∆

′/′′
d ,xx

(iνm) = −K
∆

′/′′
d ,xy

(iνm). For the bare kernel K0,ij such
a relation between the xx and the xy component depends on the specific band structure. These relations lead to the specific
polarization dependencies discussed in the main text.
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