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The pairing interactions between electrons play an essential role in determining the properties
in superconducting states. Recently, a plethora of unconventional superconducting states has been
extensively explored, which often emerge owing to multipole fluctuations in the vicinity of multipole

orders.

We classify such superconducting states from the viewpoint of the multipole degrees of

freedom by extending its representation to Nambu space. We clarify that under the crystallographic
point group, arbitrary Cooper pairs between electrons with any angular momenta are systematically
classified by four types of multipoles: electric, magnetic, magnetic toroidal, and electric toroidal.
As examples, we apply our formulation to an sp-orbital electron system, which potentially exhibits
exotic Cooper pairs under polar and axial point groups. Our systematic classification will be useful
in characterizing unconventional superconducting states in multiorbital systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Exploring a new type of pairings in superconductivity
(SC) is one of the challenging issues in condensed matter
physics. Thanks to its internal degrees of freedom in-
cluding the node structure and spin dependence, various
physical properties can happen in the supercurrent and
magnetoelectric responses. In classifying such physical
properties, the symmetry argument is useful; the nature
of the pair potential is characterized by the irreducible
representations under the crystallographic point group
according to its wavenumber and spin dependence. The
pioneering studies on the symmetry classification of the
pair potential have been done by Volovik-Gor’kov @] and
Sigrist-Ueda [2], where the orbital degree of freedom is
neglected.

The type of the SC state is dependent on the mecha-
nism of the Cooper pair formation. In the conventional
SC described by BCS theory B], the Cooper pair is con-
structed through the electron-phonon coupling. Mean-
while, the anisotropic SC state under the strong electron
correlation is thought to be realized as a consequence
of spin fluctuations by the short-range repulsive inter-
action. In U-based ferromagnetic SCs [419], a Cooper
pairing is generated by ferromagnetic spin fluctuations
analogous to superfluid *He [10]. Antiferromagnetic spin
fluctuations develop in d-wave SC in high-T. cuprates,
and heavy-fermion systems containing Ce m—lﬁ] or acti-
noids ﬂﬂy ]. In addition, there are other mechanisms
forming the SC states, such as charge fluctuations arising
from valence fluctuations in heavy-fermion systems
@] and electric quadrupole (orbital) fluctuations induc-
ing an s4-wave SC state in iron-based pnictides M]
In this way, the correlation between SC and other electric
or magnetic degrees of freedom can happen in strongly
correlated electron systems, which has attracted much
attention from researchers in the field for many years.

More recently, various unconventional SC phases ac-
companying complicated spin and orbital degrees of
freedom, i.e., multipole degrees of freedom, have been
discovered.  For example, CeCusSis is one of the
typical examples to exhibit unconventional s-wave su-

perconductivity , ] through multipole fluctua-
tions [41]. In addition, in Pr7%Zngg(T = Ru,Ir) [42] and
PrTbAlyo(T = V, Ti) 43, 44], unconventional SC states
through quadrupole fluctuations have been investigated
in both experiments and theory. Besides, various uncon-
ventional SC states as a consequence of the entanglement
of spin and orbital degrees of freedom have been inves-
tigated; noncentrosymmetric SC Sry_,Ca,TiOs shows
a ferroelectric SC state ] For Ba(Fe;_,Co;)Asy in
the overdoped region, the coexistence of electric hexade-
capole ordering and SC owing to electric quadrupole fluc-
tuations has been pointed out [4G]. In the time-reversal
broken system, the possibility of the Bogoliubov Fermi
surface, which is topologically protected m, @], has
been discussed in FeSej_ .S, ], where the role of
the magnetic toroidal dipole on the formation of the ne-
matic Bogoliubov Fermi surface has been suggested @]
Furthermore, new pairings have been proposed for sys-
tems with strong spin—orbit interactions. In half-Heusler
semimetals RPtBi (R = La,Y,Lu) and RPdBi (R =
Er,Lu,Ho, Y, Sm, Tb, Dy, Tm), it has been considered
that J = 2 quintet states and J = 3 septet states can
be realized by pairing between j = 3/2 fermion states
(we denote J as a total angular momentum of Cooper
pairs, whereas j as that of electrons) [53]. The FFLO
state is another unconventional SC state, whose appear-
ance has been discussed under magnetic ordering ,@]
Meanwhile, the systematic classification of these uncon-
ventional SC states has not been fully elucidated.

In order to achieve a unified description of the uncon-
ventional SC states, we introduce the concept of elec-
tronic augmented multipoles, which has been developed
in describing unconventional parity-breaking states and
spin—orbital entangled states in the normal space @7
[59]. According to the spatial inversion (SI) and time-
reversal (TR) parities, four types of multipoles, elec-
tric, magnetic, magnetic toroidal, and electric toroidal,
are defined, which constitute a complete basis set @]
The advantage of using these multipole bases is to sys-
tematically classify complex electronic order parameters
under crystallographic (magnetic) point groups, which
provides possible cross-correlated responses and trans-


http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.02410v2

ports ﬂﬁ, @] In this sense, the systematic classification
of SC order parameters based on augmented multipoles
is useful to not only organize unconventional SC states
but also uncover further intriguing physical responses.

In this paper, we apply the multipole basis to the order
parameter space in the SC state, i.e., the Nambu space.
By deriving the expression in terms of the transforma-
tion of the pair potential, we systematically obtain the
correspondence between multipoles and SC order param-
eters in Nambu space. We clarify that arbitrary Cooper
pairs between electrons with any angular momenta can
be described by multipoles in a unified manner @] Our
systematic classification of SC order parameters might
be regarded as the extension of the previous study [63],
because our case includes the odd-parity Cooper pair-
ing as well as the even-parity one. We also discuss the
relation between multipole fluctuations and the pair po-
tential in the multiorbital systems from the symmetry
viewpoint ﬂ@] Moreover, we present two examples by
focusing on the Cooper pairs in the polar and axial crys-
tal systems in order to demonstrate unconventional be-
haviors of the pair potential.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[Il we show
how to transform the multipole description in the normal
space to the Nambu space, which enables us to systemat-
ically describe the pair potential in multiorbital systems.
In Sec. [Tl we apply the multipole basis to a specific sp-
orbital system and classify the pair potential according to
the irreducible representation. We also present the model
analysis for unconventional SC states and their stability
on the two-dimensional triangular lattice with (i) a polar
field and (ii) an axial field. Section [V]is a summary of
this paper.

II. DESCRIPTION OF PAIR POTENTIAL
BASED ON MULTIPOLES

In this section, we show a systematic way of describing
the pair potential based on the symmetry-adapted mul-
tipole basis and discuss the relation to the interaction
channel under multipole fluctuations.

A. Complete multipole basis

First, we introduce the complete multipole basis in the
normal space. As shown in Ref. @], the multipole basis
set is complete to describe the normal space; they can
be expressed in terms of electric (E, T-even polar), mag-
netic (M, T-odd axial), magnetic toroidal (MT, T-odd
polar), and electric toroidal (ET, T-even axial) multi-
pole bases, Qum, Mim, Tim, and Gy, respectively, in the
rotation group, where T represents the TR operation.
We here apply such multipole bases in the normal space
to those in the Nambu space in order to characterize ar-
bitrary SC order parameters.

The multipole basis including both spin and orbital
degrees of freedom can be obtained by the direct product

)X = Q,M,T,G)

of the spinless multipole basis X,

and Pauli matrices

o (s, k) = (0,0)
Osk = (o . (S,k) = (1,0) (1)
' Te 209y () = (1, 41)

V2

(0p is the identity matrix) and the addition rule of the
angular momentum as

Xim (s, k) = i5H* Z (Il + k,m — n; sn|lm) Xl(il;ct?Zn—nosnv
(2)

where (l1my; lams|lm) is the Clebsch—Gordon coefficient.
[ and m represent the rank of the multipole and its com-
ponent (= < m < 1), respectively. Here, (s,k) = (0,0)
is the multipole basis for charge (or spinless) sector,
whereas (s,k) = (1,£1) and (1,0) are those for spin
(or spinful) sector. See Appendix [A] for the expression
of X l(::b) and the correspondence between Xj,,,(1, k) and

Xl(::b) in the case of sp-orbital space. Each le(s, k) has
definite parity for SI and TR operations as follows:

P X (s, k) = (=) Xy (s, k),

R . 3

T Xim(s,k) = (=1)" Xy (s, k), )
and orthogonal from each other. Here, (—1) = +1(—1)
represents an even(odd)-parity multipole, whereas
(-1 +1(—1) represents an electric-type (a
magnetic-type) multipole; the subscript v denotes a set
of (I, m, s, k) and the types of multipoles.

By using the complete multipole basis set, any elec-
tronic degrees of freedom in the normal space are ex-
pressed by any of four multipoles. In order to demon-
strate that, we consider the s- and p-orbital systems
with the total angular momenta j = 1/2 and j = 3/2
as an example. The active multipoles in this Hilbert
space are summarized in Table[ll, where higher-rank mul-
tipoles with [ > 2 as well as toroidal-type multipoles
are activated when the p orbital is involved. The active
multipole means that the matrix elements of the corre-
sponding multipole operator have nonzero values in the
Hilbert space of the system of interest. In the Hilbert
space between different j of the same orbitals (the fourth
row), even-parity ET dipole and MT quadrupole are ac-
tivated, whereas, in the Hilbert space between different
orbitals of the same j (the fifth row), odd-parity E and
MT dipoles are activated. We will see that these multi-
pole degrees of freedom also constitute a complete set in
the Nambu space, which is useful to describe arbitrary
Cooper pairs in multiorbital systems. In the following
subsection, we will apply the multipole representations
to the Nambu space, and then, expand the pair potential
in terms of the complete multipole basis.



TABLE I. Active multipoles in s- and p-orbitals with j = 1/2 and j = 3/2. Here, E, M, MT, and ET represent electric,
magnetic, magnetic toroidal, and electric toroidal multipoles, respectively.

j—17 orbital =0 =1 =2 =3
1/2-1/2 S—8,p—p E M -
3/2—3/2 p—p E M E M
1/2 —3/2 p—Dp - M/ET E/MT -
1/2 —-1/2 s—p M/ET E/MT - -
1/2—3/2 s—p - E/MT M/ET -

Hereafter, we adopt the spin-orbital basis |¢;0) (L-
S coupling scheme), where ¢; represents the rank-
l orbital component. It is noted that the follow-
ing discussion can also be applied to the basis char-
acterized by total angular momentum |jj.) (j-j cou-
pling scheme) by taking the appropriate unitary trans-
formation.  For example, for the p-orbital system,
the unitary transformation from the orbital-spin basis

{|pm T> ’ |py T> ’ |pz T> ) |pm J/> ’ |py \I/> ) |pz \I/>} to total an-

gular momentum basis {|jj,)} is given by

=gl
H
W

- 5l
o 5l- <

E>
I

o N O
S
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B. Multipole-fluctuated interaction

Next, we introduce a multipole order parameter O in
the normal space [64]:

0=>"> Nap(k)efoins, (4)

k ap

where Af(k) = A(k) with [A(k)]ap = Aas(k) due to
the hermiticity of 0. é;fm, ¢rp is a creation/annihilation
operator for electrons with the wavenumber k and «,
that represents a set of the internal degrees of the freedom
of electrons, i.e., orbital and spin. A(k) can be expanded
by using the complete multipole basis as

Alk) = fulk)%o ()

Here, n is the number of the electronic degrees of freedom
2
(the dimension of the matrix), {X, },_; are the multipole

bases corresponding to X, (s, k) introduced in the pre-
vious subsection; v is the index to distinguish the multi-

poles. f,(k) is a real function due to the hermiticity of
A(k) and %,.

It is noted that O can have several forms even for de-
scribing the same multipoles according to the represen-
tation of A(k), since the several choices of f,(k) and
X» can be possible when the multiorbital degree of free-
dom is considered. For example, let us consider the
case of the electric dipole corresponding to the time-
reversal-even polar vector. In this case, one of the rep-
resentations of A(k) is given by kyo, — kyo, by taking
fu(k) = (—=ky, ky,0) and X, = (04,0, 0-) for the single-
orbital (orbital independent) system. On the other hand,
A(k) can be also expressed as Q™ o by taking f, (k) = 1
and y, = an) when the s and p orbital degrees of free-
dom is considered; an> is the spinless electric dipole
activated in the sp-orbital space, as shown in Table [Il
Although both of them correspond to the same multi-
pole order parameter O within Eq. (@), they lead to dif-
ferent SC states: The former leads to the p-wave SC
state ﬂ@], while the latter leads to the s-wave SC state;
we will present the result for the latter case in Sec. [Tl
Such a situation occurs when the multipole can be ac-
tive in both single-orbital space and multiorbital space;
even-rank and odd-rank E multipole and MT multipole
(except for MT monopole), odd-rank M multipole, and
even-rank ET multipole belong to this category @]

Meanwhile, the even-rank M multipoles and odd-
rank ET multipoles cannot be described by the single-
orbital space ﬂﬂ] Thus, unconventional SC states with
the even-rank M multipoles, odd-rank ET multipoles,
and MT monopole only occur in the multiorbital sys-
tem, which have never been captured within the single-
orbital model [64, [65]. The relation between A(k) and
(f,(k), X») is summarized as shown in Table [I where
the expressions in the fifth column are brought about by
the multiorbital degree of freedom. From the table, one
finds that y, should be even-parity for the single-orbital
system, while there is no constraint for the multiorbital
system.

Next, we introduce the interaction arising from the
multipole fluctuations

Har = 530 3 VaOla)O(—a), (6

where O(q) = Of(—q) is the Fourier transform in the



TABLE II. The correspondence between A (k) and (f, (k), X.)
in Eq. @). The second column shows the parity of spatial
inversion for the real function f,(k): E(even) or O(odd).
The third column shows the symmetry of an atomic multi-
pole x.: EE(even-parity electric), OM(odd-parity magnetic),
EM(even-parity magnetic), or OE(odd-parity electric), where
electric (magnetic) means that the parity for time-reversal
operation is even (odd). The last two columns show the ex-
ample of the expressions for A(k:) in the single-orbital and
multiorbital systems, where [ is an orbital angular momen-
tum, Q(T') is an electric (a magnetic toroidal) dipole induced
by the real (imaginary) hybridization between orbitals with
different parity.

A(k) fv(k) Xv single-orbital multiorbital
EE E EE 1, k? Ixo
O oM - k-T
EM E EM o, (ki —k})o- l
(@) OE - k-Q
OE E OE - Q
(0] EM kxo,k-o kxl
oM E oM - Q o
0 EE  k k-(Ixo)

momentum space of the order parameter:

ZZ ozB k+q +AO¢,8( )]ckJrq ackn@’ (7)

k o

and N is the number of the site. O(q = 0) corresponds
to O introduced in Eq. @). The multipole-fluctuated in-
teraction in Eq. (@] originates from the electron—electron
Coulomb repulsive interaction or electron—phonon attrac-
tive interaction. To simplify the discussion, we consider
only the effective interaction in Eq. (@) to pairing chan-
nels with zero center-of-mass momentum:

! o A ~ ~
ﬁz Z Vaﬁ;»yé(k?,kI)CLaCT_chik,fyck,é'

k! ,6,7,6
(8)

That is, we omit the possibility of the FFLO state and
a helical SC state realized under the magnetic field [66].
The pairing interaction vertex is given by

Vaﬁ;'vt?(ka k’/)
= Vi [Mas (k) + Aas (¥)]1Ag (—) + A gy (—K)

= Viers [May (k) + Aoy (=K')][Aps (—k) + Aﬁé(k/)]]&- :

9

The vertex satisfies the symmetry from the Pauli ex-

clusion principle: Va,@ 75(1@ k') = —Vaans(—k, k') =
—Vaps; 5’Y(k —K ) 75 ozB(k

7:[01"}' -

C. Cooper channel in terms of multipoles

Next, we describe the order parameter of the SC state
based on the multipole basis. Let us investigate the

transformation property of the electron operator é;rm with
a = (¢y,0). Under the TR operation T and crystal sym-
metry operation g € G (G represents the crystallographic
point group):

Tl T =

gé;fm971 = [U(g)]aﬁé};*,@a

(10a)
(10b)

(iUr)ap 4g,

where summations over repeated arguments are implied.
The matrix ildy is defined by

ity = Iy @ (ioy), (11)

with an identity operator in orbital space Iy, and the y
component of the Pauli matrix in spin space o, whereas
U(g) is the matrix that represents the acting of g on the
spin—orbital space and k* = gk. According to the trans-
formation in Eq. (), one finds that bilinear operators
Pkap = é};aékg and Fk7a5 = (z'Z;{T)ﬁvé;fmélf_knY transform
such as

-1 ~
e (12)

respectively. In other words, pg,os and Fk ap transform
in the same way ﬂ@ S1nce the two-body interaction
Hamiltonian can be described by the multipole-multipole
interaction such as Eq. (6 @, @], this result indicates
that Eq. [8) can be rewritten in terms of the multipole
operator in anomalous space defined by

=D Aas(k)

k apBy

ZUT IBVCTkacT kv (13)

and its hermitian conjugate O such as

1 L . «
Heff = ﬁ ; VHV(OLOU + OZOM) (14)

Here and hereafter, we use the notation "for the operators,
which implicitly indicates the quantities in anomalous
space.

D. Multipole description of pair potential

Now, we apply the multipole basis to the pair potential
in anomalous space. In the following sections, we will see
that our formalism gives the complete representation of
the SC parameters in multiorbital systems. To this end,
we introduce the pair potential as

[A aﬁ = szvaﬁ 75 k k <C k"yck’6>

k'~

1
-N Z Z Vagiys(k, k') Fys (—K'),

k46

(15)



where (---) denotes the thermal average and F,z(k) =
(Ckat-kg) = —Fpa(—k). From the definition, there is a
restriction in terms of the pair potential to satisfy the
fermionic antisymmetric property [A(k)]T = —A(=k).

The transformation in Eq. (IZ) holds for the pair po-
tential, which is represented as

A(k) = Ak)(itlr). (16)

Then, A(k) is followed by the unitary transformation as
in the normal space:

g: Ak) = U(g) AT (9). (17)

In this notation, we directly apply the multipole basis in
the normal space to the pair potential A(k).

Next, we denote the pair potential A(k) satisfying the
transformation in Eq. (7). Supposing the system with
n electronic degrees of freedom, the number of the inde-
pendent matrix elements in anomalous space is given by
2n?, which consists of n? multipole bases {)Z,,}Zil and
a complex function (the number of degrees of freedom is
2). In such a situation, A(k) can be expanded in terms

of the multipole basis {)Z,,}Zil as

Ak) =" A, (k)Xo, (18)

where A, (k) represents the expansion coefficient.

Let us investigate the transformation property of A(k)
in terms of the TR (7) and SI (P) operations. In terms
of the TR operation, momentum k and spin basis |o)
with o =7, ] are transformed as follows:

T:k— —k,
T:Me= ),
T ==,

whereas T does not affect the orbital ¢;. By further con-
sidering a complex conjugation operator K, which should
be included in T, the operator is expressed as

where Uy is defined by Eq. (). Substituting the decom-
position in Eq. (I8) into Eq. (I6]) and taking a transpo-
sition of both sides with considering Eq. (B]), we thereby

obtain
Z A, (k) (illp)x

:_Z DAL (

We have used that id} = —illy from the definition in
Eq. () and hermiticity and orthogonality of x,. Since

Z Ay (—k)X, (illr) by
the fermionic antisymmetry, we obtain

AV(_k) = (_1)TUAU(k)7 (20)

XV (ZZ/V[T)

this is equivalent to —A(—

that is, the A, (k) is an even (odd) function in terms
of k if x, is the E/ET (M/MT) multipole. This result
is the natural extention of the pair potential realized in
the single-orbital system where the s,d,----wave SC is
realized with the spin-singlet state, whereas the p, f,-- -
wave SC with the spin-triplet state. In Ref. [63], the even
(odd) function of A, (k) is called as m-singlet (m-triplet),
where m means the multipole. Acting 7 operator on
A(k), we obtain the transformation:

T Ak) =Y (-1 AL(-

v

Z A% (K)Xy. (21)

Taking into account for arbitrariness of the global phase
for the pair potential with respect to U(1), the T-
symmetry broken SC state, e.g., the chiral SC, which
is considered to be realized in some materials, e.g.,
UPts [69], SroRuOy4 [70], and SrPtAs [71, [72], can be
characterized by A, (k) € C/R in general. For example,
A(k:) =Q, + iQy, where Q,, Qy are E dipoles in orbital
space, is one of the representations of the 7-symmetry
broken SC.

Next, we investigate the transformation in terms of the
SI operation P. P operator acts on momentum k and the
orbital [ as

P:k— —k,

Pl — (=1) ),

whereas it does not affect the spin |o). Therefore, A(k)
is transformed as

P Ak) =
= Z(_

where we have used Eq. (20). When the system has SI
symmetry, A(k) has definite parity, i.e., P : A(k) —
+A(k). In other words, even (odd) pamty of A(k) leads
to the pairing in terms of the even(odd)-parity E and ET
multipoles, and odd(even)-parity M and MT multipoles
are realized.

As an example, let us consider a spinful p-orbital elec-
tron system. Active multipoles are E monopole Qo, ET
dipole G1,,, E quadrupole Qs,,, M dipole Mj,,, MT
quadrupole T5,,, and M octupole Ms,,,. When the system
has the SI symmetry, the pair potential has the following
form

Aq(k) :AQU QO + Z AQQW‘L QQW

m=—2

(23a)
+ Z AGlm Glm

m=—1



for even parity of A(k) [A,(k) = A,(—k)], whereas

1 3
> Ay, (k)M + Y Ay, (k) Msp,

m=-—1 m=—3
+ Z Ar,,, (k)Tom
m=—2
(23b)
for odd parity of A(k) [A.(k) = —Ayu(—k)]. Here,

QO(Mlm) expresses the spin-singlet J = 0 (spin-triplet
J = 1) SC state. It is noted that the term with My,
corresponds to an extension of the d-vector representa-
tion in the form of d(k) - o [d(k) = —d(—k)] in the con-
text of the spin-triple SC state in the single-orbital sys-
tem. Qo (Ms,,) also represents spin-quintet J = 2 (spin-
septet .JJ = 3) state, as discussed in Ref. [53]. On the
other hand, the pairing represented by the ET/MT mul-
tipoles in Eqgs. (23al) and (23L) leads to another uncon-
ventional SC state with the Cooper pairs constructed by
j =1/2and j = 3/2 electrons that have been overlooked
by previous classifications. Such a pairing between elec-
trons with different j might be realized by a Kondo in-
teraction mediated by Ruderman—Kittel-Kasuya—Yosida
interaction [62, [73].

Substituting Eq. ([@) into Eq. ([IT), we thereby obtain
[A(k)]ap
1
- TIN Zkak' [Aary (k) Fys

k' ~6
+ Moy (k) Fys (K ) Aps(—K') + Aar (K') P
+Ao¢'y(k1) 75(k/)Aﬁ5(_ )]a

(k") Aps(—k)
5(K")Ags(—k)

(24)
under the mean-field approximation. The wavenumber
dependence of A,(k) comes from two factors: The one
is the multipole Ayg(k), and the other is the interaction
Vi—ks. In the lattice system, the latter can be expanded

as
Vot SV SO (el (), (25)
n Iy

where V,, is the coupling constant for the interaction be-
tween n-th-order nearest-neighboring sites, and gbgw(k)
is its 7-th basis belonging to the irreducible represen-
tation (IR) T of the group G. For example, in the 2D
tetragonal lattice structure with the lattice constant a
under the Dy, symmetry, the nearest-neighbor (n = 1)
pairing interaction is expressed as V4 = 2Vj[cos (¢,a) +
cos (gya)], which can be decomposed into

— Vi ()oK
+ VigPie (k)oPe (k')
+ Vilgy " (k)™ (K') + oy (k) (K')],

cos (kza) + cos (kya), ¢5v (k)
and  {¢7(k), 05" (K)} =

Vie—kr

Vie—rr

where ¢19(k) =
cos (kza) cos (kya),

6

{V/2sin (kya), V2sin (kya)}. Thus, the nearest-neighbor
pairing interaction can give rise to the pairing with the
wavenumber dependence belonging to the IRs, Aig,
By, and E,, which are related to the E monopole E
quadrupole, and MT dipole, respectively @ We show
the lowest-order wavenumber basis function ng ) for
each IR under Oy, Dy, and Dgy in Tables [T m and
[Vl respectively.
Finally, A, (k) in Eq. (I8) is given by

A, (k) = %Tf[

X A k) (itdr)'], (26)
where we normalize spinful multipoles as Tr[x,x,] =
20, We note that the wavenumber dependence of
A, (k) is characterized by (;5277(16). We show several ex-
pressions of X, in Eqs. (AT)), (A2), and (CI)) in Appen-
dices [Al and [C] We summarize the notations used in this
paper in Table [Vl

E. Application to on-site pairing

In the following, we investigate the possibility of the
unconventional SC state with the multipole degrees of
freedom by considering specific p-orbital and sp-orbital
systems under the assumption that the momentum de-
pendence of the form factor A(k) is neglected, i.e.,
A(k) = X,. We also consider the uniform on-site in-
teraction, i.e., Vg =~ Vy. In other words, we focus on the
Cooper pairing resulting from the fluctuations in terms
of the local electronic degrees of freedom. Then, the cor-
responding vertex for the pairing interaction in Eq. (@)
is simplified as

o

Vag; v(5(k K’ )= ) [(XV)OJ()A(V)B’Y -

(X )ary (X0 )ps]- (27)

In this case, the pairing interaction in Eq. [8) can be
expressed as the product of multipoles @, @] as

N Vo <4 < S5t
Heog = N / c##/(OLO#/ + OL/O#)v (28)
bt
where
- 1 NP AT
Ol =5 2. D _[Ru(ihr)]apthat (29)
kE ap

and ¢y = ¢y = ;. Using them, ¢, is given by

ot = (-1)“%[1 + (~ )BT R te), (30)

where (—1)™ and (=1)T = (=1)"w are the parity for
T-operator of A= Xv and X, Xu, respectively. From
this expression, one finds that the M/MT-type multipole
pairing with (—1)T* = —1 is prohibited.

In the crystal system, the rotational symmetry and in-
version symmetry can be lost. Under the point group



TABLE III. Basis functions for the 3D cubic lattice under the On symmetry. The superscript +(—) in the first column represents
even (odd) parity for the TR operation. The second column shows the lowest-order wavenumber basis function ¢F(k:) of the
irreducible representation (IR) I' for Vj_js with k — O limit, where V,, represents the nth-order nearest-neighbor pairing. For
A]Lg, we note that the zeroth-order (on-site) pairing exists ¢>A19 (k) = 1. We introduce the abbreviations ¢; = cos k;, s; = sin k;
for i = x,y, z, where the lattice constant is set to unity. The third column shows the active multipoles in atomic orbital space
in the sp-orbital system. E and ET (M and MT) multipoles, which belong to IR T'" (I'"), can couple to the basis functions

¢'? (k) [¢"" (K)).

IR(T") Qﬁ,«/ k) Multipoles
2
AT, Viy/3(ea+ey+e) ~ K Qo
A4, V22 (ea = ea)ey = ex)(es — ex) ~ (K2 — KD)(KE — K2)(K2 — k2) -
1

E;L V1{%(2cz—cx—cy)7cx—cy} N{3k§_k27ki_k§} {Qu,Qu}

Ti, Vs{2V2sys:(c, — c2), (cyclic)} ~ {kyk. (ky — k2), (cyclic)} {Ga, Gy, G2}

T29 Va{2sys., (cyclic)} ~ {kyk-, (cyclic)} {Qyz, Qza, Quy }

+

Alu - GO

AT - ,

B - {Gu, G}

Ty, - {Q2,Qy, Q:}

TZZ - {GyZ7 Gzam Gacy}
Af, - -

As, - _

E!; - {Tu7 Tv}

Tl; B {Mx7My7Mz}7{M§7M;7M?}
T;SI o {Mﬁv Mf: Mf}: {TynTzszwy}
AL, V132 %sxsysz(cx —cy)(ey —cz)(cz — ¢a) My

~ kakyks (k3 — k3) (ky — k2) (k2 — k2)
Az Va2V 2558y, ~ kukyks -
E, Vs {48x8y82 (ca — ¢y), %sxsysz(%z —Cy — cy)} {Mu, My}
~ A kokyks (k3 — k7)), kokyk=(3k2 — k%) }
T Vi{V2ss,V25y,V25.} ~ {ka, ky, k. } {T,,T,,T.}
Ty, Va{V2s.(cy — cz), (cyclic)} ~ {ko(ky — k2), (cyclic)} {My., M.o, Moy}

symmetry, the components of the same rank split into
subgroups according to the point group IRs. The clas-
sification of multipoles has been already in many litera-
ture m, 54, @], which can be applied to the SC order
parameter. We show the classification of multipoles in
terms of IRs for Oy, Dyn, and Dgy in Tables [T, [V] and
[Vl respectively. The results for other point groups can
be straightforwardly obtained by using the compatibility
relation between a group and its subgroup.

As a demonstration, let us consider an sp-orbital sys-
tem in the Dgp point group, which will be numerically

s 1 fmgre ot a
Het = 5 |:Q,];Qz + ﬁ (QOTQO + QEQO) +

1
1) - 575

1
V3 V6
(@Q@; + @g@g) (32)

analyzed in the next section. First, we discuss SC accom-
panied by the ferroelectric fluctuation, which originates
from the local spinless E dipole (Q.) fluctuation. The
corresponding vertex for the pairing interaction is given
by

Vs (b, K) = 2 [(Q-)as Q=) — (@) (Q2)ss]. (B1)

Substituting this expression into Eq. () and decompos-
ing into the pairing interaction between multipoles as
Eq. [28), we obtain

(@5'u+ Qi)

(@Gl +GLQy) |-

] =



TABLE IV. Basis functions for the 2D square lattice under the Dy4;, symmetry. The notations are the same as those in Table [[TIl

IR(T") or, (k) Multipoles
A, Viles +¢y) ~ k2 + k) Qo, Qu
A3, Vi2V28428y(co — cy) ~ kaky (ki — ki) G.
B, Vi(co —cy) ~ k2 — ki Q.
B, Vo258, ~ kuky Quay
Ey - {Qyz, Rz}, {Ga, Gy}
A, - Go, Gu
A2+u - QZ
B, — G
B2+u B ny
E} - {Qe, Qu}, {Gyz, Gza}
AL, - T,
;159 - %27 MY
19 o TYZH Tu
B, - M?, T,,
E, - {Ma, My}, (Mg, My} M MY, {Ty=, Ter}
AL - Mo, M,
A, - T,
B;u - Mv
B3, - My
E; Vi{V2s,,V2sy} ~ {ka, ky} {Myz, M.}, {T:, Ty}

TABLE V. Basis functions for the 2D triangular lattice under the Dgn symmetry. We introduce the notations ¢; = cos ki, G =
sink; for i = x,y with ky = k2 /2, ky = \/gk’y/Q. The other notations are the same as those in Table [[TIl

IR(I) ¢£,~/(k) Multipoles
2
Afg \%1 g(cx + 2cicg) ~ ki + ki Qo, Qu
A2+g V4%(85£8g — 20825 + 83535) ~ koky(3ks — k‘g)(kz — 3k’§) G.
By, - -
1g
B3, - _
Bl - {Quer Quo} G, Gy}
2
B, Vi {%(Cw - Cuf-%?si-sg)} ~ (K — Ky, kaky} {Qu. Quy}
A‘l‘ﬁu - GOy Gu
A;Fu o Qz
B, - -
B, - _
Eliu N {QmQyL {Gyz7Gzac}
Ez,“ - {Gv, Gay}
A179 - Tu N
A279 N MZ7 Mz
By, - M3,
ng - Msy,
E;g N {Mx7My}:ﬂ{M3u7M3v}7 {Tyz7Tz;c}
E29 N {Mwyvaz }7 {Tvawy}
Ay - Mo, M.,
A;u B T.
_ 2
By, Vay[ 5 (s25 — 2sg¢33) ~ ky (3% — ky) -
By, Vi %(sz — 2s3¢5) ~ k(K2 — 3k;) _
_ 2
Era Vi {ﬁ(sz + Sicﬂ)ﬂsgci} ~ ke, ky} {My, M.}, {Tw, Ty}
Eou B {Mv7 Mwy}




TABLE VL

Notations used in this paper.

normal space

anomalous Space

Multipole operator

0=2.2 I

X}m(s, k) or Xu
(0)

Multipole matrix
Order parameter

K)]apthatrp

=52 Y IAC

k afy

AT At
O‘B ZMT ﬁ"/ckac k-~

We find that the some mixed channels such as QSTQu +
QLQS appear due to the symmetry lowering under crys-
tallographic systems; they disappear in rorationally sym-
metric systems. Although it is possible to make the
quadratic form Hamiltonian fully diagonal, we avoid it
because each multipole expresses pairing state with a
different physical origin. According to Table [Vl and
Eq. 82), the expression of the pair potential A = A(ild7)
is given by

A =A5Q5 + AoQo + AuQu A,

+A.Q. Az,

+ MGy + ALGE AT,

+ALQL+ALQ, + NG, + ALGL,, B,
(33)

where Qg is the E monopole activated in s-orbital space,
Q0(Q.,) is the E monopole (quadrupole) activated in p-
orbital space, and the other F- and ET multipoles, which
are denoted as Q., Q" Qy, e e G;Z, and G, are ac-
tivated in sp-orbital space. See Appendlx [Al for the ma-
trix form of multipoles. Each coefficient A, is deter-
mined self-consistently by solving the gap equation. In

the weak-coupling region, the Ai”g—type pairing is favored

Meanwhile, the other multipoles additionally con-
tribute to the pair potential once the symmetry of the
system is lowered from Dgy,. When considering the situ-
ation where the ferroelectric order breaking the SI sym-
metry occurs, the symmetry of the system is reduced as
Degn \( Cgv. In this case, the E dipole @), egrees of free-
dom is expected to contribute to the pair potential, since
Q- belongs to the totally symmetric IR under Cg,. Such
a coexisting phase of ferroelectric ordering and SC was
observed in noncentrosymmetric superconductors such as
SrTiOs [43, [74].

As another example, we suppose the ferro-axial fluc-
tuation (We neglect the s-orbital degrees of freedom).
The ferro-axial (ferrorotational) order is characterized
by the ET dipole, whose microscopic expression is given

by (60, [75]

A 1

G, = E(lmay —1y04), (34)
where [, and [, are the orbital angular momentum op-
erators. By supposing the local fluctuations in terms of
G’ the corresponding vertex for the pairing interaction

is given by

Vo

in general, as demonstrated in the next section. Thus, Vapiye(k, k') = 5 (G a5 (GL) gy — (G )y (GL) 5] (35)
the electric monopoles Q) and (o and electric quadrupole
« are favored under the Dg, point group. orresponding pairing Hamiltonian is given by
@, are favored under the Dgy, poi C di iring Hamiltonian is given b
. 7V0 2 ia 2 : 1 ;
Host = [ Q30— 5010+ 5= (22 + Q1) = 5 (@) @y + QL)
I A
-5 (20000 + QIQu) + 5o (@02 + i)
Cu s 1, <, < <4 x 1, 4 ~ 1 x 1, = -
GG = 1 (@@ + QL@ + GG, + G G,) = < (QLG, + G, + 5 (QULG + G L)
1 S < = 1/ <+« - 1 /.0« <t x 1 <4 o= ‘e
_ to L otol) L (oto oo — X (otor + oo — toy 4 ot
55 (QhQh+ Qi) — 5 (Qhai + Qo) - 5 (@1 + Qi) - 575 (QlQL + QIQu)
1 %3 x 4 x 1 = 1 2i <4 x 1 .
t oy it .G+ an t oy it t oo ot
oA z z+ z z) TS G+G;E z) T TS zx zw+ Zx WEZT +— sz +G zx
(36)
[
From Eq. B8] with Table[V] and by using the mean-field  approximation, we obtain the pair potential as,
A =200Qo + AQu+ ALQL+ ALQ, Af,
+ALG A3,
+ Ayz@yz + Azm@zm + AlyzQIyz + A/zzQ/zz
A A +
+ ALGL 4+ AL EY,

(37)



Here, Q) (Q.;a = u,yz, zz) is the spinful E monopole
(quadrupole), which represents the pairing state with or-
bital antisymmetric and spin triplet. It is noted that
these pairing states are distinguished from the spinless
E pairing state, since they are activated in the different
Hilbert space. Similarly to the above ferroelectric case,
the ET dipole G, degrees of freedom can contribute to
the pair potential in the weak-coupling region when the
IR A;‘ , belongs to the totally symmetric IR through the
symmetry lowering as Dgp \; Cgn. We summarize the
Cooper channel induced by other multipole-fluctuated in-
teractions in the sp-orbital system in Appendix

IIT. MODEL CALCULATION

In this section, we investigate the stability of the
SC state characterized by unconventional pair poten-
tials based on the model analysis. In the following, we
choose the units of kg = h = 1, where kg is the Boltz-
mann constant and & is the Dirac constant, respectively.
We consider the tight-binding model for sp-orbital elec-
trons on a two-dimensional triangular lattice under the
Dgn (6/mmm) symmetry. The Hamiltonian is given by

H = Hy+ Heg. (38)

The first term represents the one-particle Hamiltonian
and the second term is the effective interaction term given
by Eq. @8). Hy is represented by

Hy =" haa (k)& thar (39)

k aao’

with o = (¢,0);¢ = $,ps,py,pz;0 =1,], where the
Hamiltonian matrix (a|h(k)|o/) = haa (k) is divided into
four parts as follows:

h(k) = hnop (k) + hsoc + herr + hue. (40)

The first term ﬁhop(k) X 0y stands for the hopping
term. We consider only the nearest-neighbor hopping:
ts for the amplitude between s orbitals, ¢4, tpr for that
between p orbitals of o and 7 couplings, and t5, for that
between sp orbitals. The second term ]A”Lsoc represents
the atomic spin—orbit coupling:

hsoc =\l - o, (41)

which divides the six degenerate p-orbital levels into a
doublet j = 1/2 and a quartet j = 3/2. The third term
BCEF x dyo+ denotes the crystalline electric field under
the hexagonal symmetry. Since s € Aig, (Pz,Py) € Eiu,
and p, € As,, this term can be parametrized as

(dlhcEr|¢) = 04,500 s Algp + 0p.p. 0pr p. Adgr,  (42)

where we set the energy level of (ps,py,) as the origin.
The fourth term gives the local molecular field to induce
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additional multipoles belonging to the IR different from
the totally symmetric one in the normal state, which re-
sults in the symmetry lowering from Dgp,. The expression
of fLMp is given by

har = —g% (43)

with the amplitude g and the multipole matrix x.

Taking the mean-field approximation in Eq. (28) and
using the expression for the pair potential in Eq. (&), we
thereby obtain as

N 1 . b
Horr = 5 SN AR apilael s + HC (44)
k apf

where H.C. is the hermitian conjugated. The stability
of the SC state is investigated by taking the mean-field
approximation for the pair potential. We also assume
the on-site attractive pairing interaction V4 = Vy < 0.
We set the unit of the energy is the absolute value of
hopping between s-orbital electrons ts, even though we
neglect this contribution in Sec. In the following
subsections, we use the parameters as

ts = 1,16 = 0.5,tpr = 0.2,t,, = 0.3,
Vo = —2,N = 1282,

where N is the total number of sites. We fixed the total
density per an orbital n (0 <n < 2) asn =0.8.

The pair potential at the temperature T is obtained
by solving the gap equation

[Alag(T) = Vol D Ao Fro(T)Ags (46)
¥é

with F,5(T) = (1/N) Y Fys(k'). The amplitude A, (T)
k/

for multipole x, is obtained by substituting the solution

of Eq. [@B) into A(k) of Eq. (20).

A. Ferroelectric fluctuation under Cs, symmetry

First, we discuss the pairing state by ferroelectric fluc-
tuation given by Eq. ([BI) under ferroelectric ordering
with y = Qz. The general form of the pair potential
is given by Eq. B3). Figure [l shows the temperature
dependence of the amplitude A, (T') in Eq. B3). Ag #0
represents the isotropic pairing in the p-orbitals, whereas
A, # 0 represents anisotropy of the pairings between
(pz,Dy) Or p, orbitals according to the hexagonal point-
group symmetry. One finds that A, that arises from the
E dipole degree of freedom ), becomes nonzero under
the ferroelectric ordering. We note that A, vanishes if
we turn off the molecular field g = 0.

We also study the Pauli depairing effect due to the
Zeeman coupling:

ﬁZeeman = _NBH - o, (47)
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FIG. 1. Temperature dependence of the pair potential in

the polar system. The black solid line shows the fitting line

of AG(T) by Aj(0) tanh(k+/Te/T — 1) with the fitting param-
eter k. The critical temperature is T. ~ 2.85 x 1073

where up is the Bohr magneton. Here, we consider the
two directions of the magnetic field, i.e., the in-plane
magnetic field H = (H,,0,0) and the perpendicular
magnetic field H = (0,0, H,). We neglect the orbital
component of the magnetic field for simplicity. We also
set up = 1 in the following.

Figure 2 shows the H-T phase diagram in the pres-
ence of the polar field ¢ = 0.4. Comparing two phase
diagrams, the SC state with the ferroelectric moment
(nonzero (Q.)) (FE+SC state) is stabilized by the ap-
plied perpendicular magnetic field. This behavior has
also been found in other noncentrosymmetric supercon-
ductors @, @] The different stability tendency against
the field directions is attributed to the effective spin—orbit
coupling in momentum space; the Rashba-type antisym-
metric spin-orbit coupling (k x o), is induced by the
local molecular field @, which locks the spin direction
of the Cooper pairs in the k;—k, plane. In this case,
the in-plane magnetic field deforms the Fermi surfaces
asymmetrically, whereas the perpendicular magnetic field
shifts the magnitude of the splitting of the Fermi sur-
faces. Since the Pauli depairing effect does not affect the
latter case, the Cooper pairs are rarely destroyed m]
Thus, the Cooper pairs are robust against the perpen-
dicular magnetic field. We show the additional data for
the molecular field dependence of the stability of the SC
state against the magnetic field in Appendix [Dl

It is noted that the state above the critical tempera-
ture T, corresponds to the FE phase (Q).) # 0 owing to
the molecular-field term g. Accordingly, the transition
from the FE+4+SC state to the FE state is the second-
order phase transition even in increasing the magnetic
field in our calculation, which is different from the previ-
ous study [77].

B. Ferroaxial fluctuation under Cg, symmetry

The second example is the SC arising from an ET
dipole fluctuation by Eq. (B3 under ferroaxial ordering.
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FIG. 2.  SC phase diagrams under the ferroelectric (FE)
molecular field. The panels (a) and (b) show the result for
applied in-plane and perpendicular magnetic fields, respec-
tively.

When the symmetry of the system reduces from Dgy to
Cen as a consequence of the breaking of vertical mirror
symmetry, the ET dipole G, is ordered. We call the SC
state with nonzero (G.) a ferroaxial SC (FA+SC) state.
From the previous model, we neglect the s-orbital degree
of freedom, i.e., t; = 0 and A¢gr = 0 in the following nu-
merical calculation. In addition, we take x = G instead
of Q. in Eq. @3).

Figure[Blshows the temperature dependence of the pair
potential when the ET dipole G, emerges under the fer-
roaxial ordering. A/, vanishes if we turn off the molecular
field g = 0. Under the basis of |jj.), the pair potential
in this case can be expressed as

A =aPQ + PGP + AP QY

4
FAPOP +APE) -
W _ Do—V2AL (3 _ V280 + A
Ay’ = TuAO =B (49a)
A - VAN Aa—V2A
(A \/g y=u T \/g ( )
AD = A/ (49c)

where the superscripts (J) for J = 1,2, 3 represent the
pairing between electrons with total angular momentum
(J1,72) = (1/2,1/2),(1/2,3/2), and (3/2,3/2), respec-
tively(See Appendix [C]). We also find that the emergence
of Q;, which contributes to Ag), results in the pairing
between j = 1/2 electrons and j = 3/2 electrons. Fig-
ures@l(a) and @(b) show the H —T phase diagrams under
the ferroaxial molecular field for in-plane and perpen-
dicular magnetic fields, respectively. In contrast to the
result in Fig. 2 the anisotropy against the in-plane and
out-of-plane fields is small, which might be attributed
to the fact that there is no spin splitting in the band
structure under the ferroaxial ordering. We show the
molecular-field strength dependence of the pair poten-
tials in Appendix
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FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of pair potential in fer-

roaxial ordering. The black solid line shows the fitting line

of Ao(T") by Ao(0) tanh(k+/Tc/T — 1). The critical tempera-
ture is 7 ~ 6.55 x 10~ 2.
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FIG. 4. SC phase diagrams under the ferroaxial (FA) molec-
ular field. The panels (a) and (b) show the result for applied
in-plane and perpendicular magnetic fields, respectively.

IV. SUMMARY AND DISUSSION

To summarize, we have extended the multipole basis in
the normal space into the Nambu space to systematically
characterize the SC order parameter in the framework of
four types of multipoles. In a multiorbital space, pair-
ings between electrons with any angular momentum can
be expressed by using ET and MT multipoles as well as
E and M multipoles, which enables us to describe Cooper
pairs formed by unconventional electronic degrees of free-
dom. We have demonstrated that unconventional multi-
pole SC states can be realized by multipole fluctuations in
Sec. [[TIl Our formalism includes all the SC order parame-
ters in the multiorbital system that have been overlooked
in the previous studies; the SC state in the ferroaxial sys-
tem, characterized by the ET dipole, is a typical example.
In this way, our complete classification would open a path
to examine the nature of the multiorbital SC state that
has never been observed.

Another advantage based on multipole representation
theory is that it can predict the cross-correlated phenom-
ena, and such a study has been already done in a normal
state ﬂﬂ, @] The appearance of odd-parity and toroidal-
type multipole degrees of freedom in the pair potential in-
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dicates further cross-correlated responses in the SC state.
Indeed, in noncentrosymmetric SCs, the electromagnetic
effects due to supercurrents have been studied as non-
reciprocal phenomena {%], and recently the SC diode
effect has been found [79, 180]. Our results would serve
as a reference to explore such intriguing cross-correlated
responses driven by unconventional SC with multipole
degrees of freedom.
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Appendix A: Matrix elements of activated
multipoles in sp-orbital space

In this appendix, we summarize the matrix elements
of activated multipoles in sp-orbital space. First, we give
the matrix elements for the spinless multipoles. For the
spinless basis {|s), [pz).|py), |P2)}, the relevant matrix
elements of the multipoles are given by [50]

1000 0000
. (0000 ~1fo100
QO— 0000 aQO_% 0010 (Ala)
0000 0001
000 0 0000
i (000 0 i {0001
Me=T1looo-1]"™™=750 0 00"
001 0 0—-100
00 0 0
i [00-10
M:="Z1o1 0 o
00 0 0
(A1b)
00 00 00 0 0
0,— L[o=1 o0} 1 fo100
T loo 1o % T 500 —1 0
00 02 00 0 0
0000 0000
0.— L foooo) 1 fooon
v=510001) % =5 0o000]"
0010 0100
0000
0. — L0010
w=7lo100]
0000

(Alc)



0100 0010
1 11000 110000
Qx_ﬁ OOOO’Qy_ﬁ 1000]”
0000O0 0000O0
0001
110000
QZ—7§ 0000O0]”
1000
(Ald)
and
0 100 0 010
T:L -1 000 T:L 0 00O
T2l o000 21000
0 00O 0 00O
0 001
T*L 0 00O
V210 000)°
-1 000
(Ale)

where (Qg, Qo) represent the electric monopole,
(Mg, M,,M,) represent the magnetic dipole,
(Qus Quy Qyzy Qza, Quy) represent the electric
quadrupole, (Qz,Qy,Q-) represent the electric dipole,
and (T,T,,T.) represent the magnetic toroidal dipole.
Here, these spinless multipoles y, are orthogonal with
each other and normalized such as Tr[x,x,] = 0,,. The
angular momentum in p-orbital space can be expressed
as lj = V2M;(j = z,y, 2).

According to Eq. @) with Egs. () and (&), we obtain
the spinful multipoles Xj,,(s, k). The relation between
Xim (s, k) and X (©rb) ig summarized in Table [VII] 60.
We added the minus sign for 7(1,0) and G;(1,0) for

convenience. Note that le(O, 0) = Xl(;rb)oo.

TABLE VII. The relation between spinful multipoles
Xim(s, k) and corresponding spinless multipoles Xl(sfb).
Xi(s, k) s=0k=0 s=1,k=0 s=1k==+1
Ql(87 k) @Q T M+
Mi(s, k) M Gi Qix1
Tl(& k) Tl —Ql Glil
Gl(s, k) Gl —Ml Tl:l:l

Finally, the expressions of spinful multipoles X im (1, k)
are given as follows:

e M dipole
M) = Qjo (A2a)
in s-s orbital space.
e E monopole
Q= Moo (A2b)
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e E quadrupole
Q/

(2MZUZ — Myo, — Myoy,)

(M oy — Myoy) (A2c¢)

Q Q,/z Q 2y E(Myaz + M0oy), (cyclic)

o M dipole
M) = Qoo (A2d)
and
1 = == [1Qu = V3Q)s = V3(Qur + Q)
3y = == [(Qu+ V3Q)a, = V3(Quy + Q)]
M1, = ——=2Qu0 = VB(Qy:0, + Qa0
(A2¢)

e M octupole

1
My, = \/g(QyzUz + Qzz0y + Quy02)

M = —% ?( Qu—V3Qu)os + Q200 + meoy]
N = —i5 %(Qu +V3Qu)0y + Quyoa + Qyzazl
MY = —%(—ﬁ@mz +Qy20y + Qzr0)
My = —ig _%A/EQM +Qu)0s + Qa0 — szay}
M = - | 5 VBQu+ Qo + Quyos — Qo
M = = (- Qua + @y~ Qure)
(A2f)
e MT quadrupole
T - —\%(Qyzaw Q-r0)
T, = 7(2%02 Qy:00 — Q:20y)
T,. = %Wﬁ@u +Qu)0r — (Qea0: — Quyoy)]
7L, = Z=l(-V5Qu+ Q1) = (Quys = Quec)
71, = 7200 — (Qye, ~ Qur0)
(A2g)



e ET dipole
¢ - Mxo (A2h)
V2
in p-p orbital space.
e M/ET monopole
MH-LQUGH<"LTU (A2i)
VmRY T
e E/MT dipole
Q' ! T x o, T’ ! Q x (A2j)
= —— 0’7 = — o
V2 V2 :
e M/ET quadrupole
. 1
Mu = %(2ngz - Qzaz - any)
N 1
M, = E(Qwaw — Qyoy)
~ N ~ 1
M;Z, M., M;y = E(anz + Q.0y), (cyclic)
(A2k)

. 1
G'/u, = %(2Tz0—z - TmU;E - TUUU)

A 1

G, = %(Tmam —Tyoy)

A A A 1

G;Z, G, G;y = —(Tyo, + T.0,), (cyclic)

V2

in s-p orbital space. We have introduced the abbre-
viations X = (X,;,X,, X,) for X = Q,M,T,G, and
0. The multipoles matrices in the spinful space Oa
are orthogonal with each other and normalized such as

14

Tr[0nOp] = 20,p. Since matrix elements of the mul-
tipoles for any angular momentum can be evaluated as
well, we can classify the pair potential for any angular
momentum.

Appendix B: Cooper pairing derived from local
multipole fluctuations

We derive the Cooper pairing induced by local
multipole-fluctuated interactions in sp-orbital system.
We decompose Eq. (28)) as following;:

Het = HO + HD + 1O, (B1)
where H(®) (7—2(1)) is the pairing interaction between spin-
less (spinful) multipoles, whereas H® is that of the prod-
uct of spinless and spinful multipoles. We summarize
the possible pairing and corresponding coeflicients c,,, in
Eq. (30) by local fluctuations for the p-orbital system in
Tables [VIII] [X] and sp-orbital system in Tables X X1

It is possible to read trends in which pairing may occur
by rewriting the multipole-fluctuated interactions into
the pairing interactions. First, ¢,,, > 0 (¢, < 0) indi-
cates that the corresponding Cooper pair is favored when
the interaction is attractive Vj < 0 (repulsive V > 0). In
particular, Qo-type pairing is favored in E/ET (M/MT)
multipole-fluctuated interactions with attractive (repul-
sive) interactions. Second, we see what types of pairing
are prohibited. For instance, the E quadrupole fluctu-
ation in terms of the Q,-type component never leads
to the Qyz,Qm-type pairings in the p-orbital system.
On the other hand, the spinful multipole fluctuation can
lead to pairing expressed by spinless multipoles through
#H®). For example, from Table [VTIT| although spinful E
quadrupole fluctuation A = @/, prohibits pairing inter-
action QLQU, Q.-type paring arises thurogh the pairing
interaction QLQB + Qg@u in #,. The negative sign of
):( Y columns indicates that the relative phase between
X and Y are different by 7. The similar analysis can be
applied to the multipoles with the momentum dependent
structure factor.

TABLE VIII: The Cooper channel Heg in Eq. (BI) induced by lo-
cal E/ET-type multipole fluctuations in p-orbital space. The first col-

umn is the multipole fluctuation A in Eq. Z0). The cloumns 0, give

the coefﬁgier}ts ¢y for the pairing term expressed as (Vo/QN)CVVOZOV7
whereas 0,0, columns represent the coefficients c,, of the pairing term

(Vo/2N)cuw (OZLOV + OZOH)

spinless Cooper pairing HO

q
q

A Q:ZO %u %v zyz Sx ;y QOQu QOQU QUQU
) z z z z z z 0 0 0
@ 3 3 3 3 3 3
O 2 1 1 222 1 Q 0 0

“ 3 3 3 3 3 y
. 2 1 2

v — - 1 0 0 -1 —— 0 0
Q 3 3 6

Continued on next page
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g. Y2 1 v3 1 V2 V6 V3 V6 V2o o Y2 V2 V2 V2
V¥ 12 12 12 12 24 24 12 24 8 8 8 8 8
. Y2 1 V3 1 V2 V6 VB Ve V2o V2 V2 0o V2 V2
= \1% 12 12 12 \2/4_ 2 12 24 8 \?_ \/& /s v 8 8
., 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2
@ 5 5 ° § 5 9 0 0 0 = 5 T 5 0 0
o V21 V31 V2 V6 VB Ve V2 0o Y2 V2 V2 V2
T 12 12 12 12 24 24 12 24 8 8 8 8 8
;cooV2 o1 V31 V2 VB V8 VB V2 V2 Ve 0 V2 V2
v \1% 12 12 12 \2/4_ 24 12 24 8 \;_ ?f v 8 8
, 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2
: "1 g 0 g g 00 0 0 e gy o O 0
TABLE IX: The Cooper pairing Heg in Eq. (BI) induced by local
M/MT-type multipole fluctuations in p-orbital space.
spinless Cooper pairing HO
A Q? Qu Qv‘u va‘z Qz‘z wa QOQU QOQU Q’uQU
MO -5 -5 -3 3 3 3 0 0 0
. 2 2 V2 V6 VB
. -z = 0 1 0 0o XY= X2 ¥°
> 5 Vi V6 s
. 2 2 2 6 3
My =3 53 001 0 BT Tw
M. —% —% 1 0 0 1 ?2 0 0
oo 22 1o o120 1 1 W2 Ve VB
v 3 10 30 15 30 30 120 120 60
g -2 1 1 1 2 _1 w2 6 V3
v 3 10 30 30 15 30 120_ 120 60
-~ 2 2 1 1 2 2
M, -2 0 = —— = = X2 0
3 5 3 30 15 \6/0_
Aqi _2 2 0 _l _l 0 __2 0 0
3 3 2 2 12
[ _2 0 2 R Q 0 0
v 3 3 6 6 3 12
P 21 12 1 1 V2 V6 VB
vz 3 2 6 3 6 6 24 24 12
#2111 o2 1 V3 VB V3
= 3 2 6 6 3 6 \/2_4 24 12
. 2 2 1 1 2 2
Toy -3 0 "3 6 6 3 12 0 0
I T B
ws 33 3 3 3 3
ge 2 .7 3 1 1T I V3 V6 3
v 330 10 5 5 5 15 15 60
N -2 .7 .3 111 v2 V6o V3
v 3 3 10 5 5 5 15 15 60
- 2 1 1 1 1 1 2v/2
M -2 = = = - -2 =22 0
3 3 5 5 5 5 15 /3
ik _2 11 i1 1 A
3 6 6 3 3 3 12
[/ S N S N SR SRV
v 3 6 6 3 3 3 12
e -2 L1 Lo 11 0 0 0
- 3 3 3 3 3 3
spinful Cooper pairing HD
A Q @ Q, Q. Q. Q G, G G QuQu QQ, Q.Q, Q,.Gp QLG QG
s 2 4 2 2 V2 NGRS 1 1
Me = - 0 z 0 0 z 0 0 M 0 —= -
v 9 9 3 9 9 9 3 3

Continued on next page
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o 1 1 3 1 1 1 V3 1 1
SR - - = ye - -
G ZIL 01 4 0 4 4 % 1 4 0 0 8 8 (1) 8
by —— ——= 0 0 0 -1 - == 1 0 0 0 - = 0
i 4 4 4 4 8
mixed Cooper pairing Ha
A Q50 QoQu Qs QuQy QuG. QyQy QyGls Q:Q. Q.G
g Y6 V3o 1 o 0 V2 V2 V2 V2
v 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
g Y6 V31 V22 0 0 V2 V2
Y 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
o) _@ _ﬁ 0 _Q _Q _Q Q 0 0
B B R
G, Y0 0 vz Yz Y2 o
& SV 0 i s v 0
" 12 6 24 8 24 8 6
o Y6 V3 V22 V2o V2 o 0
Y12 6 8 8 8
G VB L ViovE
v 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
o V6 V31 vz V2 0o 0 v2ooV2
12 12 4 8 8 8 8
v V6 V3 vZooV2 vz V2 0 o
12 6 8 8 8 8
TABLE XI: The Cooper pairing Heg in Eq. (BI) induced by local
M/MT-type multipole fluctuations in sp-orbital space.
spinless Cooper pairing H©
A Q. Qy Q- QS\C)?_O Qf/cgu QS\C)?_U
. 3 6 2
p 1 - -5 -
A T
. 3 6 2
1y 0 1 0 —y 1—3_ e
L0 0 — " 0
VAR S| V3 _ V6 V2
v 2 2 6 24 8
YA S| _V3 _ V6 _V2
Y 2 2 6 24 8
y [ V3 V6
T, —-= == 0 - — 0
2 2 \?_ 12
Wb b
112 V3 V6
M, —-—= —-= —= - - 0
6 6 3 \?_ \/1_2
11 3 6
-, 1 1 3 6 2
ST S S
T N Ve
2 2 \?_ \/2_4 8
~ 1 1 3 6
Moy 5 —5 O "6 D) 0
spinful Cooper pairing H1
A Q. @ Q. Gy G, G, G G, G, GG, GG, GG, QuGh. @G, Q.GY,
s L 1 1 1 1,1 1 V2 V6 3 1
‘ 2 2 3 6 2 2 2 1 12 12 4 4

Continued on next page
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R SR S SR S N S S A S A S SR 1
Y 2 2 3 6 2 2 2 1\2/_ 12 12 4 4
- 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 1
T S S S S R S I
oo L1211 1 1 V2 Ve v 1]
* 4 4 3 12 4 4 4 12 12 24 8 8
oL, 1.2t 1 1 1 V2 VB VB 0o _1X
Y 4 4 3 12 4 4 4 \/1_2 12 24 8 8
- 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 1 1
T _- _Z 1 -2 _Z - vz _z -
i 121 42t 9 3 3 0 4 0 6 0 0 8 8 0
M —§ —§ —§ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
~ 3 3 1 1
M, —— —— = 1 22 - -
“ ]12 112 3 0 le le 0 0 0 0 81 18 0
Sl
My -7 -7 0 0 0 L i S T (\)f 53 0
~ 1 1 3 1 1 1 3 1 1
My 0 =3 -3 0 -3 —3 1t -z -z 0 0 5 O "3 3
~ 1 1 3 1 1 1 3 1 1
M, —= = R vooo 2 =z
= le 01 4 0 4 4 le 1 4 0 8 81 (1) 8
My, -3 -3 0 0 0 -1 - -2 1 0 0 0 —= 5 0
mixed Cooper pairing Ha
A Q0 QoQy Q0Qy  QuQl QoG Q) QyGr, Q:Q% Q-G
oo V6 V31 0 o V2 V2 V2 V2
¥ 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
Y C | V2 V2 V2 V2
L @ i B o 0 % 8
T’ @ @ 0 _Q _Q _ﬁ Q 0 0
B 5 RS
M}, ?6 0 0 V2 o V2 _V2
o Y63 L% V2 L% V2 L% 0
“ 12 6 24 8 24 8 6
M _@ _@ 0 Q ﬁ ﬁ _Q 0 0
v 12 6 8 8 8 8
. V6 V31 o 0 V2 ooV2 V2o V2
vz 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
;o V6 V31 V2o V2 0 0 vZooV2
= 12 12 4 8 8 8 8
M _@ _é 0 Q ﬁ ﬁ _Q 0 0
ik 12 6 8 8 8 8
for (ji,j2) = (1/2,1/2),
Appendix C: Classification of pairing under jj. basis
In this appendix, we summarize the classification of
the pairing in terms of total angular momentum basis
|77-) by performing the unitary transformation discussed
in the main text. First, we give the multipoles for p-
orbitals in j;-jo space X1772) by using the multipoles (s) ~
in Appendix [} N = V6M,,,, — AM,) \/5M1m7
3\/§
R . (2)
»@) _ Qo — V2Q) Gy tm: R
0 V3 @) V2Qam + Qb
(Cla) om = T,
x 0 _ V6, — Mj,) +2V50,, 2(2)
tm 3\/— T2m = T2lm
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for (j1,72) = (1/2,3/2), and

A(3) V2Qo + QB

0o - \/g )

u® _ V15N, + VIONM ) — V211,

tm 33 '’ (Cle)

53) _ Qam — V2Qb,,

2m \/g ’

) - 3t
for (j1,j2) = (3/2,3/2). Here, we have used
the abbreviations such as Xi,, = (Xg, Xy, X,),
XQm = (XuavaXyzszzszy)a and XSm -

(meZ,X;’,X;‘,Xg,Xf,Xf,Xf). The pairing interac-
tion in p-orbital space is summarized in Tables [XII] and

TABLE XII:

21

XTI

_Second, the multipoles for sp-orbitals in ji-j2 space
X U1H72) are as follows:

: Xim +V2X] (C2a)
V3
for (j1,72) = (1/2,1/2), and
N QXm_X/
V3 (C2b)

for (j1,72) = (1/2,3/2). The pairing interaction in sp-
orbital space is summarized in Tables [XIV] and [XV1

The Cooper pairing Heg in Eq. @8) induced by lo-

cal E/ET-type multipole fluctuations X ip p-orbital space. The
first column is the multipole fluctuation A in Eq. &1). The cloumns

O,(J‘I) give the coefficients c¢,, for the pairing term expressed as
(Vo/N)ew, OSTOL | whereas OLJ)OS]) columns represent the coeffi-
cients ¢, of the pairing term (Vo /2N)cuw (O&I)TOE,‘],) + Of,‘],)TOf;])).

J = 1 multipole fluctuation

Ao

A (1
7

J = 2 multipole fluctuation

A QP QP 9 0 QF) ¢ ¢ ¢P 0’y @'l o0l QP P¢? ofc? Qf)a?

5 2) 3 3 L V2 V2 V3 V3

Q. 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 j— il/— 0 0 \/8 f/— 0
A(2) 213 3 vz o V2 v3 V3

Qv 0 1 4 4 1 4 4 0 4 4 0 0 8 8 0

Q(2) _§ _l 1 _1 _1 0 _§ _§ ﬁ ﬁ _@ _é 0 @ _ﬁ
vz 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 \/8 \/& 8 \/&

o -3 L1, 1 3 4 3 V2 V2 V6 V3 V3 0 V3
=@ 4 4 4 4 4 4 \?l_ ?/_ 8 8 \/& 3 8
A(2) 4 L1 3 3 V2 _V2 V3 V3

sz 0 ! 4 4 ! 4 4 0 4 4 0 0 8 8 0

g L3 3 3 1 1 v2 V2 V6 V3 0 V3 VB
z 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 8 8 8 8

g L 3 3 3 1. . 1 v2  v2 V6 V3 B 0 V3
v 4 4 4 4 4 4 \?l_ \/& 8 8 i%/_ \/_ 8
@) 3 3 11 V2 V2 V3 V3

G 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 3 3 0

J = 3 multipole flcutuation

A QP Q% QP Q% QB o

QY 1 1 1 1 1 1

o®» 1 1 -1 -1 -1 -1
o®» 1 -1 1 -1 -1 -1
QY 1 -1 -1 1 -1 -1
o% 1 -1 -1 -1 1 -1
Q¥ 1 -1 -1 -1 -1 1




TABLE XIII: The Cooper pairing Hes in Eq. ([@8) induced by local
M/MT-type multipole fluctuations XY in p-orbital space.

J = 1 multipole fluctuation

A oD

MY 2

J = 2 multipole fluctuation

A QP QP @ QB QF) ¢P ¢ ¢P  QfPQlY iPQY QVQYY QPP QPGP QRcY Q)G
g L 3 4 3 .3 . 1 1 V2 V2 V6 V3 0 V3 VB
v 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 8 8 8 8
g L o3 3 o3 1 1 v2 o v2 V6 V3 V3 0 V3
v 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 8 8 8 8 8
M® 1 0 _3 _3 0 R 1 _Q _Q 0 0 _ﬁ @ 0
z A T S B 5o
X 3 3 11 2 2 3 3
@) 3 3 211 vz V2 V3 V3
T¢ L0 =5 =7 0 -7 — 1 \}_ VA 0 0 Vﬁ %_ 0
. 11 3 3 2 2 3 3
T 0 1 —- —= -1 =2 -2 s 0 0 . 0
v 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 8
g 3 1o, 1 1 .3 3 V2 V2 V6 V3 V3 V3
ve 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 8 8 8 8 8
g 3 1 1.1 .3 3 V2 o v2 V6 B VB V3
= 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 V& 8 8 V& 8
T2 0 -1 . 1 _3 .3 0 _Q v2 0 0 v3 _ﬁ 0
ikd 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 8
J = 3 multipole flcutuation
A QP QP QP o Q%) QF) Q&Y QP QY QYQY
e -y 13 3 3 3 _L V3 V3
v 5 5 5 5 b 5 5 5
y® - L 3 3 3 3 1 _ V3 _V3
v 55 3 B p ) 5 5
M -1 -1 2 -2 -2 =% z 0 0
. 5 5 5 5 5
ME, -1 11 -1 -1 -1 0 0 0
pe® g T -9 3 3 3 1 V3 V3
e 10 10 5 5 5 5 5 20
ne® 4 7 9 3 33 1 V3 V3
o _L A z Vo _¥S
. 0 1 3 5 5 5, 5 20
Mom -1 =L =5 5 5 7% 5 0 0
s 11 V3
ME® 1 = = 1 -1 -1 -2
! 5 3 0 0 VA
. 1
ME® -3 % 11 -1 0 jf
M 11 -1 -1 -1 1 0 0

TABLE XIV: The Cooper pairing Heg in Eq. ([@8) induced by local
E/ET-type multipole fluctuations X in sp-orbital space.

J = 1 multipole fluctuation

A QP QoY & QSiQé”

» 1 -1 1 -1 ?
A(1

D11 a1 —1 ?
oW -1 -1 1 -1 -
A (1) t
Gio-1 -1 41 1 3

J = 2 multipole fluctuation

Continued on next page
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TABLE XIV — continued from previous page

A QP QP QPGP &P &P &P &P 0iQY 0507 @iQP PGP 0P G QPG ¢PED
sy 4 L1 13 3 3 V2 V2 V6 o V3 V3 V3
® 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 8 8 8 8
ow _1 o, 11 3 3 3 v2 o v2 V6 3 0o V3 VB
v 4 4 4 4 4 4 \?1_ \/& 8 i%/_ \/_ 8 8
A 101 3 3 2 2 3 3
-~ -1 -1 0 -2 - o = Xz 0 = R 0 0
R T B S = 55
o L1 3 3 NERE V3 V3
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TABLE XV: The Cooper pairing Hes in Eq. @8) induced by local
M/MT-type multipole fluctuations XY in sp-orbital space.

J = 1 multipole fluctuation
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Appendix D: Molecular field dependence of pair
potential

In this appendix, we show the molecular field depen-
dence of the pair potential at zero temperature in Sec. [TI]
in the main text. In the weak molecular-field region,

A, grows as the molecular field increases, as shown in
Fig.Bla). We also found that A, has a peak at a certain
value of g, and the SC state is no longer stable in the
region for sufficiently large g. A similar behavior can be
seen in the case of the axial field, as shown in Fig. B(b).

Figure [6] shows the phase boundaries under the polar
molecular field at g = 0.2 and 0.4. For the in-plane mag-
netic field, the molecular field hardly change the phase
boundary, as shown in Fig.[B(a). On the other hand, for
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FIG. 5. The molecular field strength dependence of the
amplitude of pair potentials for (a) the polar field and (b) the
axial field with density n = 0.8 at zero temperature.
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FIG. 6. The phase boundary (7¢, H.) for (a) in-plane and

(b) perpendicular magentic field under the polar molecular
field at n = 0.8. T is the critical temperature without the
magnetic field.

the perpendicular magnetic field in Fig. Blb), the large
molecular field tends to give the high critical magnetic
field, which might be attributed to the larger antisym-
metric spin-orbit interaction for a larger molecular field.

[1] G. E. VoloVik and L. P. Gor’kov, An unusual supercon-
ductivity in UBei3, JETP Lett. 39, 674 (1984).

[2] M. Sigrist and K. Ueda, Phenomenological theory of un-
conventional superconductivity, Rev. Mod. Phys. 63, 239
(1991).

[3] J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer, Theory of
superconductivity, Phys. Rev. 108, 1175 (1957).

[4] S. S. Saxena, P. Agarwal, K. Ahilan, F. M. Grosche,
R. K. W. Haselwimmer, M. J. Steiner, E. Pugh, 1. R.
Walker, S. R. Julian, P. Monthoux, G. G. Lonzarich,
A. Huxley, I. Sheikin, D. Braithwaite, and J. Flouquet,
Superconductivity on the border of itinerant-electron fer-
romagnetism in UGe2, Nature 406, 587 (2000).

[5] D. Aoki, A. Huxley, E. Ressouche, D. Braithwaite,
J. Flouquet, J.-P. Brison, E. Lhotel, and C. Paulsen,
Coexistence of superconductivity and ferromagnetism in
URhGe, Nature 413, 613 (2001).

[6] A. Miyake, D. Aoki, and J. Flouquet, Pressure evolution
of the ferromagnetic and field re-entrant superconductiv-
ity in URhGe, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 78, 063703 (2009).

[7] N.T. Huy, A. Gasparini, D. E. de Nijs, Y. Huang, J. C. P.
Klaasse, T. Gortenmulder, A. de Visser, A. Hamann,
T. Goérlach, and H. v. Lohneysen, Superconductivity on
the border of weak itinerant ferromagnetism in UCoGe,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 99, 067006 (2007).

[8] T. Akazawa, H. Hidaka, T. Fujiwara, T. C. Kobayashi,
E. Yamamoto, Y. Haga, R. Settai, and Y. Onuki,
Pressure-induced superconductivity in ferromagnetic Ulr
without inversion symmetry, J. Phys. Condens. Matter
16, 1.29 (2004).

[9] D. Aoki, K. Ishida, and J. Flouquet, Review of U-
based ferromagnetic superconductors: Comparison be-
tween UGez, URhGe, and UCoGe, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
88, 022001 (2019).

[10] P. W. Anderson and W. F. Brinkman, Anisotropic super-
fluidity in *He: A possible interpretation of its stability

as a spin-fluctuation effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 30, 1108
(1973).

[11] F. Steglich, J. Aarts, C. D. Bredl, W. Lieke, D. Meschede,
W. Franz, and H. Schéfer, Superconductivity in the pres-
ence of strong Pauli paramagnetism: CeCuzSiz, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 43, 1892 (1979).

[12] D. Jaccard, K. Behnia, and J. Sierro, Pressure induced
heavy fermion superconductivity of CeCuzGez, Phys.
Lett. A 163, 475 (1992).

[13] R. Movshovich, T. Graf, D. Mandrus, J. D. Thompson,
J. L. Smith, and Z. Fisk, Superconductivity in heavy-
fermion CeRh2Siz, Phys. Rev. B 53, 8241 (1996).

[14] F. Grosche, S. Julian, N. Mathur, and G. Lonzarich, Mag-
netic and superconducting phases of CePd2Siz, Phys. B:
Condens. Matter 223-224, 50 (1996).

[15] N. D. Mathur, F. M. Grosche, S. R. Julian, I. R.
Walker, D. M. Freye, R. K. W. Haselwimmer, and G. G.
Lonzarich, Magnetically mediated superconductivity in
heavy fermion compounds, Nature 394, 39 (1998).

[16] F. Steglich, P. Gegenwart, R. Helfrich, C. Langham-
mer, P. Hellmann, L. Donnevert, C. Geibel, M. Lang,
G. Sparn, W. Assmus, G. R. Stewart, and A. Ochiai, Are
heavy-fermion metals Fermi liquids?, Z. Phys. B Con-
densed Matter 103, 235 (1996).

[17] H. Hegger, C. Petrovic, E. G. Moshopoulou, M. F. Hund-
ley, J. L. Sarrao, Z. Fisk, and J. D. Thompson, Pressure-
induced superconductivity in quasi-2d CeRhlns, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 84, 4986 (2000).

[18] C. Petrovic, P. G. Pagliuso, M. F. Hundley,
R. Movshovich, J. L. Sarrao, J. D. Thompson, Z. Fisk,
and P. Monthoux, Heavy-fermion superconductivity in
CeColns at 2.3K, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 13, L337
(2001).

[19] M. Nicklas, V. A. Sidorov, H. A. Borges, P. G. Pagliuso,
C. Petrovic, Z. Fisk, J. L. Sarrao, and J. D. Thompson,
Magnetism and superconductivity in CezRhlIng, Phys.



(22]

23]

24]

28]

29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

Rev. B 67, 020506(R) (2003).

M. Nakashima, H. Kohara, A. Thamizhavel, T. Matsuda,
Y. Haga, M. Hedo, Y. Uwatoko, R. Settai, and Y. Onuki,
Pressure-induced superconductivity of Ce2Ni3zGes, Phys.
B: Condens. Matter 378-380, 402 (2006).

H. Kotegawa, T. Miyoshi, K. Takeda, S. Fukushima,
H. Hidaka, K. Tabata, T. Kobayashi, M. Nakashima,
A. Thamizhavel, R. Settai, and Y. Onuki, Pressure-
induced superconductivity in CeNiGes, Phys. B: Con-
dens. Matter 378-380, 419 (2006).

R. Settai, I. Sugitani, Y. Okuda, A. Thamizhavel,
M. Nakashima, Y. Onuki, and H. Harima, Pressure-
induced superconductivity in CeCoGes without inversion
symmetry, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 310, 844 (2007).

F. Honda, M.-A. Measson, Y. Nakano, N. Yoshitani,
E. Yamamoto, Y. Haga, T. Takeuchi, H. Yamagami,
K. Shimizu, R. Settai, and Y. Onuki, Pressure-induced
superconductivity in antiferromagnet CePdsAls, J. Phys.
Soc. Jpn. 77, 043701 (2008).

J. L. Sarrao, L. A. Morales, J. D. Thompson, B. L. Scott,
G. R. Stewart, F. Wastin, J. Rebizant, P. Boulet, E. Col-
ineau, and G. H. Lander, Plutonium-based superconduc-
tivity with a transition temperature above 18K, Nature
420, 297 (2002).

F. Wastin, P. Boulet, J. Rebizant, E. Colineau, and G. H.
Lander, Advances in the preparation and characteriza-
tion of transuranium systems, J. Phys. Condens. Matter
15, 52279 (2003).

D. Aoki, Y. Haga, T. D. Matsuda, N. Tateiwa, S. Tkeda,
Y. Homma, H. Sakai, Y. Shiokawa, E. Yamamoto,
A. Nakamura, R. Settai, and Y. Onuki, Unconventional
heavy-fermion superconductivity of a new transuranium
compound NpPdsAlz, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 76, 063701
(2007).

B. Bellarbi, A. Benoit, D. Jaccard, J. M. Mignot, and
H. F. Braun, High-pressure valence instability and T,
maximum in superconducting CeCusSiz, Phys. Rev. B
30, 1182 (1984).

K. Miyake, New trend of superconductivity in strongly
correlated electron systems, J. Phys. Condens. Matter
19, 125201 (2007).

A. T. Holmes, D. Jaccard, and K. Miyake, Signatures
of valence fluctuations in CeCu2Si2 under high pressure,
Phys. Rev. B 69, 024508 (2004).

D. Jaccard, H. Wilhelm, K. Alami-Yadri, and E. Var-
goz, Magnetism and superconductivity in heavy fermion
compounds at high pressure, Phys. B: Condens. Matter
259-261, 1 (1999).

H. Q. Yuan, F. M. Grosche, M. Deppe, C. Geibel,
G. Sparn, and F. Steglich, Observation of two distinct
superconducting phases in CeCus2Siz2, Science 302, 2104
(2003).

H. Kontani and S. Onari, Orbital-fluctuation-mediated
superconductivity in iron pnictides: Analysis of the five-
orbital Hubbard-Holstein model, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104,
157001 (2010).

Y. Yanagi, Y. Yamakawa, and Y. Ono, Two types of s-
wave pairing due to magnetic and orbital fluctuations in
the two-dimensional 16-band d—p model for iron-based
superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 81, 054518 (2010).

S. Onari and H. Kontani, Self-consistent vertex correc-
tion analysis for iron-based superconductors: Mecha-
nism of Coulomb interaction-driven orbital fluctuations,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 137001 (2012).

(35]

(38]

(39]

(40]

(41]

42]

(43]

(44]

(45]

(47]

(48]

25

K. Ishida, Y. Kawasaki, K. Tabuchi, K. Kashima, Y. Ki-
taoka, K. Asayama, C. Geibel, and F. Steglich, Evolution
from magnetism to unconventional superconductivity in
a series of Ce;Cu2Siz compounds probed by Cu NQR,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 5353 (1999).

C. Pfleiderer, Superconducting phases of f-electron com-
pounds, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 1551 (2009).

S. Kittaka, Y. Aoki, Y. Shimura, T. Sakakibara,
S. Seiro, C. Geibel, F. Steglich, H. Ikeda, and
K. Machida, Multiband superconductivity with unex-
pected deficiency of nodal quasiparticles in CeCusSia,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 067002 (2014).

S. Kittaka, Y. Aoki, Y. Shimura, T. Sakakibara,
S. Seiro, C. Geibel, F. Steglich, Y. Tsutsumi,
H. Ikeda, and K. Machida, Thermodynamic study of
gap structure and pair-breaking effect by magnetic
field in the heavy-fermion superconductor CeCu2Sia,
Phys. Rev. B 94, 054514 (2016).

T. Yamashita, T. Takenaka, Y. Tokiwa, J. A. Wilcox,
Y. Mizukami, D. Terazawa, Y. Kasahara, S. Kittaka,
T. Sakakibara, M. Konczykowski, S. Seiro, H. S. Jeevan,
C. Geibel, C. Putzke, T. Onishi, H. Tkeda, A. Carrington,
T. Shibauchi, and Y. Matsuda, Fully gapped supercon-
ductivity with no sign change in the prototypical heavy-
fermion CeCuszSiz, Sci. Adv. 3, e1601667 (2017).

G. Pang, M. Smidman, J. Zhang, L. Jiao, Z. Weng,
E. M. Nica, Y. Chen, W. Jiang, Y. Zhang, W. Xie,
H. S. Jeevan, H. Lee, P. Gegenwart, F. Steglich, Q. Si,
and H. Yuan, Fully gapped d-wave superconductivity
in CeCuszSiz, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 115, 5343
(2018).

R. Tazai and H. Kontani, Hexadecapole fluctuation
mechanism for s-wave heavy fermion superconductor
CeCusSiz: Interplay between intra- and inter-orbital
Cooper pairs, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 063701 (2019).

T. Onimaru, K. T. Matsumoto, Y. F. Inoue, K. Umeo,
Y. Saiga, Y. Matsushita, R. Tamura, K. Nishimoto,
L. Ishii, T. Suzuki, and T. Takabatake, Superconductiv-
ity and structural phase transitions in caged compounds
RT2Znz (R = La,Pr, T = Ru,Ir), J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.
79, 033704 (2010).

A. Sakai and S. Nakatsuji, Kondo effects and multipolar
order in the cubic PrTraAlyg (Tr = Ti, V), J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 80, 063701 (2011).

M. Tsujimoto, Y. Matsumoto, T. Tomita, A. Sakai,
and S. Nakatsuji, Heavy-fermion superconductiv-
ity in the quadrupole ordered state of PrVaAlg,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 267001 (2014).

C. W. Rischau, X. Lin, C. P. Grams, D. Finck, S. Harms,
J. Engelmayer, T. Lorenz, Y. Gallais, B. Fauqué,
J. Hemberger, and K. Behnia, A ferroelectric quantum
phase transition inside the superconducting dome of
Sri1-2Ca;TiOs_5, Nat. Phys. 13, 643 (2017).

R. Kurihara, K. Mitsumoto, M. Akatsu, Y. Nemoto,
T. Goto, Y. Kobayashi, and M. Sato, Critical slowing
down of quadrupole and hexadecapole orderings in iron
pnictide superconductor, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 064706
(2017).

D. F. Agterberg, P. M. R. Brydon, and C. Timm, Bo-
goliubov Fermi surfaces in superconductors with broken
time-reversal symmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 127001
(2017).

P. M. R. Brydon, D. F. Agterberg, H. Menke, and
C. Timm, Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces: General theory,


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.137001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.82.5353
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.1551
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.067002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.94.054514
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.267001

magnetic order, and topology, Phys. Rev. B 98, 224509
(2018).

[49] K. Matsuura, M. Roppongi, M. Qiu, Q. Sheng, Y. Cai,
K. Yamakawa, Z. Guguchia, R. P. Day, K. M. Kojima,
A. Damascelli, Y. Sugimura, M. Saito, T. Takenaka,
K. Ishihara, Y. Mizukami, K. Hashimoto, Y. Gu, S. Guo,
L. Fu, Z. Zhang, F. Ning, G. Zhao, G. Dai, C. Jin, J. W.
Beare, G. M. Luke, Y. J. Uemura, and T. Shibauchi, Two
superconducting states with broken time-reversal sym-
metry in FeSe;_,S;, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 120,
€2208276120 (2023).

[50] C. Setty, S. Bhattacharyya, Y. Cao, A. Kreisel, and P. J.
Hirschfeld, Topological ultranodal pair states in iron-
based superconductors, Nat. Commun. 11, 523 (2020).

[61] C. Setty, Y. Cao, A. Kreisel, S. Bhattacharyya, and
P. J. Hirschfeld, Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces in spin-1/2
systems: Model Hamiltonians and experimental conse-
quences, Phys. Rev. B 102, 064504 (2020).

[652] H. Wu, A. Amin, Y. Yu, and D. F. Agterberg, Nematic
Bogoliubov Fermi surfaces from magnetic toroidal order
in FeSe1—4S,, arXiv:2306.11200v2.

[563] P. M. R. Brydon, L. Wang, M. Weinert, and D. F. Agter-
berg, Pairing of j = 3/2 fermions in half-heusler super-
conductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 177001 (2016).

[64] S. Sumita and Y. Yanase, Superconductivity in magnetic
multipole states, Phys. Rev. B 93, 224507 (2016).

[65] S. Kanasugi and Y. Yanase, Anapole superconductiv-
ity from P7T-symmetric mixed-parity interband pairing,
Commun. Phys. 5, 39 (2022).

[56] S. Hayami and H. Kusunose, Microscopic description of
electric and magnetic toroidal multipoles in hybrid or-
bitals, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 87, 033709 (2018).

[67] S. Hayami, M. Yatsushiro, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose,
Classification of atomic-scale multipoles under crystallo-
graphic point groups and application to linear response
tensors, Phys. Rev. B 98, 165110 (2018).

[68] H. Watanabe and Y. Yanase, Group-theoretical classifi-
cation of multipole order: Emergent responses and can-
didate materials, Phys. Rev. B 98, 245129 (2018).

[59] H. Kusunose, R. Oiwa, and S. Hayami, Symmetry-
adapted modeling for molecules and crystals, Phys. Rev.
B 107, 195118 (2023).

[60] H. Kusunose, R. Oiwa, and S. Hayami, Complete mul-
tipole basis set for single-centered electron systems, J.
Phys. Soc. Jpn. 89, 104704 (2020).

[61] M. Yatsushiro, H. Kusunose, and S. Hayami, Multipole
classification in 122 magnetic point groups for unified un-
derstanding of multiferroic responses and transport phe-
nomena, Phys. Rev. B 104, 054412 (2021).

[62] A.S. Patri and Y. B. Kim, Unconventional superconduc-
tivity arising from multipolar Kondo interactions, Sci-
Post Phys. 12, 057 (2022).

[63] T. Nomoto, K. Hattori, and H. Ikeda, Classification of
“multipole” superconductivity in multiorbital systems
and its implications, Phys. Rev. B 94, 174513 (2016).

[64] S. Sumita and Y. Yanase, Superconductivity induced by
fluctuations of momentum-based multipoles, Phys. Rev.
Research 2, 033225 (2020).

[65] V. Kozii and L. Fu, Odd-parity superconductivity in the
vicinity of inversion symmetry breaking in spin-orbit-
coupled systems, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 207002 (2015).

[66] D. F. Agterberg, Magnetoelectric effects, helical phases,

26

and FFLO phases, in Non-Centrosymmetric Supercon-
ductors: Introduction and Overview, edited by E. Bauer
and M. Sigrist (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Hei-
delberg, 2012) pp. 155-170.

[67] P. Santini, S. Carretta, G. Amoretti, R. Caciuffo,
N. Magnani, and G. H. Lander, Multipolar interactions
in f-electron systems: The paradigm of actinide dioxides,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 807 (2009).

[68] M. E. A. Coury, S. L. Dudarev, W. M. C.
Foulkes, A. P. Horsfield, P.-W. Ma, and J. S.
Spencer, Hubbard-like Hamiltonians for in-
teracting electrons in  s,p, and d orbitals,

Phys. Rev. B 93, 075101 (2016);Phys. Rev. B 93, 075101 (2016).

[69] R. Joynt and L. Taillefer, The superconducting phases of
UPt3, Rev. Mod. Phys. 74, 235 (2002).

[70] Y. Maeno, H. Hashimoto, K. Yoshida, S. Nishizaki,
T. Fujita, J. G. Bednorz, and F. Lichtenberg, Supercon-
ductivity in a layered perovskite without copper, Nature
372, 532 (1994).

[71] P. K. Biswas, H. Luetkens, T. Neupert, T. Stirzer,
C. Baines, G. Pascua, A. P. Schnyder, M. H. Fis-
cher, J. Goryo, M. R. Lees, H. Maeter, F. Briickner,
H.-H. Klauss, M. Nicklas, P. J. Baker, A. D. Hillier,
M. Sigrist, A. Amato, and D. Johrendt, Evidence
for superconductivity ~with broken time-reversal

symmetry in locally noncentrosymmetric SrPtAs,
Phys. Rev. B 87, 180503(R) (2013).
[72] M. H. Fischer, T. Neupert, C. Platt, A. P.

Schnyder, W. Hanke, J. Goryo, R. Thomale, and
M. Sigrist, Chiral d-wave superconductivity in SrPtAs,
Phys. Rev. B 89, 020509(R) (2014).

[73] A.S. Patri and Y. B. Kim, Critical theory of non-Fermi
liquid fixed point in multipolar Kondo problem, Phys.
Rev. X 10, 041021 (2020).

[74] R. Russell, N. Ratcliff, K. Ahadi, L. Dong, S. Stemmer,
and J. W. Harter, Ferroelectric enhancement of supercon-
ductivity in compressively strained SrTiOs films, Phys.
Rev. Mater. 3, 091401(R) (2019).

[75] S. Hayami, R. Oiwa, and H. Kusunose, Elec-
tric  ferro-axial moment as nanometric rota-
tor and source of longitudinal spin current,

J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 91, 113702 (2022).

[76] S. Fujimoto, Electron correlation and pairing states in su-
perconductors without inversion symmetry, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 76, 051008 (2007).

[77] S. Kanasugi and Y. Yanase, Spin-orbit-coupled ferroelec-
tric superconductivity, Phys. Rev. B 98, 024521 (2018).

[78] P. A. Frigeri, D. F. Agterberg, and M. Sigrist, Spin sus-
ceptibility in superconductors without inversion symme-
try, New J. Phys. 6, 115 (2004).

[79] F. Ando, Y. Miyasaka, T. Li, J. Ishizuka, T. Arakawa,
Y. Shiota, T. Moriyama, Y. Yanase, and T. Ono, Obser-
vation of superconducting diode effect, Nature 584, 373
(2020).

[80] Y. Hou, F. Nichele, H. Chi, A. Lodesani, Y. Wu, M. F.
Ritter, D. Z. Haxell, M. Davydova, S. Ili¢, O. Glezakou-
Elbert, A. Varambally, F. S. Bergeret, A. Kamra, L. Fu,
P. A. Lee, and J. S. Moodera, Ubiquitous superconduct-
ing diode effect in superconductor thin films, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 131, 027001 (2023).


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.207002
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.81.807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.93.075101
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.74.235
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.87.180503
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.020509
https://doi.org/10.7566/JPSJ.91.113702

