arXiv:1409.6094v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 22 Sep 2014

TOPICAL REVIEW

Symmetry Protected Topological Superfluid^3He-B

Takeshi Mizushima

Department of Physics, Okayama University, Okayama 700-8530, Japan

E-mail: mizushima@mp.okayama-u.ac.jp

Yasumasa Tsutsumi

Condensed Matter Theory Laboratory, RIKEN, Wako, Saitama 351-0198, Japan

E-mail: y.tsutsumi@riken.jp

Masatoshi Sato

Department of Applied Physics, Nagoya University, 464-8603, Japan

E-mail: msato@nuap.nagoya-u.ac.jp

Kazushige Machida

Department of Physics, Okayama University, Okayama 700-8530, Japan

E-mail: machida@mp.okayama-u.ac.jp

Abstract.

Owing to the richness of symmetry and well-established knowledge on the bulk superfluidity, the superfluid^3He has offered a prototypical system to study intertwining of topology and symmetry. This article reviews recent progress in understanding the topological superfluidity of^3He in a multifaceted manner, including symmetry consideration, the Jackiw-Rebbi’s index theorem, and the quasiclassical theory. Special focus is placed on the symmetry protected topological superfuidity of the^3He-B confined in a slab geometry. The^3He-B under a magnetic field is separated to two different sub-phases: The symmetry protected topological phase and non-topological phase. The former phase is characterized by the existence of symmetry protected Majorana fermions. The topological phase transition between them is triggered off by the spontaneous breaking of a hidden discrete symmetry. The critical field is quantitatively determined from the microscopic calculation that takes account of magnetic dipole interaction of^3He nucleus. It is also demonstrated that odd-frequency evenparity Cooper pair amplitudes are emergent in low-lying quasiparticles. The key ingredients, symmetry protected Majorana fermions and odd-frequency pairing, bring an important consequence that the coupling of the surface states to an applied field is prohibited by the hidden discrete symmetry, while the topological phase transition with the spontaneous symmetry breaking is accompanied by anomalous enhancement and anisotropic quantum criticality of surface spin susceptibility. We also illustrate common topological features between topological crystalline superconductors and symmetry protected topological superfluids, taking UPt_3 and Rashba superconductors as examples.

PACS numbers: 67.30.H-, 03.65.Vf, 74.20.Rp, 67.30.er

CONTENTS 2

Contents

1 Introduction 4

2 Symmetry and order parameters of^3He-B 9 2.1 Basic properties of bulk superfluids and superconductors . . . . . . . . 9 2.2 Symmetry of the bulk^3He-B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11 2.3^3He-B in a slab geometry: Anisotropic pair breaking and a hidden discrete symmetry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14 2.4 A hidden discrete symmetry: Bulk^3He-B under a magnetic field . . . 17

3 Topological invariants and discrete symmetries 20 3.1 Topological invariant of the bulk^3He-B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 3.2 Hidden symmetry and one-dimensional winding number . . . . . . . . 23 3.3 Majorana fermion and Ising spin . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 25

4 Jackiw-Rebbi index theorem and surface Andreev bound states 29 4.1 Nambu-Gor’kov formalism . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 30 4.2 Jackiw-Rebbi index theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 32 4.3 Index theorem for chiral ℓ-wave pairing states . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 34 4.4 Surface Majorana fermions and Ising spins in superfluid^3He-B . . . . 35

5 Symmetry protected topological phase and topological quantum critical point in^3He-B under a magnetic field 38 5.1 The hidden discrete symmetry and topological invariant . . . . . . . . 38 5.2 Topology of surface Majorana fermions . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 41 5.3 Topological crystalline superconductors: Role of mirror symmetries . . 42 5.4 Promising examples of topological crystalline superconductors . . . . . 43

6 Majorana Ising spins and odd-frequency pairs in the quasiclassical theory 51 6.1 Quasiclassical theory . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 51 6.2 Odd-frequency pairing and magnetization . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 53 6.3 Constraint on emergent Cooper pairs and Ising spin susceptibility . . . 57

7 Surface Andreev bound states in the quasiclassical theory 61 7.1 Projection operators and Riccati equations . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 61 7.2 Exact solutions for superfluid^3He-B . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 64 7.3 Odd-frequency pairing and Majorana Ising spins . . . . . . . . . . . . 66 7.4 Surface spin current . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

8 Topological phase diagram in superfluid^3He 70 8.1 Thermodynamics in the absence of dipole-dipole interaction . . . . . . 71 8.2 Effect of dipole interaction: Ginzburg-Landau theory . . . . . . . . . . 73 8.3 Topological phase diagram . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75 8.4 Surface spin susceptibility and odd-frequency pairing . . . . . . . . . . 79

CONTENTS 3

9 Detecting Majorana fermions 83 9.1 Heat Capacity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83 9.2 Transverse acoustics . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 83 9.3 Quantized thermal Hall conductivity . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86 9.4 Spin dynamics in a restricted geometry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87 9.5 Electron spin relaxation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 89

10 Concluding remarks 91

CONTENTS 4

1. Introduction

Superfluid^3He has offered a prototypical system to study the intertwining of topology and symmetry, since the bulk properties has been well established as a spin-triplet p-wave superfluid. The^3He system that is composed of neutral fermions with nuclear spin 1/2 remains liquid phase down to zero temperatures and possesses the typical properties of strongly correlated Fermi liquid, where the elementary excitations can be characterized by the concept of quasiparticles. The quantum liquid preserves the continuous rotational symmetry in spin and coordinate spaces independently. The huge symmetry group, G, held in the normal phase is responsible for the various types of spontaneous symmetry breaking that trigger off multiple superfluid phase transitions. As shown in Fig. 1, two distinctive superfluid phases, called the A- and B-phases, are energetically competitive in the bulk^3He [1, 2, 3]. The pairing symmetry of the B-phase has been established as the Balian-Werthamer state [4] which is the spin-triplet p-wave pairing with the time-reversal symmetry, while the A-phase is the Anderson-Brinkman-Morel state [5, 6, 7] that spontaneously breaks the time-reversal symmetry.

Superconductors and superfluids are generally composed of two key ingredients that are quasiparticles and Cooper pairs, where the former is the fermionic degrees of freedom of superconducting states and the latter is the order parameter associated with spontaneously breaking symmetry. It has been recognized that the topological property of these ingredients is intertwined with the remaining symmetry H and spontaneously broken symmetry R = G/H. The broken symmetry R that determines the order parameter degenerate space is responsible for the topological excitations of the bosonic ingredients that generate the intrinsic textural structure of the order parameter in the coordinate space. The possible types are classified by the homotopy group π_d(R) that defines the group of homotopy classes of maps from a d-dimensional coordinate to the target space R, where the boundary of the d-dimensional cube is taken to be identical on R [8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15]. The typical topological objects described by π_d are vortices for d = 1, monopoles and two-dimensional skyrmions for d = 2, and skyrmions for d = 3. In contrast to conventional superconductors and superfluid^4He, the huge degenerate space R of the superfluid^3He ensures a considerably more complicated structure of topological excitations. This includes continuous vortices without a singularity [16, 17], nonaxisymmetric vortices [18, 19], half-quantum vortices [8, 20], skyrmions as Shanker monopoles [21, 22] and many other topological excitations [3, 13, 14, 15].

Apart from topological excitations associated with spontaneous broken symmetry, in this paper, we try to clarify the relation between the remaining symmetry H and nontrivial topological structure of fermionic excitations. The nontrivial topology hiding in fermions was first uncovered in the quantum Hall state that occurs in twodimensional electrons under high magnetic fields. This is a new state of matter that can not be explained by the concept of spontaneous symmetry breaking but can be characterized by the topological number. The topological number in this system is the first Chern number or the Thouless-Kohmoto-Nightingale-den Nijs (TKNN) number that measures the “magnetic flux” penetrating the magnetic Brillouin zone (BZ) [23, 24],

ν_{Ch} = 1 2π ∫ BZ d^2k [ ∂_{kx} A_y (k) − ∂_{ky} A_x(k) ] . (1)

The vector potential is defined as A_μ(k) = i ∑ E_n<E_F ⟨un(k)|∂kμ un(k)⟩ with the wave

CONTENTS 5

Figure 1. Superfluid phase diagram of the bulk^3He in the plane of the temperature T and pressure P .

function in occupied bands |u_n(k)⟩. The single-valuedness of the wave function up to U(1) phase requires the Chern number to be an integer value ν_{Ch} ∈ Z. In accordance with the Kubo formula, the Hall conductivity σ_H is characterized by the Chern number as σ_H = ν_{Ch}e^2/h, which explains the quantization of the Hall conductivity. The Chern number has the another physical meaning that the topological number is equal to the number of gapless edge channels [25, 26]. This is what is known as the bulk-edge correspondence.

Although the original concept of the topological phase in the quantum Hall system is independent of the symmetry, it has recently been emphasized that the interplay between the topology and symmetry enriches the topological properties of the ordered state [15, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59]. The important step was the proposal of the topological table that categorizes topological insulators and superconductors to ten Altland-Zirnbauer (AZ) symmetry classes in terms of time-reversal, particle-hole, and chiral (sub-lattice) symmetries [34, 36].

The topological classification indicates that the superfluid^3He-B is categorized to the DIII class and is topologically nontrivial in three spatial dimensions [34, 36]. The nontrivial topology is ensured by the time-reversal symmetry as well as the particlehole symmetry. The particle-hole symmetry also plays a crucial role in determining the nature of the topologically protected gapless quasiparticles. The remarkable consequence of the topological superconductivity and particle-hole symmetry is that the topologically protected gapless quasiparticles behave as Majorana fermions that are fermions equivalent to their own anti-fermions [60, 61, 62, 63, 64]. They are not coupled to density fluctuation, but possess the character of Ising spins which are detectable through anisotropic magnetic response [49, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71].

In accordance with the AZ classification, the topological superfluidity of^3He-B is protected by the time-reversal symmetry as well as the particle-hole symmetry. However, this does not necessarily mean that the topological superfluidity is fragile under a time-reversal breaking perturbation, e.g., a magnetic field. Additional discrete symmetries arising from spin rotation and mirror reflection may support topologically nontrivial feature even in the presence of a time-reversal breaking perturbation.

It has recently been demonstrated that^3He-B confined in a slab survives as a topological phase in the presence of a weak magnetic field [49]. Even in the presence

CONTENTS 6

Figure 2. (a) Phase diagram of the superfluid^3He confined in a slab geometry with a magnetic field parallel to the surface, where the temperature is set to be T = 0.4T_{c0} and D and H are the thickness of the slab and the magnitude of an applied field, respectively. The thin (thick) curves is the first (second) order transition line. (b) Spontaneous symmetry breaking in B_I and B_{II}. The former is the topological phase protected by the hidden Z_2 symmetry, while the latter is topologically trivial. The details on symmetry consideration and microscopic calculation are discussed in Secs. 2.4 and 5.1 and Sec. 8, respectively.

of a magnetic field that explicitly breaks the time-reversal symmetry and continuous rotational symmetry in the spin space, the B-phase may hold the hidden Z_2 symmetry that is the combined discrete symmetry of the time-inversion and joint π-rotation in spin and orbital spaces. The B-phase under a magnetic field is therefore classified to two phases, the Z_2 symmetric phase, B_I, and Z_2 symmetry breaking phase, B_{II}. The B_I phase possesses topologically nontrivial superfluidity protected by the hidden Z_2 symmetry, while the B_{II} phase without the hidden Z_2 symmetry is topologically trivial. The typical phase diagram of^3He-B confined in a slab geometry is displayed in Fig. 2. There exists the topological quantum critical point at a weak field, beyond which the hidden Z_2 symmetry spontaneously breaks and it simultaneously triggers off the topological phase transition. The topological phase transition concomitant with spontaneous symmetry breaking can occur without closing the bulk energy gap, leading to the acquirement of the mass of surface Majorana fermions. It has also recently been predicted that the topological quantum critical point is accompanied by the emergent space-time supersymmetry that is the symmetry between fermion Green’s function and spin-spin correlation function [72].

This review attempts to clarify that the superfluid^3He confined in a restricted geometry provides a promising platform to study the interplay between the topology and additional discrete symmetries. In Sec. 2, we start with the summary of the symmetry that is preserved in^3He-B confined in a slab geometry. We here extract the hidden Z_2 symmetry hiding in the huge remaining symmetry of^3He-B and categorize

CONTENTS 7

Figure 3. (a) Schematic picture of the slab geometry which we consider, where D is the thickness of the sample and H is the magnetic field. (b) Superfluid phase diagram of^3He confined in a slab geometry at zero pressures as a function of D/ξ_0, where ξ_0 is the coherence length of the bulk B-phase. The temperature T is scaled by the superfluid transition temperature for the bulk B-phase T_{c0}.

the B-phase under a magnetic field to two different phases: The Z_2 symmetric phase, B_I, and Z_2 symmetry breaking phase, B_{II}. The topological superfluidity of^3He-B with and without a magnetic field is reviewed in Sec. 3. The generic consequence of the symmetry protected topological phase, B_I, is the emergence of the Majorana fermion that is bounded to the surface. In Sec. 3, we clarify that the emergent Majorana fermion generally yields the Ising anisotropic response to the magnetic field and is robust against the density fluctuation.

Apart from the topological consideration, the low-lying quasiparticles emergent in the surface, interface, and vortices, have been recognized as a family of the Andreev bound state. In Sec. 4, we illustrate that the low-energy physics of unconventional superconductors and superfluids near a specular surface is in general mapped to a one-dimensional Dirac (or Majorana) equation with a spatially modulated mass term. Therefore, the existence of gapless quasiparticles is discussed in the basis of the Jackiw-Rebbi index theorem [73]. Since the gapless states exist when the pair potential, namely the mass term, changes its sign [74, 75, 76, 77], they are expected to ubiquitously appear in various physics systems, such as superconducting junctions [78], superconducting vortices [60, 79, 376, 81, 378, 83, 84, 379, 86], unconventional superconductors [87, 88, 89, 90, 91], and Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin- Ovchinnikov superconductors [92, 93, 94, 95]. In addition, the same physics is shared with the solitons which emerge in polyacetylene [96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101], the incommensurate spin-density wave [102, 103], and the stripe state in high-T_c cuprates [104].

In Sec. 5, the theory on topology and symmetry in the superfluid^3He-B is

CONTENTS 8

extended to the situation that takes account of the magnetic field and confinement in equal footing. The topology of the B_I phase and its consequence are discussed in detail. We also apply the theory to superconducting states in which the rotational symmetry in spin space is generally absent. We will show that the mirror reflection symmetry originating from the crystalline symmetry may protect the topological nontriviality of time-reversal superconductors under a magnetic field. In Sec. 5, we will show that the prime candidates are the heavy-fermion superconductor UPt_3 and a quasi-one-dimensional Fermi gas with a synthetic gauge field [52, 53].

In a slab geometry which we consider here, confinement critically influences the self-consistent surface structure of the superfluid^3He [71, 75, 76, 105, 106, 107, 108]. A strong pair breaking effect which is induced by confinement triggers off the quantum phase transition as displayed in Fig. 3(b). This indicates that the topological phase transition from the time-reversal invariant B-phase to time-reversal breaking Aphase occurs at the critical value of the “thickness” even at zero pressures. Several experiments have observed the confinement-induced A-B phase transition in a slab geometry with a thickness comparable to the superfluid coherence length [109, 110, 271, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118]. We introduce in Sec. 6 the quasiclassical theory for spin-triplet superconductors and superfluids [119]. The quasiclassical theory offers a more tractable way to a quantitative study on microscopic structure and thermodynamics in a restricted geometry.

The symmetry protected surface bound states have multifaceted properties, the Andreev bound state, odd-frequency pairing, and Majorana fermions [27, 120, 121, 122, 123]. Using the quasiclassical theory, we will illustrate in Sec. 6 the aspect of surface bound states as odd-frequency pairing. In Sec. 7, the relation between oddfrequency pairing and Majorana fermions is discussed in the basis of the exact solution of the quasiclassical transport equation. We also demonstrate that the odd-frequency pairing is responsible for the anomalous enhancement of surface spin susceptibility and surface spin current, where the former is consistent with that obtained from the concept of symmetry protected Majorana fermions in Secs. 3 and 5.

The key parameter that characterizes the B_I and B_{II} phases is the n̂-vector. The n̂-vector is the order parameter of the B-phase associated with the broken spinorbit symmetry, and the orientation favored in the equilibrium is determined by the competition of the magnetic Zeeman effect and magnetic dipole-dipole interaction, where the latter originates in the magnetic dipole moment of^3He nuclei. Carrying out full numerical calculation of the quasiclassical transport equation, we will present in Sec. 8 the complete phase diagram of^3He confined in a slab geometry in the presence of a magnetic field. The phase diagram has a critical field at which the topological phase transition concomitant with spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs. The possible ways to detect the topological superfluidity and Majorana fermions are discussed in Sec. 9 and Sec. 10 is devoted to making a summary on the symmetry protected topological superfluidity of^3He in a restricted geometry.

We shall not discuss the topologically protected Majorana fermions that are bound to the topological defects, such as vortices and domain walls. The more comprehensive review will be given elsewhere.

Throughout this paper, we set ℏ = k_B = 1 and the repeated Greek (Roman) indices imply the sum over x, y, z (spins ↑ and ↓). The Pauli matrices in spin and particle-hole (Nambu) spaces are denoted by σ_μ and τ_μ, respectively.

CONTENTS 9

2. Symmetry and order parameters of^3He-B

The superfluid phase diagram of the bulk^3He is displayed in Fig. 1, where the ground state phases are occupied by the so-called B-phase and A-phase. The B-phase known as the Balian-Werthamer (BW) state [4] preserves the maximal symmetry group of the subset of G, while the A-phase which appears in the high pressure and high temperature region spontaneously breaks time-reversal symmetry. In the former case, an isotropic energy gap is opened on the Fermi surface, which gains the maximal condensation energy. In contrast, the latter phase known as the Anderson-Brinkman- Morel (ABM) state [5, 6, 7] has point nodes on the south and north poles of threedimensional Fermi sphere and is stabilized by the spin-fluctuation feedback mechanism in the pairing interaction, which can be enhanced by increasing the pressure. Hence, these two states are thermodynamically distinguishable and competitive with each other.

In this paper, we mainly concentrate our attention to the symmetry and topology of the B-phase. The topological superfluidity is ensured by the time-reversal symmetry which is held by the B-phase in the absence of time-reversal symmetry breaking perturbation, such as a magnetic field. Since the time-reversal symmetry is spontaneously broken in the A-phase, the topological properties are distinguishable from those in the B-phase. The topological phase in the A-phase is characterized by the mirror Chern number and non-abelian Majorana fermions are hosted by an integer and half quantum vortex [56].

In this section, we first summarize the symmetries which are preserved in the B-phase of the bulk^3He. We also clarify the symmetric properties of^3He confined in a slab geometry.

2.1. Basic properties of bulk superfluids and superconductors

The total symmetry group G relevant to liquid^3He in normal states is given by G = SO(3)_L × SO(3)_S × U(1)_ϕ × T × C × P. (2) The high symmetry group comprises the continuous symmetry groups, the group of three-dimensional rotations of coordinate SO(3)_L, the rotation group of spin spaces SO(3)_S , and the global phase transformation group U(1)_ϕ. The total group G also comprises the following groups: The time-reversal T, the particle-hole conversion C, and the space parity P. The superfluid phase transitions of^3He are accompanied by the spontaneous breaking of continuous symmetries and superfluid states are not invariant under the full symmetry group G in Eq. (2). The residual symmetry of superfluid phases is characterized by the subgroup H ⊂ G and the coset group R = G/H describes the degeneracy of the order parameters.

In a realistic situation of^3He, the dipole interaction originating from the magnetic moment of^3He nuclei provides the spin-orbit interaction, which reduces SO(3)_L × SO(3)_S to the joint rotation SO(3)_{L+S} in G. Since the interaction does not alter the symmetry held by^3He-B, we here neglect it. The effect of the nuclear-dipole interaction on topological superfluidity of^3He will be discussed in Sec. 8.

To clarify the nontrivial topology of the bulk superfluid^3He-B, we here consider a spatially uniform system, where the order parameter only depends on the relative coordinate. We then start with the second quantized Hamiltonian H = 1 V ∑ k c^†_{k,a}ε_{ab}(k)c_{k,b}

CONTENTS 10 + 1 V^2 ∑ k,k^′ ,q V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, k^′)c^†_{k+q/2,a}c^†_{−k+q/2,b}c_{−k}′_{+q/2,c}c_k′_{+q/2,d}, (3) where V is the volume of the system. This Hamiltonian describes spin-1/2 fermions interaction through the potential V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, k^′), which preserves the symmetry group G in Eq. (2). In Eq. (3), c_{k,a} and c^†_{k,a} denote the annihilation and creation operators of fermions with spin a =↑ and ↓.

Employing the standard procedure of the mean-field approximation, we introduce the pair potential in the bulk superfluids and superconductors as Δ_{ab}(k) = V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, k^′)⟨c_k′_{,c}c_k′_{,d}⟩. (4) The mean-field Hamiltonian for superfluids and superconductors is expressed in terms of the BdG Hamiltonian density H(k) as

H_{MF} = E_0 + 1 V ∑ k c^†_kH(k)c_k, (5) where the fermionic field operator in the Nambu space is defined as c_k ≡ (c_{k↑}, c_{k↓}, c^†_{−k↑}, c^†_{−k↓})^T. The BdG Hamiltonian density is given by H(k) = ( ε(k) Δ(k) −Δ^∗(−k) −ε^T(−k) ) . (6)

The single-particle Hamiltonian density ε(k) may contain the diagonal elements of mean-field approximated self-energies and external potentials, which can be parameterized with the Pauli matrix σ_μ in the spin space as ε(k) = ε_0(k) + σ · ε(k). (7) Owing to the emergence of the symmetry breaking term due to the order parameter Δ(k), the Hamiltonian for superfluid phases, H_{MF}, has the remaining symmetry H ⊂ G and the order parameter manifold is characterized by R = G/H.

Following Refs. [13, 124], let us now summarize the action of the elements of G on the creation and annihilation operators of^3He atoms, c_{ka} and c^†_{ka}, and Δ(k) in Eq. (6). The full symmetry group G consists of the three continuous groups and three discrete groups. The continuous rotational groups in the coordinate space and spin space, SO(3)_L and SO(3)_S , have the generators, the orbital angular momentum operator L̂≡r̂ × p̂ and the spin angular momentum operator Ŝ, which act on the field operators of^3He atoms as L̂c_{ka} = −ik × ∂_kc_{ka}, Ŝc_{ka} = 1 2 σ_{ab}c_{kb}. (8) The element of U(1)_ϕ rotates the phase of the creation by ϕ and annihilation operators as Û_ϕc_{ka} = e^{−iϕN̂} c_{ka}e^{iϕN̂} = e^{iϕ}c_{ka}, (9) where N̂ = ∑ k,a c^†_{ka}c_{ka} denotes the number operator of particles. The time-inversion operator T̂ transforms a^3He atom with the momentum k and spin σ to a atom with −k and spin rotated by π by a unitary transformation, T̂ c_{ka} = Θ_{ab}c_{−kb}, Θ = iσ_y. (10)

This transformation exchanges the direction of the spin and momentum, c_{k↑} → c_{−k↓} and c_{k↓} → −c_{−k↑}. The space inversion operator P̂ rotates the momentum k by π as P̂ c_{ka} = c_{−ka}. (11)

CONTENTS 11

The full symmetry group G also contains the symmetry under the particle-hole conversion C, whose element Ĉ maps a quasiparticle with energy E_k to a quasiparticle with −E_{−k} as Ĉc_{ka} = c^†_{−ka}. (12) Note that the definition of the particle-hole conversion Ĉ is different from that in Ref. [125] which rotates the spin by π in addition to the momentum.

The pair potential for bulk superfluids and superconductors is defined as Eq. (4) in the momentum space, where the interaction potential V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, k^′) is supposed to be invariant under the full symmetry group G. For spin-triple superfluids and superconductors, we take only a spin-triplet p-wave (odd-parity) channel of the interaction potential, which obeys V^{c,d}_{a,b} =V^{d,c}_{a,b} =V^{c,d}_{b,a} and V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, k^′)=−V^{c,d}_{a,b} (−k, k^′)= −V^{c,d}_{a,b} (k, −k^′). It is found from Eqs. (8)-(11) that each element of G acts on Δ(k) as L̂_μΔ_{ab}(k) = −iϵ_{μνη}k_ν ∂_{kη} Δ_{ab}(k), (13)

Ŝ_μΔ_{ab}(k) = 1 2 (σ_μ)_{aa}′ Δ_a′_b(k) + 1 2 Δ_{ab}′ (k)(σ_μ)_{bb}′ , (14)

Û_ϕΔ_{ab}(k) = e^{2iϕ}Δ_{ab}(k), (15)

T̂ Δ_{ab}(k) = Θ_{aa′} Δ^∗_{a′b′} (−k)Θ_{bb′} , (16)

P̂ Δ_{ab}(k) = Δ_{ab}(−k), (17)

ĈΔ_{ab}(k) = Δ^∗_{ab}(−k). (18)

It is now convenient to parameterize the pair potential Δ(k) as

Δ(k) = ( Δ_{↑↑}(k) Δ_{↑↓}(k) Δ_{↓↑}(k) Δ_{↓↓}(k) ) = iσ_yψ(k) + iσ_μσ_yd_μ(k), (19)

where ψ(k) = ψ(−k) and d_μ(k) = −d_μ(−k) denote the spin-single and spin-triplet component of the pair potential, respectively. It is important to note that the pair potential is invariant under the time inversion in Eq. (16), when ψ(k) and d_μ(k) are real. The d(k) vector is transformed by three-dimensional rotations in spin spaces as a vector, U(n, φ)Δ(k)U^T(n, φ) = iσ_μσ_yR_{μν} (n̂, φ)d_ν (k), (20) while the spin-singlet part ψ remains as a scalar. In Eq. (20), the SU(2) matrix, U(n, φ) = cos(φ/2)−iσ_μn̂_μ sin(φ/2), describes the rotation of a spin matrix about the n̂-axis by the angle φ and R_{μν} denotes the corresponding SO(3) matrix, R_{μν} (n̂, φ) = cos φδ_{μ,ν} + (1 − cos φ)n̂_μn̂_ν − ϵ^{μνη}n̂_η sin φ [126]. These two matrices are related to each other through the identify Uσ_μU^† = σ_μR_{μν} .

2.2. Symmetry of the bulk^3He-B

Order parameter.— According to Eqs. (13)-(17), the irreducible representations of G are characterized by the values of orbital and spin moments L and S, the space parity P , and the quantum number N associated with the number of paired particles. We here concentrate our attention to superfluid^3He, that is spin-triplet p-wave pairing states having L = S = 1, P = −1, N = 2.

CONTENTS 12

The B-phase holds the maximal symmetry group of the subset of G,

H_B = SO(3)_{L+S} × T × C × PU_{π/2}, (21)

where SO(3)_{L+S} denotes the joint three-dimensional rotation in the coordinate and spin spaces. We have also introduced the combined discrete symmetry of the inversion P and the π/2-phase rotation U_{π/2}. The broken symmetry R in the B-phase is then given by

R = G/H_B = SO(3)_{L−S} × U(1)_ϕ. (22)

Hence, the B-phase is regarded as the spontaneous breaking phase of the spin-orbit symmetry [1]. Since the generator of the joint rotational symmetry group SO(3)_{L+S} is the total angular momentum operator J, the order parameter of the B-phase having S = L = 1 is classified with the quantum number J = 0, 1, and 2. The simplest form of d(k) is characterized with J = 0, which was first proposed by Balian and Werthamer [4] as

Δ(k) = Δ_0 [ (−k̂_x + ik̂_y) |↑↑⟩ + k̂_z |↑↓ + ↓↑⟩ + (k̂_x + ik̂_y) |↓↓⟩ ] . (23)

This form implies the d-vector is parallel to the k-vector. d_μ(k) = Δ_0k̂_μ. As shown in Eq. (22), however, the degeneracy space is characterized in Eq. (22) by the continuous rotations SO(3)_{L−S} and U(1)_ϕ. Therefore, the d(k) vector in the B-phase can be deviated from the k-vector as

d_μ(k) = Δ_0e^{iϕ}R_{μν} (n̂, φ)k̂_ν , (24)

where the rotation matrix R_{μν} is associated with the spin-orbit symmetry breaking SO(3)_{L−S} and ϕ arises from the breaking of the U(1)_ϕ symmetry.

The equilibrium order parameter of the B-phase is eigenfunctions of the total twisted angular momentum J_μ = L_μ + S_ν R_{νμ}(n̂, φ) [127, 128]. The diagonal representation of the pair potential, Δ_0(k) = iΔ_0k ·σσ_y , is obtained by using Eq. (20) from the general form of Δ(k) as Δ(k) = U(n̂, φ)Δ_0(k)U^T(n̂, φ). Let U be the SU(2) matrix extended to the Nambu space, U(n̂, φ)=diag(U, U^∗). Using the SU(2) matrix, one then finds

U(n̂, φ)H_0(k)U^†(n̂, φ) = H(k), (25)

where H_0(k) is obtained from Eq. (6) with Δ(k) → Δ_0(k).

Continuous symmetry.— Let us now consider the rotational symmetry of H(k) associated with the joint rotation of spin and orbital spaces, SO(3)_{L+S}. This continuously rotates the momentum and the d-vector as k̂_μ → k̂^′_μ = R^{(L)}_{μν} k̂_ν and d_μ → d^′_μ = R^{(S)}_{μν} d_ν , where R^{(S)}_{μν} = (RR^{(L)}R^{−1})_{μν} denotes the rotational matrix in the spin space. Then, the SU(2) representation of the SO(3)_{L+S} symmetry in the bulk B-phase is given as

U_S H(k)U^†_S = H(R^{(L)}k) (26)

where we introduce U_S = U(n̂, φ)U_LU^†(n̂, φ) and U_L ≡ diag(U_L, U^∗_L) is the SU(2) representation of the rotation matrix associated with R^{(L)}. We will see below that the subset of the continuous rotation group provides a well-defined topological invariant that is protected even in the presence of confinement and time-reversal breaking perturbation.

Discrete symmetries.— We now summarize the discrete symmetries that play crucial roles in determining the topological properties. Let us first consider the

CONTENTS 13

particle-hole conversion in Eq. (12) that exchange a particle with the momentum k to a hole with −k. Since the particle-hole conversion acts on Δ(k) as that in Eq. (18), it is obvious that the BdG Hamiltonian H(k) in Eq. (6) holds the particle-hole symmetry, CH(k)C^{−1} = −H(−k), C = τ_xK, (27) where K is the complex conjugation operator.

Let us suppose that the single-particle Hamiltonian density is invariant under the time-inversion, Θε^∗(k)Θ^† = ε(−k), where Θ = iσ_y is the time-inversion operator defined in Eq. (10). The general form of the pair potential in Eq. (19) holds the time-reversal symmetry, ΘΔ^∗(k)Θ^T = Δ(−k), when ψ(k) and d(k) are real. The d-vector of the B-phase in Eq. (24) can be chosen to be real by rotating the U(1) phase. Therefore, the BdG Hamiltonian H(k) in the B-phase holds the time-reversal symmetry T H(k)T^{−1} = H(−k), T = ΘK. (28) The discrete symmetries of the BdG Hamiltonian in Eqs. (27) and (28) play a crucial role on determining the topological properties of the bulk B-phase as discussed in Sec. 3.

We also note that the inversion operator P̂ acts on the B-phase pair potential as P̂ Δ(k) = −Δ(−k). Hence, the inversion symmetry is realized up to the U(1)_{ϕ=π/2} gauge symmetry as PH(k)P^† = H(−k), P = τ_z , (29) In contrast to the time-reversal symmetry in Eq. (28), this operation changes the sign of the momentum without changing the spin state.

The discrete symmetries introduced above imposes the symmetric relation on quasiparticle states in the momentum space. The quasiparticle structure is obtained by diagonalizing the BdG Hamiltonian H(k) in Eq. (6) as H(k)|u_n(k)⟩ = E_n(k)|u_n(k)⟩, (30) where the eigenfunction |u_n(k)⟩ must satisfy the normalization condition ⟨u_n(k)|u_n(k)⟩ = 1 and the subscript “n” denotes the band index. It is important to note that the additional discrete symmetries in Eqs. (27) and (28) held by the BdG Hamiltonian H(k) ensure the symmetric properties of the quasiparticle spectrum obtained from Eq. (30). First, the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27) ensures that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the positive and negative energy states, where the quasiparticle state with E(k) > 0 is associated with that with −E(k) through the relation, |u_{−E} (k)⟩ = C|u_E(−k)⟩. (31) In addition, the quasiparticle states are two-fold degenerate as a consequence of the time-reversal symmetry characterized by the anti-unitary operator T^2 = −1 in Eq. (28), which form a Kramers pair |u_n(k)⟩ = T |u_n(−k)⟩. (32) This rotates the spin state of the quasiparticle together with changing the sign of the momentum. It is also found that the inversion symmetry in Eq. (29) results in the relation between quasiparticle states with k and −k, |u_n(k)⟩ = P|u_n(−k)⟩, (33)

CONTENTS 14

which does not rotate the spin. The two-fold degenerate energy spectrum in the B-phase of superfluid^3He is obtained by diagonalizing H(k) as E(k) = ± √ [ε(k)]^2 + Δ^2_0, (34)

which yields fully gapped excitation at the Fermi level.

We would like to note that the BdG Hamiltonian for the B-phase holds the additional discrete symmetry, which can be constructed by combining the timereversal symmetry in Eq. (28) and the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27). Using the combination, we introduce the chiral operator Γ, which is anti-commutable with H(k), ΓH(k)Γ = −H(k̂), Γ = −iCT , (35) and Γ = Γ^†. In accordance with Ref. [129], let |v^±_n (k)⟩ be an eigenstate of H^2(k),

H^2(k) |v_n(k)⟩ = E^2_n |v_n(k)⟩ . (36)

Then, there exists a one-to-one correspondence between the eigenstates |u_n(k)⟩ and |v_n(k)⟩ [129]. For a finite energy state E^2_n ≠ 0, the eigenvector |v_n(k)⟩ is associated with the eigenstate of H(k) as |u_n(k)⟩ = c(H(k)+E_n)|v_n(k)⟩ for (H(k)+E_n)|v_n(k)⟩ ≠ 0 and as |u_n(k)⟩ = Γ|v_n(k)⟩ for (H(k) + E_n)|v_n(k)⟩ = 0, where c is the normalization constant. For the zero energy state, one finds |u_0(k)⟩ = |v_0(k)⟩.

The chiral symmetry ensures that the chiral operator Γ is commutable with H^2(k), [Γ, H^2(k)] = 0. This indicates that |v_n(k)⟩ is the simultaneous eigenstate of Γ and H^2(k), Γ|v^±_n (k)⟩ = ±|v^±_n (k)⟩. (37) It turns out that the eigenvector |v^+_n (k)⟩ is constructed from the counterpart |v^−_n (k)⟩ as |v^+_n (k)⟩ = c^′H(k)|v^−_n (k)⟩, (38)

for E^2_n ≠ 0, where c^′ is the normalization constant. Hence, the eigenstate with a finite energy E^2_n ≠ 0 forms a chiral pair, where the quasiparticle with the chirality Γ = +1 is always paired with the quasiparticle with the opposite chirality Γ = −1. For zero energy states, however, the solution does not form a pair in general, since the right hand side of Eq. (38) vanishes. We will demonstrate in Sec. 3 that the difference between the number of zero energy state with Γ = +1 and that with Γ = −1 is associated with the topological winding number which is protected by the chiral symmetry.

2.3.^3He-B in a slab geometry: Anisotropic pair breaking and a hidden discrete symmetry

Symmetries in a slab.— Let us consider the symmetric properties of^3He confined in a slab geometry, where^3He is sandwiched by two parallel surfaces, as depicted in Fig. 3(a). In such a geometry, confinement explicitly breaks the three-dimensional continuous rotational symmetry SO(3) in the coordinate space. Then, the symmetry group of the normal^3He in Eq. (2) is reduced to

G_{slab} = SO(2)_{Lz} × SO(3)_S × U(1)_ϕ × T × C. (39)

CONTENTS 15

As shown in Fig. 4(a), the B-phase confined in a slab geometry is invariant under the two dimensional rotation of the spin and orbital spaces about the surface normal axis (ẑ-axis). Thus, the BdG Hamiltonian holds the SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetry,

H_{slab} = SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} × T × C × PU_{π/2}. (40)

Note that the time-reversal symmetry, particle-hole symmetry, and inversion symmetry are still preserved in this situation. The SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetric pair potential is parametrized as

d_μ(k, z) = R_{μν} (n̂, φ)d^{(0)}_{νη} (z)k̂_η, (41)

where

d^{(0)}_{μν} (z) = Δ_‖(z) (δ_{μ,ν} − ẑ_μẑ_ν ) + Δ_⊥(z)ẑ_μẑ_ν . (42)

Hence, the quasiparticle excitation gap is distorted by confinement. When Δ_‖ = Δ_⊥, the pair potential defined in Eq. (41) recovers the isotropic B-phase order parameter.

In a slab geometry, the discrete symmetries in Eqs. (27) and (28) are preserved, as well as the SO(2)_{L+S} rotational symmetry. The joint SO(2) symmetry indicates that the pair potential defined in Eq. (41) is invariant under the continuous rotation of the momentum and the d-vector as (k_x, k_y, k_z ) → (k^′_x, k^′_y, k_z) and (d_x, d_y, d_z) → (d^′_x, d^′_y, d^′_z), where k^′_μ = R^{(L)}μν k̂_ν and d^′_μ = R^{(S)}μν d̂_ν with the SO(2) rotation matrix about the surface normal axis, R^{(L)} and R^{(S)} ≡ RR^{(L)}R^{−1}. Hence, the BdG Hamiltonian for the B-phase confined in a slab geometry holds the continuous symmetry

U^{(2)}_S H(k)U^{(2)†}_S = H(k^′_x, k^′_y, k_z ), (43)

where we inroduce U^{(2)}_S ≡ U(n̂, φ)U_LU^†(n̂, φ) and U_L corresponds to the SU(2) representation of the two dimensional rotation about the surface normal in the coordinate space.

It is important to mention that the hidden Z_2-symmetry is defined from the joint SO(2) symmetry, which enables us to introduce a one-dimensional winding number even in the presence of a time-reversal-breaking perturbation. Let U_z(θ) be a unitary matrix describing the joint rotation of spin and orbital spaces by the angle θ about the surface normal axis (i.e., the ẑ-axis), which is given as U_z(θ) = U(n̂, φ)U_L(ẑ, θ)U^†(n̂, φ). (44) Combining the π-rotation with the time-inversion operator T , one can introduce the hidden discrete operator T U_z(π) which transforms the d and k̂ vectors as d → (−d_x, −d_y, d_z ) and k̂ → (−k̂_x, −k̂_y, k̂_z). Therefore, the BdG Hamiltonian for 3He-B holds the hidden discrete symmetry,

T U_z (π)H(k_x, k_y, k_z)U^{−1}_z (π)T^{−1} = H(k_x, k_y, −k_z). (45)

This discrete symmetry can be held even if each symmetry, T or U_z(π), is explicitly broken. As clarified in the subsequent subsection, the hidden Z_2-symmetry is held by the B-phase even in the presence of a magnetic field for a particular order parameter manifold.

Pair breaking effect and Andreev bound states.— We specifically consider the confined geometry depicted in Fig. 3(a), where the liquid^3He is sandwiched by two specular walls. As seen in Fig. 3(b), the confinement effect can drastically alter the superfluid phase diagram even at zero pressures, where the ABM state can be stable even in the absence of spin fluctuation feedback mechanism. The surface imposes a

CONTENTS 16

Figure 4. (a) Schematic picture of the geometry considered here. The liquid^3He is confined to a slab geometry within z ∈ [0, D], where the two specular surfaces are situated at z = 0 and D. (b) Spatial profile of the pair potentials in the superfluid^3He-B near the surface. The specular surface is set to be at z = 0. (c) Local gap structure Δ(k̂, z). All data are calculated in the framework of the quasiclassical theory.

boundary condition on the quasiparticles and pair potentials. A quasiparticle incoming to the surface along the trajectory of k is specularly scattered by the wall to the quasiparticle state with k = k − 2ẑ(ẑ · k). The specular scattering of quasiparticles on the surface imposes a strong constraint on the wavefunction of the Cooper pairs,

Δ(k, z) = Δ(k, z), (46)

at the surface z = z_{surf} . This implies that while the Cooper pairs with zero perpendicular momentum are insensitive to the surface condition, the pairs having a non-zero momentum perpendicular to the surface must vanish at the surface, namely, d dz Δ_‖(z) | | |_{z=zsurf} = 0, Δ^⊥(z^{surf} ) = 0. (47)

Hence, the surface induces anisotropic pair breaking mechanism that deviates Δ_‖ and Δ_⊥.

The spatial profile of the pair potentials, Δ_‖(z) and Δ_⊥(z), is determined by selfconsistently solving the equations for the pair potential and underlying quasiparticles. We display in Figs. 4(b) and 4(c) the local gap structures of Δ_‖(z) and Δ_⊥(z), which is obtained from the numerical calculation of quasiclassical equations. The details will be discussed in Sec. 7.2. It is clearly seen that the pair potential coupled to a momentum perpendicular to the surface vanishes at the surface, Δ_⊥ = 0. In contrast, the parallel component of the pair potential is rather enhanced at the surface, because of the maximal gain of the condensation energy.

This nontrivial gap structure of^3He-B near the surface was first found by Buchholtz and Zwicknagl [75]. The deviation of the gap structure on the surface is accompanied by the emergence of midgap bound states. Hara and Nagai [76] analyzed a p-wave polar state whose pair potential extends perpendicular to the slab wall. This model offers an exactly soluble model to study the confinement effect

CONTENTS 17

in unconventional superfluids and superconductors. Making use of an exact selfconsistent solution, they demonstrated that the spatial profile of Δ is essentially the same as the order parameter in the continuum model of the polyacetylene with a soliton lattice and in Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov superconductors [92, 96, 97, 98, 101]. The spatial profile also reflects the existence of low-lying quasiparticle states bound at the surface, that are called the surface Andreev bound states. As discussed in Sec. 4, the effective equation for describing the quasiparticles bound to the surface, that is the Andreev equation, is reduced to the one-dimensional Dirac equation with an effective mass associated with the pair potential [73, 74]. This effective theory gives a unified description for low-energy quasiparticle states and brings an important consequence that the zero-energy Andreev bound state always appears in the surface of unconventional superconductors and superfluids, when the the pair potential which the quasiparticles feel changes its sign, namely, the mass domain wall.

The phase diagram and the confinement effect on^3He confined in a slab geometry have quantitatively been discussed in Refs. [130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142] with the Ginzburg-Landau theory and Refs. [71, 75, 76, 105, 106, 107, 108, 143, 144] with the quasiclassical theory. The latter underlines the role of the surface Andreev bound states on thermodynamics. In addition, Vorontsov and Sauls [107] proposed that there exists a new quantum phase in the vicinity of the A-B transition, that is, the crystalline phase that spontaneously breaks the translational symmetry. There have been numerous works on the effect of surface roughness that causes diffusive scattering of quasiparticles [145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153]. The surface roughness drastically changes the surface structure of order parameters and low-lying surface states in the superfluid^3He-B [106, 108, 152, 154].

The pair-breaking effect and the enhancement of the surface density of states due to the existence of the surface Andreev bound states have been observed in several experiments [109, 110, 271, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159]. The contributions of surface Andreev bound states have also been detected through the deviation of the heat capacity from that in the bulk^3He-B [160] as well as the anomalous attenuation of transverse sound wave [161]. The surface acoustic impedance measurement provides another powerful tool to probe the surface structure [162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168]. The spectrum of the surface bound states and its dependence on surface condition has been investigated by measuring surface acoustic impedance [165, 168, 169]. The further details will be described in Sec. 9.

2.4. A hidden discrete symmetry: Bulk^3He-B under a magnetic field

It is also important to mention the symmetry of the bulk B-phase in the presence of a spatially uniform magnetic field. Specifically, let us consider the case that the magnetic field is applied along the ĥ-axis. The magnetic field explicitly breaks the time-reversal symmetry as well as the three-dimensional rotational symmetry in the spin space. The resultant symmetry group in the normal state is expressed as

G_{mag} = SO(3)_L × SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_S × U(1)_ϕ × C. (48)

where SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_S denotes the two-dimensional rotation about the ĥ-axis in spin space.

The pair potential for the bulk B-phase under a magnetic field is represented by the following form similar to Eqs. (41) and (42),

Δ(k̂) = iσ_μσ_yR_{μν} (n̂, φ)d^{(0)}_{νη} k̂_η , (49)

CONTENTS 18

where

d^{(0)}_{νη} = Δ_‖ ( 1 − ĥ_μĥ_ν ) + Δ_⊥ĥ_μĥ_ν . (50)

This pair potential still remains invariant under the continuous rotation, SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_{L+S} , that is the joint rotation of the spin and orbital spaces about the ĥ-axis. Now let us define the rotation matrix R^{(L)}(ĥ, ϕ) that rotates the three-dimensional momentum vector k̂ about the ĥ-axis by the angle ϕ, as k̂_μ → k̂^′_μ = R^{(L)}μν k̂_ν . In the same manner

as Eq. (26), the pair potential in Eq. (49) holds the SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_{L+S} symmetry,

U_S (ĥ, ϕ)Δ(k)U^T_S (ĥ, ϕ) = Δ ( R^{(L)}(ĥ, ϕ)k̂ ) , (51)

where U_S(ĥ, ϕ) denotes the rotation matrix in the spin space corresponding to R^{(L)} defined as U_S (ĥ, ϕ) ≡ U(n̂, φ)U_L(ĥ, ϕ)U^†(n̂, φ). (52) The the SU(2) matrix, U_S (ĥ, ϕ), rotates the d-vector as d_μ → d^′_μ = (RR^LR^{−1})_{μν} d_ν .

It is worth mentioning that the squashed B-phase pair potential in Eq. (49) under a magnetic field holds the additional order-two discrete symmetry in addition to the particle-hole symmetry and inversion symmetry. The order-two symmetry is constructed by combining the π-rotation of spin and orbital spaces with the timeinversion, where the π-rotation is defined as a subgroup of SO(3)_{L+S} . We call this symmetry as magnetic π-rotation symmetry or hidden Z_2 symmetry. To clarify this, let us start by considering the π-rotation of Δ(k) in the momentum space, where (k_x, k_y, k_z) is rotated to (−k_x, −k_y, k_z ). The corresponding π-rotation matrix in the spin space is introduced as U_z(π) ≡ U(n̂, φ)U(ẑ, π)U^†(n̂, φ), (53) where U(ẑ, π) denotes the SU(2) spin rotation matrix about the ẑ-axis by the angle π. Without loss of generality, the rotation axis is taken to be the ẑ-axis. Then, it turns out that the pair potential in Eq. (49) remains invariant under the π-rotation,

U_z(π)Δ(k)U^T_z (π) = Δ(−k_x, −k_y, k_z). (54)

In the presence of a magnetic field, however, the single-particle Hamiltonian ε(k) in Eq. (7) contains the magnetic Zeeman term, which is recast into

ε(k) = ε_0(k) − γH̃ 2 ĥ · σ, (55) where γ denotes the gyromagnetic ratio of^3He nuclei and H̃ is an effective magnetic field including the self-energy corrections. The π-rotation, then, changes the sign of the magnetic Zeeman term and is accompanied by the additional term as U_z(π) ( ĥ · σ ) U^†_z (π) = −ĥ · σ + 2ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ)σ̃_z , (56)

where σ̃_z ≡ σ_ν R_{νz} (n̂, φ). The additional term induced by the π-rotation in Eq. (56) is characterized by the quantity ℓ̂_z defined as ℓ̂_μ(n̂, φ) ≡ ĥ_ν R_{νμ}(n̂, φ). (57) Similarly with the π-rotation, the time-inversion operator T = ΘK with Θ = iσ_y does not alter the B-phase pair potential Δ(k), but it changes the sign of the magnetic

CONTENTS 19

Zeeman term, Θ(ĥ · σ)^∗Θ^† = −ĥ · σ. Combining the π-rotation with the timeinversion, therefore, one can introduce the additional discrete symmetry held by the B-phase even in the presence of a magnetic field,

T U(π)H(k)U(π)^{−1} T^{−1} = H(k_x, k_y, −k_z), (58)

when the quantity ℓ̂_z vanishes, namely, ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = 0. We have here introduced U(π) ≡ diag(U_z(π), U^∗_z (π)). For the case of a finite ℓ̂_z, the discrete symmetry is broken and the additional term associated with ℓ̂_z remains, T U(π)H(k)U(π)^{−1} T^{−1} = H(k_x, k_y, −k_z) − γHℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) ( σ̃_z 0 0 −σ̃^∗_z ) . (59)

We refere to the additional discrete symmetry in Eq. (58) as the hidden Z_2-symmetry, which plays a crucial role in extracting the nontrivial topology of^3He-B under a magnetic field.

To summarize, the B-phase in the presence of a magnetic field can be categorized to two different phases characterized by the hidden Z_2-symmetry in Eq. (58). The phase-I holds the symmetry

H_{mag,I} = SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_{L+S} × Z_2 × C × PU_{π/2}, (60)

when ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = 0 is satisfied. For a finite ℓ̂_z, however, the hidden Z_2-symmetry is broken,

H_{mag,II} = SO(2)^{(ĥ)}_{L+S} × C × PU_{π/2}. (61)

The condition that preserves the hidden Z_2-symmetry, ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = 0, (62)

is determined by the configuration of the order parameter of the B-phase (n̂, φ) and the direction of Zeeman magnetic field. Hence, altering ℓ̂_z induces the phase transition from the Z_2-symmetric phase-I to Z_2-symmetry breaking phase-II. The quantity ℓ̂_z mentioned above is transformed nontrivially as ℓ̂_z → −ℓ̂_z under the Z_2 symmetry. Therefore, ℓ̂_z is an order parameter of the hidden Z_2 symmetry and it should be zero unless the discrete symmetry is spontaneously broken [49].

It is well known that the n̂-vector is sensitive to the effects of a magnetic Zeeman field and surface boundary condition. This also depends on the presence of a spinorbit interaction, such as the magnetic dipole interaction originating from the magnetic moment of^3He nuclei. As we will clarify in Sec. 8, this implies that the phase transition associated with the spontaneous breaking the hidden Z_2 symmetry can be induced by controlling an applied magnetic field and confinement geometry.

Note that the hidden Z_2 symmetry in the B-phase of confined^3He remains even in the presence of superfluid flow [170], where the phase bias that generates the flow field is parallel to the surface. The flow field explicitly breaks the SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetry and the time-reversal symmetry, simultaneously. The BdG Hamiltonian, however, still remains invariant under the combined symmetry of the time-inversion and the joint π-rotation about the surface normal.

CONTENTS 20

3. Topological invariants and discrete symmetries

We here make a brief review on the bulk topological properties and their physical consequences observed in the B-phase of superfluid^3He. The topological properties are intrinsic in the occupied states of eigenstates of H(k), i.e., the quasiparticle states with E_n(k) < 0. Since the quasiparticle spectrum of^3He-B shown in Eq. (34) has a finite excitation gap, the ground state is well separated from its excited states by the isotropic energy gap Δ_0 and the occupied states are well-defined in low temperaturs. We will show that the particle-hole and time-reversal symmetries play a crucial role on determining the non-trivial topological properties in the bulk B-phase, which allows one to define the topological invariant [34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 41, 42, 43]. Note that even for nodal superconductors and superfluids, the topological invariant is well defined in Ref. [171, 172].

It is also demonstrated in this section that the alternative topological invariant can be introduced as a one-dimensional winding number, by using the hidden Z_2 symmetry introduced in Sec. 2.3 and Sec. 2.4. Since the hidden Z_2 symmetry is preserved in 3He-B even if the time-reversal symmetry is explicitly broken, it is applicable to the superfluid phase in the presence of a magnetic field. This will be discussed in Sec. 5.

3.1. Topological invariant of the bulk^3He-B

The BdG Hamiltonian in the B-phase holds two discrete symmetries that are the timereversal symmetry in Eq. (28) and the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27). Combining these symmetries, as shown in Eq. (35), one can define the chiral operator Γ, which is anti-commutable with H(k), {Γ, H(k)} = 0, Γ = −iCT . (63) The discrete symmetries characterized by T^2 = −1, C^2 = +1, and Γ^2 = +1 categorize the B-phase to the DIII class in the AZ table [34].

In general, the topological properties of superfluids and superconductors are determined by the global structure of the Hilbert space spanned by the eigenvectors of the occupied band, |u_n(k)⟩ obtained from Eq. (30). To capture the topological property of fully gapped superconductors and superfluids, it is convenient to introduce the so-called Q-matrix, Q(k) = ∑ E_n>0 |u_n(k)⟩⟨u_n(k)| − ∑ E_n<0 |u_n(k)⟩⟨u_n(k)|. (64) Without loss of generality, we here suppose dimH = 2N. Since the Q-matrix satisfies the conditions, Q^2(k) = +1, Q^†(k) = Q(k), and trQ(k) = 0, the eigenvalues are +1 and −1. The state |u_n(k)⟩ is a simultaneous eigenvector of the BdG Hamiltonian and Q-matrix, and the Q-matrix is obtained by continuously flattening the eigenvalues of H(k) to −1 (occupied) and +1 (unoccupied). Therefore, the Q-matrix maps the Brillouin zone onto the target space spanned by the eigenvectors |u_n(k)⟩ of the BdG Hamiltonian. It turns out that the Q-matrix is anti-commutable with the chiral operator Γ,

{Γ, Q(k)} = 0, (65)

where we use the symmetric relation |u_{−E} (k)⟩ = Γ|u_E (k)⟩ obtained from the particlehole symmetry in Eq. (27) and the time-reversal symmetry in Eq. (28).

CONTENTS 21

Let U be a unitary matrix which diagonalize Γ as UΓU^† = diag(+1_{N×N} , −1_{N×N} ). Then, it is obvious from Eq. (65) that by using U, the Q-matrix becomes off-diagonal Q(k) = ( 0 q(k) q^†(k) 0 ) , (66)

where q(k) is an element of the unitary group U(N) because of Q^2(k) = +1. Hence, the relevant homotopy group for the projector Q(k) in three dimensions is given by π_3[U(N)] = Z . This homotopy group indicates that there exists non-trivial mapping from the three-dimensional momentum space to the Hilbert space. The topological invariant which characterizes the classes of topologically distinct q-configurations in bulk superconductors and superfluids is defined as the three-dimensional winding number,

w_{3d} = ∫ dk 24π^3 ϵ_{μνη} tr [ (q^†∂_μq)(q^†∂_ν q)(q^†∂_ηq) ] . (67)

In terms of the Q-matrix, w_{3d} is recast into

w_{3d} = − ∫ dk 48π^3 ϵ_{μνη}tr [Γ(Q∂_μQ)(Q∂_ν Q)(Q∂_ηQ)] . (68)

For the DIII class with T^2 = −1 and C^2 = +1, the winding number can be an arbitrary integer value. In general, however, since the discrete symmetries prohibit certain types of maps from the k space to the target space, the value of w_{3d} may be restricted by the discrete symmetries [34].

For single-band spin-triplet superfulids/superconductors with time-reversal invariance, there exists a simpler expression of w_{3d}. From the BdG Hamiltonian H(k) = ( ε_0(k) id(k) · σσ_y −id(k)σ_y · σ −ε_0(k) ) , (69)

the Q-matrix is given by Q(k) = 1 √ [ε_0(k)]^2 + [d(k)]^2 ( ε_0(k) id(k) · σσ_y −id(k)σ_y · σ −ε_0(k) )

= η̂_M (k)γ_M , (70)

where η̂_M (k) and γ_M (M = 1, 2, 3, 4) are given by

η̂_M (k) =

(d(k), ε_0(k)) √ [ε_0(k)]^2 + [d(k)]^2

, (71) and γ_1 = ( 0 −σ_z −σ_z 0 ) , γ_2 = ( 0 i −i 0 ) , γ_3 = ( 0 σ_x σ_x 0 ) , γ_4 = ( 1 0 0 −1 ) . (72)

In the above representation of γ matrices, the chiral operator Γ is written as Γ = γ_5 ≡ γ_1γ_2γ_3γ_4. Substituting the Q-matrix for Eq.(68), we obtain [38]

w_{3d} = ∫ dk 12π^3 ϵ_{μνη} ϵ_{MNP Q}η̂_M (k)∂_μη̂_N (k)∂_νη̂_P (k)∂_ηη̂_Q(k). (73)

The four dimensional vector η̂_μ(k) satisfies η̂_μη̂_μ = 1, so it defines a three dimensional sphere with unit radius. The above w_{3d} counts the number of times the unit vector η̂_μ(k) wraps the three dimensional sphere when one sweeps the whole momentum

CONTENTS 22

space. Using a topological nature of the integral, the above w_{3d} can be calculated as [38]

w_{3d} = − 1 2 ∑ k_0

sgn[ε_0(k_0)]sgn[det{∂_μd_ν (k_0)}] + 1 2 sgn[ε_0(∞)]sgn[det{∂_id_j (∞)}], (74)

where the summation is taken for all k_0 satisfying d(k_0) = 0 and det{∂_μd_ν (k_0)} denotes the determinant of the 3 × 3 matrix ∂_μd_ν (k_0). The second term in the right hand side is the contribution from k_0 → ∞. From the above formula, the winding number of the B-phase is evaluated as w_{3d} = 1.

The physical consequence of the three-dimensional winding number is the emergence of the two-dimensional Majorana cone on the surface, whose effective Hamiltonian is described as [37, 68]

H_{surf} = ∑ k_‖ ψ^T_{−k‖} c ( k_‖ × σ̃ ) · ŝψ_{k‖} , (75) where we set σ̃_μ = R_{μν} (n̂, φ)σ_ν . The momentum parallel to the surface is k_‖ and the unit vector normal to the surface is denoted by ŝ. This effective surface Hamiltonian yields the gapless relativistic spectrum with the velocity c = Δ_0/k_F, which is protected by the time-reversal symmetry. In addition, the field operator ψ in the Nambu space is self-conjugate, that is, the Majorana fermion. The additional perturbation term,

H_{mass} = M ∑ k_‖ ψ^T_{−k‖}σ̃ · ŝψ_{k‖} , (76) opens the mass gap on the surface Majorana cone, where the mass M changes its sign under the time-inversion T . The resultant surface spectrum is

E_{surf} (k_‖) = √ c^2k^2_‖ + M^2. (77)

The manifestation of three-dimensional topological superconductors is the coupling to the gravitational field through the gravitational instant term [173, 174]. Due to the nontrivial topological property, the gapped Majorana cone is responsible for the quantization of thermal Hall conductivity (see also Sec. 9.3). It has also been predicted that the coupling of the Majorana fermion to the gravitational field gives rise to cross correlated responses [175].

The B-phase of the bulk superfluid^3He serves a concrete example of threedimensional topological superfluids and superconductors, where the nontrivial topology is protected by the particle-hole symmetry and time-reversal symmetry [34]. After a pioneering work by Grinevich and Volovik [30], the topological superfluidity of the B-phase of the bulk^3He was discussed by Schnyder et al. [34], Roy [35], Qi et al. [37] and Sato [38]. We will demonstrate in Sec. 5 that confined^3He-B under a magnetic field undergoes a topological phase transition concomitant with spontaneous Z_2 symmetry breaking at which the surface Majorana fermion acquires the finite mass proportional to the Zeeman energy. In this situation, the mass term is parameterized by the quantity ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) defined in Eq. (57) that determines the hidden Z_2 symmetry.

Another candidate of three-dimensional topological superfluids and superconductors is the carrier-doped topological insulator, that is, Cu_xBi_2Se_3. The recent pointcontact experiment in Ref. [172] observed a pronounced zero-bias conductance peak

CONTENTS 23

supporting a topological odd-parity superconductivity of Cu_xBi_2Se_3. While the zerobias conductance peak has been observed in other experiments [178, 179, 180], conflicting experimental results have been reported in Refs. [181, 182] where the zero-bias conductance peak is absent. Among four possible pairing symmetries proposed by Fu and Berg [183], the A_{1g} state that is the even-parity pairing is topologically trivial, while the A_{1u}, A_{2u}, and E_u states are topological odd-parity pairing. The topological nontriviality for the A_{1u} state is characterized by w_{3d} introduced in Eq. (67) and the topology of A_{2u} and E_u states is characterized by the parity of w_{3d} [39, 172]. On the (111) surface which is naturally cleaved, the A_{1u} and E_u states are accompanied by topologically protected gapless states, when the Fermi surface is a sphere enclosing the Γ point. The gapless states are responsible for zero-bias conductance peak [184, 185, 186]. On the other hand, if the Fermi surface is cylindrical, the gappless states may disappear [38, 39]. The recent conflicting experimental results are consistently understandable in the context of the topological odd-parity A_{1u} or E_u superconductivity with the Fermi surface evolution [187].

3.2. Hidden symmetry and one-dimensional winding number

The nontrivial topology of the superfluid^3He-B is ensured by the time-reversal symmetry in Eq. (28), being characterized by the three-dimensional winding number. The B-phase of superfluid^3He holds the three-dimensional rotational symmetry SO(3)_{L+S} in addition to the time-reversal and particle-hole symmetries. The microscopic Hamiltonian for the B-phase, therefore, holds the additional discrete symmetry introduced in Eq. (45). This hidden Z_2 symmetry is very robust and useful for determining the topological properties of^3He-B under a magnetic field, because it can be preserved even if each symmetry, T or U_z(π), is explicitly broken, as was mentioned in Sec. 2.4. As we will clarify below, the combination of the particle-hole symmetry and the hidden Z_2 symmetry leads to the chiral symmetry, which ensures the nontrivial topological invariant and its intriguing physical consequences, such as Majorana Ising spins.

Combining the hidden discrete symmetry in Eq. (45) with the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27), one can define the hidden chiral symmetry on the onedimensional line of the k-space as

{Γ_1, H(0, 0, k_z)} = 0, Γ_1 = CT U(π). (78)

In the same manner as the procedure in Sec. 3.1, the one-dimensional winding number is defined by using the Q-matrix as

w_{1d} = 1 2π Im ∫_∞ −∞ dk_z [∂_{kz} ln det q(k)]_{k‖=0} , (79)

where we set k_‖ ≡ (k_x, k_y).

It is now worth mentioning that w_{1d} can be expressed in terms of the BdG Hamiltonian H(k). For this purpose, let us first notice that the BdG Hamiltonian can becomes off-diagonal in the basis that the chiral operator in Eq. (78) is diagonalized as Γ = diag(+1, −1),

H(k_⊥) = ( 0 h(k_⊥) h^†(k_⊥) 0 ) , (80)

CONTENTS 24

where h(k_⊥) is given as h(k_⊥) = −ϵ(k_⊥)σ_y − Δ(k_⊥), and we have introduced k_⊥ ≡ (0, 0, k_z). Using h(k_⊥), the eigenvector of H(k_⊥) is given as |u_n(k_⊥)⟩ = 1 √ 2 ( φ_n(k_⊥) h^†(k_⊥)φ_n(k_⊥)/|E_n(k_⊥)| ) , (81)

where φ_n satisfies h(k_⊥)h^†(k_⊥)φ_n = E^2(k_⊥)φ_n and ⟨φ_n|φ_m⟩ = δ_{n,m}. The matrix q(k_⊥) is then associated with the BdG Hamiltonian h(k_⊥) through the relation q(k)|_{k‖=0} = ∑ n φ_n(k_⊥)φ^†_n(k_⊥) |E_n(k_⊥)| h(k_⊥). (82)

Therefore, the relation, Im ln det[φ_nφ^†_n/|E_n|] = 0 yields Im[ln det q] = Im[ln det h]. This allows us to introduce the alternative expression of the one-dimensional winding number, w_{1d} =^1_{2π} Im ∫ dk_z [∂_{kz} ln det h(k)]_{k‖=0}. Then, the one-dimensional winding number is given in terms of the BdG Hamiltonian as

w_{1d} = − 1 4πi ∫_∞ −∞ dk_z tr [ Γ_1H^{−1}(k)∂_{kz} H(k) ] k_‖=0 . (83)

The winding number is evaluated as [129]

w_{1d} = 1 2 ∑ k_z ′sgn [ε_0ψ − ε · d] sgn [ ∂_{kz} ( ε^2_0 − ε^2 )] , (84)

where the summation ∑_′ k_z is taken for kz satisfying ε 2 0(k) − ε^2(k) = 0 with k_‖ = 0.

This winding number in the case of^3He-B is estimated as w_{1d} = 2 for μ > 0 and w_{1d} = 0 for μ < 0, unless the hidden Z_2 symmetry is broken.

This winding number was first introduced in a different context by Wen and Zee [188] in order to clarify the topological stability of bulk nodes of an electron hopping Hamiltonian in a magnetic field, H = ∑ ij t_{ij} c^†_i c_j u_{ij} . It can be proven that the winding number w_{1d} is a topological invariant, implying that w_{1d} is invariant under any continuous deformation of H without breaking the hidden chiral symmetry. Using the winding number, Sato and Fujimoto uncovered the nontrivial topological properties of noncentrosymmetric superconductors under a spatially uniform magnetic field [189]. The bulk-edge correspondence was proven in Ref. [129] which indicates that the nontrivial value of w_{1d} corresponds to the number of zero energy quasiparticle states bound at the edge of the system. We will clarify in Sec. 3.3 that the bulk-edge correspondence and chiral symmetry brings physical consequence that the magnetic response of zero energy states is highly anisotropic, called the Majorana Ising spins.

To give an intuitive understanding on w_{1d}, it is convenient to introduce the following two-dimensional unit vector m(k) = (m_1(k), m_2(k)),

m_1(k) =

2[ε_0(k)ψ(k) − ε_μ(k)d_μ(k)] N(k) , (85)

m_2(k) = ε^2(k) − d(k)^2 − ε^2(k) + ψ^2_0 (k) N(k) , (86)

where N(k) is a normalization constant determined by |m(k)|=1. The single-particle Hamiltonian density ε(k) is parametrized in terms of the scalar and vector parts in Eq. (7). By using this two-dimensional unit vector m(k), the winding number in Eq. (83) is recast into the form,

w_{1d} = 1 2π ∫ dk_z ϵ^{ij} m_i(k)∂_{kz} m_j (k). (87)

CONTENTS 25

This describes the map of he one-dimensional line of the k-space onto the target space S^1 characterized by the two-dimensional unit vector m(k) = (m_1(k), m_2(k)). The winding number w_{1d}, therefore, counts how many times the map warps the target space S^1 and w_{1d} ∈ Z [27, 129].

3.3. Majorana fermion and Ising spin

Now let us show that the topological invariant protected by the hidden discrete symmetry brings an important consequence, that is, the Ising spin character of Majorana fermions. Below we consider the low energy limit where only the zero energy quasiparticle states at k_‖ =0 contribute.

Majorana field.— We now construct the quantized field Ψ = (ψ_↑, ψ_↓, ψ^†_↑, ψ^†_↓)^T in terms of energy eigenstates of the BdG Hamiltonian. The mean-field approximated Hamiltonian is rewritten in the coordinate space as H = ∫ dr_1 ∫ dr_2Ψ^†(r_1)H(r_1, r_2)Ψ(r_2). (88)

Since the four-component quantized field Ψ in the Nambu space satisfies the selfcharge-conjugate constraint Ψ(r) = CΨ(r), (89) the BdG Hamiltonian holds the particle-hole symmetry as CH(r_1, r_2)C^{−1} = −H(r_1, r_2), as shown in Eq. (27). By choosing a phase factor, the energy eigenstates of the BdG Hamiltonian that is determined by the BdG equation in the coordinate space, ∫ dr_2H(r_1, r_2)φ_E (r_2) = Eφ_E (r_1), (90)

may satisfy the particle-hole symmetry φ_E (r) = Cφ_{−E} (r). (91) The eigenfunctions obey the orthogonality and completeness relations ∫ drφ^†_E (r)φ_E′ (r) = δ_{E,E}′ , (92) ∑ E φ_E (r_1)φ^†_E (r_2) = δ(r_1 − r_2). (93)

The quantized field also satisfies the anti-commutation relations, {ψ_σ (r), ψ^†_σ′ (r^′)} = δ_{σ,σ}′ δ(r − r^′) and {ψ_σ(r), ψ_σ′ (r^′)} = {ψ^†_σ(r), ψ^†_σ′ (r^′)} = 0. The further details on the mean-field approximation in the coordinate space will be described in Sec. 4.1.

Now we expand the quantized field Ψ by the eigenfunctions φ_E (r),

Ψ(r) = ∑ E φ_E (r)η_E . (94)

In the case of topological superconductors, there exist gapless quasiparticles that are bound to the surface. The fermion Ψ(r) constructed from such gapless quasiparticles obeys the Dirac equation with the self-conjugate constraint in Eq. (89), and thus it is referred to as Majorana fermion [61, 62, 63, 64, 190]. Owing to the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (91), the branch with positive energies is identical to that with

CONTENTS 26

negative energies. Hence, supposing that there exist n zero-energy states φ^{(a)}_0 (r) (a = 1, · · · , n), we can rewrite the quantized field Ψ as

Ψ(r) = n∑ a=1 φ^{(a)}_0 (r)γ^{(a)} + ∑ E>0 [ φ_E (r)η_E + Cφ_E (r)η^†_E ] , (95)

where we have used γ^{(a)}, instead of η_{E=0}, in order to distinguish these zero modes. The self-conjugate constraint in Eq. (89) imposes the following relations,

η^†_E = η_{−E} , γ^{(a)} = γ^{(a)†}, (96)

the latter of which implies that the zero modes are composed of equivalent contributions from particle and hole excitations. Since the zero modes satisfy the self-conjugate constraint by themselves, they are called as Majorana zero mode. From the completeness relation of eigenfunctions, the quasiparticle operator η_{E>0} satisfies the anti-commutation relations, {η_E , η^†_E′ } = δ_{E,E}′ and {η_E , η_E′ } = {η^†_E , η^†_E′ } = 0. The operator of the Majorana zero modes, however, does not obey the standard anticommutation relation but has the following relation

γ^{(a)2} = 1, {γ^{(a)}, η_E } = {γ^{(a)}, η^†_E } = 0. (97)

As we discuss below, this unusual relation gives rise to a singnificant feature inherent to Majorana field.

In the case that there exists two Majorana zero modes (n = 2), the minimal representation of the algebra in Eq. (97) is two-dimensional. The two dimensional representation is built up by introducing two degenerate vacua |±⟩ that obey η_{E>0}|±⟩ = 0 and by defining new fermion operator c and c^† as c = 1 √ 2 (γ^{(1)} + iγ^{(2)}), c^† = 1 √ 2 (γ^{(1)} − iγ^{(2)}). (98)

It is obvious that this complex fermion operator obeys the standard anti-commutation relations, {c, c^†} = 1 and {c, c} = {c^†, c^†} = 0. Since the complex fermion has the zero energy, the two degenerate vacua |±⟩ are defined as the eigenstate of the fermion parity. We here suppose |+⟩ (|−⟩) to be the vacuum with the fermion parity even (odd), c|−⟩ = c^†|+⟩ = 0. (99) Two Hilbert spaces are now spanned by using the vacuum state |±⟩ and excited states that are constructed as η^†_E η^†_E′ η^†_E′′ · · · |±⟩. The complex zero mode operators, c and c^†, connect two Hilbert spaces as c|+⟩ = |−⟩, c^†|−⟩ = |+⟩. (100) Note that the introduction of the complex fermion is indispensable to preservation of the fermion parity [61, 190] . Indeed, even without introduction of c, γ^{(a)} itself can be diagonalized as γ^{(a)}|a±⟩ = ±|a±⟩ with the following |a±⟩, |1±⟩ = 1 √ 2 (|+⟩ ± |−⟩), |2±⟩ = 1 √ 2 (e^{i π4} |+⟩ ± e^{−i π4} |−⟩), (101) but the eigenstates are superpositions of two vacua with opposite fermion parity, so they cannot be physical states preserving the fermion parity.

Another important consequence from Eq. (101) is that the eigenstates of the single Majorana zero mode is intrinsically entangled. When two Majorana zero modes γ^{(1)} and γ^{(2)} are spatially separated and well isolated from other quasiparticle states with

CONTENTS 27

higher energies, they yield the “teleportation” and non-local correlation [61, 191]. Moreover, when the Majorana zero modes bound to quantum vortices, these host vortices obey the non-Abelian statistics [192]. The representations of the braiding operation of vortices are obtained as a discrete set of the unitary group which manipulates the occupation of complex fermions [192, 193]. Since the zero modes are topologically protected against quantum decoherence, they offer a promising platform to realize topological quantum computation [192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199].

An effective realization of non-local correlation and non-Abelian statistics requires Majorana fermions without internal degree of freedom. Possible realization of such Majorana fermions in effectively spinless superconductors includes axion strings [200], fermionic cold atoms with a p-wave Feshbach resonance [60, 201, 202], proximity induced superconductivity on the surface of a topological insulator [203], an s-wave superconductor with the Rashba spin-orbit interaction and the Zeeman field [204, 205, 206], and one-dimensional nanowire systems [207, 208, 209]. In addition, the low-energy physics of half-quantized vortices in spinful chiral p-wave superconductors is describable as a spinless chiral superconductor [192].

Recently, however, it has been clarified that additional discrete symmetries, such as mirror reflection symmetries, may help to retain the properties of non-local correlation and non-Abelian statistics even in spinful topological superconductors with spinful Majorana fermions [51, 56]. The additional discrete symmetry add strong constraint on Majorana zero modes and the zero modes are separated to subsectors that are eigenstates of the additional discrete symmetry. Note that statistics of vortices having multiple Majorana fermions has also been discussed in Refs. [210, 211, 212].

In the following, we will clarify the another important consequence of spinful Majorana zero modes, that is the Majorana Ising spin. It turns out that this Ising character is a generic consequence obtained from an extra chiral symmetry like Eq. (78) [57]. This is expected to be realized in a variety of materials, such as noncentrosymmetric superconductors, the heavy fermion superconductor UPt_3, and the superconducting topological insulator Cu_xBi_2Se_3 as well as^3He-B confined to a slab.

Index theorem.— We note that the commutation relation, [Γ_1, H^2(0, 0, k_z)] = 0, is obtained from the chiral symmetry in Eq. (78). As discussed in Sec. 2.2, all the eigenstates with a finite energy E ≠ 0 have chiral partners, where a state with the chirality Γ_1 = +1 is always paired with another state with Γ_1 = −1.

According to Ref. [129], however, the zero energy states do not form chiral pairs in general. They are eigenstates of Γ_1, and the number of the zero energy states with Γ_1 = +1, n_+, is not same as the number of the Γ_1 = −1 zero energy states, n_−. From the generalized index theorem in Ref. [129], the non-zero value of w_{1d} in Eq. (79) is equal to the difference between the number of zero energy states in each chiral sector, w_{1d} = n_− − n_+. (102) Hence, at least |w_{1d}| zero energy states exist under any disturbances preserving the chiral symmetry.

For superfluid^3He-B, one finds w_{1d} = n_− = 2, n_+ = 0. (103) There appear doubly degenerated zero energy states at k_‖ = 0 bound to the surface of^3He-B. The doubly degenerated zero energy states have no chiral partner, and the wavefunctions, φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r) (a = 1, 2), satisfy

Γ_1φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r) = −φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r), (104)

CONTENTS 28

with Γ_1 = CT U_z(π) = U(n̂, φ)σ_xτ_yU^†(n̂, φ). One can also impose the relation

φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r) = Cφ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r), (105)

by the particle-hole symmetry. From these two relations in Eqs. (104) and (105), φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0} has a generic form as

φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0}(r) = ( χ^{(a)}(r) χ^{(a)∗}(r) ) , (106)

where the two-component spinor is defined with an arbitrary function ξ^{(a)}(r) as

χ^{(a)}(r) = U(n̂, φ) ( ξ^{(a)}(r) iξ^{(a)∗}(r) ) . (107)

Majorana Ising spin.— Having clarified in Eq. (106) that the particle-hole symmetry and chiral symmetry imposes constraint on the wavefunction of Majorana zero modes, we now show that the doubly degenerate zero modes behave as an Ising spin. Since we concentrate our attention to the low-energy limit, we here ignore the contributions from non-zero energy modes. As shown in Eq. (95), the quantized field Ψ is then expanded in terms of topologically protected zero energy states as Ψ(r) = ∑ a=1,2 φ (a) k_‖=0(r)γ (a) with a couple of real operators γ^{(1)} and γ^{(2)}. From the

general form of φ^{(a)}_{k‖=0} shown in Eq. (106), one obtains the following condition, ( ψ_↑(r) ψ_↓(r) ) = iσ_μR_{μz}(n̂, φ) ( ψ^†_↓(r) −ψ^†_↑(r) ) , (108)

which is a general consequence of symmetry protected topological phases hosting the additional chiral symmetry in Eq. (78) and the nontrivial winding number in Eq. (103). The rotation matrix R_{μz} (n̂, φ) is associated with the broken symmetry of the B-phase, SO(3)_{L−S} . For n̂ = ẑ and φ = 0, the relation reduces to ψ_↑(r) = iψ^†_↓(r).

Now following Refs. [49, 65, 90], one can show that the Majorana Ising condition in Eq. (108) yields the Ising character of the topologically protected zero energy states. We now introduce the local density operator and the spin density operators in the Nambu space as ρ(r) ≡ 1 2 [ ψ^†_a(r)ψ_a − ψ_a(r)ψ^†_a(r) ] , (109) S(r) ≡ 1 4 [ ψ^†_a(r)σ_{ab}ψ_b(r) − ψ_a(r)σ^T_{ab}ψ^†_b (r) ] . (110)

Substituting the Majorana condition of Eq. (108) into Eqs. (109), one finds that the surface zero energy states do not contribute to the local density operator, ρ^{(surf)}(r) = 0. (111) This indicates that the Majorana fermions protected by the hidden chiral symmetry can not be coupled to the local density fluctuation and thus are very robust against non-magnetic impurities. Similarly, the local spin operator is constructed from the surface Majorana fermion in Eq. (108) as S^{(surf)} μ = R_{μz}(n̂, φ)S^M_z , (112)

where S^M_z is the logical spin operator in the case of n̂ = ẑ and φ = 0. Equation (112) implies that only the S_z component is nonzero while the other components are identically zero when n̂ = ẑ and φ = 0.

CONTENTS 29

These results indicate that the topologically protected zero energy states are not coupled to local density fluctuation, and the local spin density yields Ising-like anisotropy. Here note that we only use a general property of the hidden chiral symmetry and particle-hole symmetry, thus the Ising character is a direct consequence of our symmetry protected topological phase. In Secs. 4.4 and 6.3, we will demonstrate that the Majorana Ising character is retained not only by the zero energy states but also by the whole dispersion of the surface Majorana cone with E_{surf} (k_‖), when the Andreev approximation is valid, that is, Δ_0 ≪ E_F.

The anisotropic magnetic response of surface Majorana fermions was first predicted by Stone and Roy [90] in the context of chiral p-wave superconductors. Sato and Fujimoto [189] demonstrated that the anisotropic magnetic responce also emerges in topological phases of noncentrosymmetric superconductors. They also revealed that the anisotropic behavior is characterized by the one-dimensional winding number introduced in Eq. (83). Majorana Ising spin in^3He-B was demonstrated by Chung and Zhang [65], by directly solving the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equation with the Andreev approximation. They proposed an electron spin relaxation experiment to detect the Majorana nature of the surface bound states, whose details will be discussed in Sec. 9. To establish an experimental way to probe the Ising spin, Shindou et al. [67] examined the coupling of a spin-1/2 magnetic impurity to Majorana fermions bound at the edge of two-dimensional topological superconductors. Due to quantum dissipation from the Majorana Ising spin, the quantum impurity spin yields strongly anisotropic and singular magnetic response. Hence, the electron spin resonance may serve as a local probe for Majorana Ising spins.

Before closing this section, we would like to mention that additional discrete symmetries other than the hidden Z_2 symmetry may play a crucial role on the nontrivial topological properties of time-reversal invariant superconductors and superfluids. In the case of^3He-B, as shown in Eq. (78), the chiral operator Γ_1 is constructed from the hidden Z_2 symmetry T U_z (π) with the particle-hole symmetry. For time-reversal invariant superconductors, however, the hidden Z_2 symmetry may arise from other combinations such as T M where M denotes the mirror reflection operator. The role of mirror symmetry has been clarified in quasi-one-dimensional fermionic gases with a synthetic gauge field [52] and the E_{1u} scenario of the B-phase of the heavy-fermion superconductor UPt_3 [53]. The details will be discussed in Sec. 5.3. Recently, numerous works have extended the topological classification of bulk wave functions to include the point group symmetry and magnetic symmetry in topological insulators [213, 214, 215, 216, 217, 218, 219] and in topological superconductors [51, 56, 220, 221, 222, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227]. The topological classification enlarged from the Altland-Zirnbauer tenfold ways has been proposed in Refs. [50, 55, 57]. All these works have unveiled that such additional discrete symmetry enriches nontrivial topological properties and support the emergence of Majorana fermions in topological superconductors.

4. Jackiw-Rebbi index theorem and surface Andreev bound states

We have shown in the previous section that the topological nontriviality and existence of gapless quasiparticles bound to a surface and interface are closely linked to underlying discrete symmetries. In this section, we will describe the existence of gapless quasiparticle states in the surface of unconventional superconductors, by explicitly solving the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equation with the

CONTENTS 30

Andreev approximation. This will give an intuitive understanding for the existence of gapless bound states.

First, starting from the second quantized Hamiltonian for attractively interacting spin-^1_2 fermions, we derive the Bogoliubov-de Gennes equation and gap equation which gives a closed set for describing self-consistent quasiparticle structures in spatially inhomogeneous superconductors and superfluids. In Sec. 4.2, we demonstrate that the resultant Andreev equation for an unconventional superconductor with a specular surface can be mapped onto the one-dimensional Dirac equation with a mass domain wall. It is well known that the Dirac equation can be accompanied by the exact zeroenergy state as a consequence of the index theorem [73]. The index theorem indicates that the existence of the zero energy state localized at the domain wall is determined by the sign change of the mass domains. We extend the index theorem to the case of chiral superconductors with time-reversal symmetry breaking in Sec. 4.3 and to the time-reversal invariant superfluid^3He-B in Sec. 4.4, respectively. We reproduce the Majorana condition in Eq. (108) and Majorana Ising spin shown in Eq. (112).

4.1. Nambu-Gor’kov formalism

We start with the Hamiltonian for spin-^1_2 fermions interacting through an attractive interaction V^{c,d}_{a,b} (r_1, r_2) H = ∫ drψ^†_a(r)ε_{ab}(−i∇)ψ_b(r) + 1 2 ∫ dr_1 ∫ dr_2V^{c,d}_{a,b} (r_1, r_2)ψ^†_a(r_1)ψ^†_b (r_2)ψ_c(r_2)ψ_d(r_1). (113)

where ε_{ab}(−i∇) is a single-particle Hamiltonian density in the coordinate space which in general contains external potentials. The fermion field operator with spin a =↑, ↓, ψ_a(r), must obey the anti-commutation relations, {ψ_a(r_1), ψ^†_b (r_2)} = δ_{ab}δ(r_{12}) and {ψ_a(r_1), ψ_b(r_2)} = {ψ^†_a(r_1), ψ^†_b (r_2)} = 0, where r_{12} = r_1 − r_2 is the relative coordinate. The interaction potential is parameterized as V^{c,d}_{a,b} (r_1, r_2) = V_1(r_{12})δ_{a,d}δ_{b,c} + V_2(r_{12})σ_{ad} · σ_{bc}, which is invariant under the spin space rotation SO(3)_S . It is now convenient to introduce the projection operators onto the spinsinglet and -triplet pairing states, P_s and P_t. Using the projection operators, the interaction potential is recast into

V^{c,d}_{a,b} (r_1, r_2) = V_s(r_{12})P_s + V_t(r_{12})P_t, (114)

where V_s ≡ V_1 −^3_4 V_2 and V_t ≡ V_1 +^1_4 V_2 are the interaction potentials in spin-singlet and -triplet channels.

All the information on superfluid phases in equilibrium at a finite temperature T are contained by the Matsubara Green’s functions defined as

G(x_1, x_2) = ( G(x_1, x_2) F(x_1, x_2) F̄(x_1, x_2) Ḡ(x_1, x_2) )

= − ⟨⟨T_τ [Ψ(x_1)Ψ̄(x_2)]⟩⟩. (115)

We here set x_j ≡ (τ_j , r_j ) and ⟨⟨· · ·⟩⟩ ≡ Tr[e^{(Ω−H)/T} · · ·] with the thermodynamic potential Ω. We have introduced the field operator in Nambu space as Ψ = (ψ_↑, ψ_↓, ψ^†_↑, ψ^†_↓)^T, where Ψ̄ = Ψ^†(r, −τ). The Matsubara Green’s functions are governed by the Nambu-Gor’kov equation derived from the Kadanoff-Baym conserving

CONTENTS 31

approximation [119, 228, 229] as ∫ dx_3 [ G^{−1}_0 (x_1, x_3) − Σ(x_1, x_3) ] G(x_3, x_2) = δ(x_1 − x_2). (116)

The 4 × 4 matrix form of the bare Green’s function G^{−1}_0 in Eq. (116) is given as G^{−1}_0 (x_1, x_2) ≡ δ(x_{12})[−∂_{τ2} − ε(−i∇_2)], where ε ≡ diag(ε, −ε^∗). The Φ-functional generates the perturbation expansion for the skelton self-energy diagrams,

Σ[G] = 2 δΦ[G] δG^T . (117)

The Luttinger-Ward thermodynamic potential Ω[G] is obtained as a functional of G as [230]

Ω[G] = − 1 2 Sp [ ln(−G^{−1}_0 + Σ) + Σ G ] + Φ[G], (118)

where Sp · · · ≡ ∫ dx_1 ∫ dx_2Tr · · ·. Below, we expand G by the Matsubara frequency ω_n = (2n + 1)πT as G(x_1, x_2) = T ∑ n G(r_1, r_2; ω_n)e^{−iωnτ12} .

Now we show that the Gor’kov equation is reduced to the Bogoliubov-de Gennes (BdG) equation, ∫ dr_2H(r_1, r_2)φ_i(r_2) = E_iφ_i(r_1), (119)

where H is a 4×4 matrix in Nambu space, H(r_1, r_2) = δ(r_{12})ε(−i∇_2) + Σ(r_1, r_2). Here we have omitted the diagonal part of the self-energy matrix. The four-component eigenvector φ_i(r) fulfills the orthonormal condition, ∫ φ^†_i (r)φ_j (r)dr = δ_{i,j} . We first note that the BdG Hamiltonian in the coordinate space is particle-hole symmetric, CH(r_1, r_2)C^{−1} = −H(r_1, r_2), as shown in Eq. (27). The particle-hole symmetry of the BdG Hamiltonian ensures that the positive energy solution φ_E (r) is associated with the negative energy solution φ_{−E} (r) = Cφ_E (r). Therefore, the following 4 × 4 unitary matrix u_i ≡ [φ^{(1)}_i , φ^{(2)}_i , Cφ^{(1)}_i , Cφ^{(2)}_i ] diagonalizes the BdG Hamiltonian as ∫ dr_1 ∫ dr_2u^†_i (r_1)H(r_1, r_2)u_i(r_2) = E_i, with E_i ≡ diag(E^{(1)}_i , E^{(2)}_i , −E^{(1)}_i , −E^{(2)}_i ).

The unitary matrix u_n(r) satisfies the orthonormal and completeness conditions, ∫ u^†_i (r)u_j (r)dr = δ_{i,j} and ∑ i u_i(r_1)u^†_i (r_2) = δ(r_{12}).

By using the unitary matrix u_i, the solution of the Gor’kov equation (116) is obtained as,

G(r_1, r_2; ω_n) = ∑ i u_i(r_1) (iω_nτ_0 − E_i)^{−1} u^†_i (r_2), (120)

which can be recast into

G(r_1, r_2; ω_n) = ∑ E_i >0 [ φ_i(r_1)φ^†_i (r_2) iω_n − E_i + Cφ_i(r_1)φ^†_i (r_2)C^{−1} iω_n + E_i ] . (121)

The pair potentials Δ_{ab} are defined by the anomalous part of the Green’s functions as

Δ_{ab}(r_1, r_2) = lim_{η→0} T ∑ n V^{c,d}_{a,b} (r_{12})F_{cd}(r_2, r_1; ω_n)e^{−iωnη}. (122)

From Eq. (121), the sum over the Matsubara frequency results in the Fermi distribution function f(x) ≡ 1/(e^{x/T} + 1). The BdG equation Eq.(119) and the gap equation (122) offers a self-consistent framework for describing superfluid phases in equilibrium.

CONTENTS 32

Figure 5. Geometry of specular reflections at the surface of chiral ℓ-wave superconductors. We also depict the phase profile of chiral p-wave pairing in the momentum space.

4.2. Jackiw-Rebbi index theorem

Let us consider a simple form of the single-particle Hamiltonian density with an effective mass M^∗, which is given as ε(−i∇) = −^1_{2M ∗} ∇^2 −E_F. Following the Andreev approximation [231], we decompose the quasiparticle wavefunction φ_i(r) to the slowly varying part φ̃ and the rapid oscillation part with the Fermi wave length k^{−1}_F ,

φ_i(r) = ∑ α=± C_αφ̃_α(r)e^{ikα ·r}, (123) where k_α =k_F(cos ϕ_k sin θ_k, α sin ϕ_k sin θ_k, cos θ_k) denotes the momentum of incoming (α = +) and outgoing (α = −) quasiparticles (Fig. 5). The normalization condition is imposed on φ̃_α(r) as ∑ α ∫ drφ̃^†_α(r)φ̃_α(r) = 1. The rigid boundary condition at r = R, φ(R) = 0, leads to C_+ = −C_− and the continuity condition φ̃_+(R) = φ̃_−(R), where R = (R_x, 0, R_z) is the coordinate on the surface. This Andreev approximation holds within the weak-coupling regime, k_Fξ = 2E_F/Δ_0 ≫ 1. Substituting Eq. (123) into the BdG equation (119), one obtains the Andreev equation for φ̃_α(r) as [ −iv_F(k̂_α) · ∇τ_z + v + Δ(k̂_α, r) ] φ̃_α(r) = Eφ̃_α(r), (124)

with k̂_α ≡ k_α/|k_α|. The Fourier transformed form of the pair potential with respect to the relative coordinate r_{12} ≡ r_1 − r_2 is given as Δ(k, r) = ∫ dr_{12}e^{−ik·r12} Δ(r_1, r_2), where the momentum dependence of the pair potential is dominated by the Fermi momentum, that is, k ≈ k_F ≡ k_Fk̂ and Δ(k, r) ≈ Δ(k̂, r). Here, we have introduced the 4 × 4 matrix form of the pair potential,

Δ(k̂, r) = (^ 0 Δ(k̂, r) −Δ^∗(−k̂, r) ^0 ) . (125)

Before going into the detailed analysis of the Andreev equation for unconventional superconductors, let us first mention a generic consequence arising from the topological structure of Δ(k̂, r). To clarify this, we reduce Eq. (124) to a minimal situation, that is, the spatially one-dimensional system along the ŷ-axis with a spin-singlet s-wave pairing Δ(k̂, r)=Δ(y)iσ_y. Then, the Andreev equation (124) is recast into

[−iv_F∂_yτ_x + Δ(y)τ_z ] φ̃(y) = Eφ̃(y), (126)

where we assume Δ(y) ∈ R and carry out the unitary transformation Uτ_xU^† = τ_z and Uτ_z U^† = τ_x. For simplicity, we omit the spin degrees of freedom. Hence, the onedimensional Andreev equation is equivalent to the one-dimensional Dirac equation with a spatially inhomogeneous mass Δ(y). This serves as an effective model to

CONTENTS 33

study the low-energy quasiparticle structure of unconventional superconductors and superfluids with a specular surface, interface, and a quantized vortex.

Let us first consider fermionic excitations in a single domain wall of an s-wave superconductor, which offers an exactly solvable model of the BdG equation [99]. We first note that the Dirac equation (126) can be recast into (−iv_F∂_y ± iΔ)f_± = Ef_± with (f_+, f_−)^T = T φ̃ by making the unitary transformation T = (τ_y + τ_z )/ √ 2. Then, by multiplying it by (−iv_F∂_y ∓ iΔ), the equation for the wavefunction f_± is reduced to the Schrödinger-type equation, [ v^2_F d^2 dy^2 + E^2 − Δ^2(y) ± v_F dΔ(y) dy ] f_±(y) = Ef_±(y). (127)

The pair potential describing the domain wall structure is given by

Δ(y) = Δ_0 tanh ( y ξ ) , (128)

where we set ξ = aξ_0 with the superconducting coherence length ξ_0 = v_F/Δ_0 and a is the parameter self-consistently determined with the gap equation. Then, Eq. (127) with Eq. (128) is solvable with the help of the hypergeometric function. The bound state energy with |E_n| < Δ_0 is then obtained as

E_n =

0 for n = 0 and ∀a

±Δ_0 √ n a ( 2 − n a ) for n = 1, 2, · · · < a . (129)

The wavefunction of the zero energy state is given by

f_+(y) = N [cosh(y/ξ)]^a

, f_−(y) = 0, (130)

where N is the normalization constant. Therefore, there always exists a single zero energy state that is bound to a domain wall within the length scale of ξ_0.

Jackiw and Rebbi [73] clarified the topologically nontrivial structure of the onedimensional Dirac equation (126), which offers a generalization of the argument based on the kink solution with Eq. (128). The consequence is that at least, one zero energy solution exists when the mass term Δ(y) changes its sign. To clarify this, we concentrate our attention to a zero energy solution with E = 0. Then, the eigenfunction of the zero energy state is obtained by integrating Eq. (126) as

φ̃(y) = N exp ( − 1 v_F ∫_y 0 Δ(y^′)dy^′ ) ( 1 i ) , (131)

where N is a normalization constant. By assuming that the mass term approaches a uniform value in the limit of y → ±∞, it is obvious that one of the zero energy solutions is normalizable only when the mass term changes its sign at y → ±∞ as sgn lim y→+∞ Δ(y) lim y→−∞ Δ(y)

= −1. (132)

Hence, the existence of the zero energy solutions in the BdG equation is determined only by the sign change of the pair potential at y → ±∞ and is independent of the detailed structure of the interface.

Equation (126) self-consistently coupled to the gap equation gives an effective theory for describing low-lying electronic states in the one-dimensional Peierls

CONTENTS 34

system [96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101], spin density waves [102], the spin-Peierls system [103], the stripes in high-T_c cuprates [104], superconducting junction systems [78], and Fulde- Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov states [92, 93]. Indeed, the kink solution with Eq. (128) offers a prototype to determine the boundary between a spatially uniform ordered state and spatially modulated ordered state, such as the phase transition from the BCS state to Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov state in a Pauli-limited superconductor. Using the hypergeometric function, Nakahara [232] derived the dispersion and wave functions of quasiparticles that are bound to the chiral domain wall of the superfluid^3He-A film, where each domain has different chirality. The self-consistent pair potential is well described with the the kink potential in Eq. (128). In addition, note that low-lying quasiparticles bound at a quantized vortex of superconductors also share a common physics, because the low-energy theory can be mapped onto the one-dimensional Dirac or Majorana equation [86].

The counterpart of spatially inhomogeneous fermionic condensates in the quantum field theory corresponds to the Gross-Neveu model [233] and Nambu- Jona-Lasinio model [234] which effectively describes dynamical chiral symmetry breaking [235]. Recently, the general solutions in Eq. (126) have been proposed by using a technique of the Ablowitz-Kaup-Newell-Segur hierarchy well-known in integrable systems [236]. These include a single-kink state [77, 237, 238], multiple kinks (kink-anti-kink and kink-polaron states) [268, 240, 241, 242], and complex kinks and their crystalline states [243, 244, 245, 246] as well as a single kink solution in Eq. (128).

4.3. Index theorem for chiral ℓ-wave pairing states

Let us now apply the index theorem to the surface Andreev bound state in a chiral ℓ-wave pairing state,

Δ(k̂, r) = D(θ_k) ( k̂_x + isgn(ℓ)k̂_y )_{|ℓ|} , (133)

where D(θ_k) is supposed to be an arbitrary form of the pair potential depending on θ_k and θ_k is defined in Eq. (123). Specifically let us set the specular wall at y =0 and suppose the x- and z-axis to be parallel to the wall. For simplicity, we also do not take account of spin degrees of freedom, that is, a S_z-preserving chiral ℓ-wave pairing state. Then, the Andreev equation (124) reduces to [ −iαv_F sinϕ_k sinθ_k∂_yσ_z + D̃(θ_k)σ_xe^{−iαℓϕk σz} ] φ̃_α(y) = Eφ̃_α(y),(134)

where D̃(θ_k) ≡ D(θ_k, y)(sin θ_k)^{|ℓ|}.

The chiral pairing spontaneously breaks the time-reversal symmetry. The topologically nontrivial properties are characterized by the first Chern number, which is nonzero for |k_z | < k_F in chiral ℓ-wave superconductors. This ensures the existence of the flat band zero energy states, forming the topologically protected Fermi arc extending in the k_z direction..

Following the procedure in Refs. [90, 71], we introduce the following coordinate ỹ_±, corresponding the distance along the classical trajectory: ỹ_α ≡ α^y_{vF sin ϕk sin θk} = y v_F sin(αϕ_k) sin θ_k . Now, let us introduce the new axis ỹ+ → ρ > 0 and −ỹ− → ρ < 0.

Using this new axis, the Andreev equation (134) reduces to the one-dimensional Dirac (or Majorana) equation with a mass domain wall [ −i∂_ρσ_z + D̃(θ_k, ρ)σ_xe^{−iσz ϑ(ρ)} ] ψ(ρ) = Eψ(ρ), (135)

CONTENTS 35

where ψ(ρ) = φ̃_+(ρ) for ρ>0 and ψ(ρ) = φ̃_−(ρ) for ρ<0. The phase ϑ(ρ) is given as ϑ(ρ) = ϕ_R ≡ ℓϕ_k for ρ > 0 and ϑ(ρ) = ϕ_L ≡ −ℓϕ_k for ρ < 0, where ϕ_L − ϕ_R ∈ [0, 2π] is required.

According to the Jackiw-Rebbi’s index theorem [73], the one-dimensional Dirac equation has a zero energy eigenstate when the mass domain wall has phase jump of (2n − 1)π, where n ∈ Z. Since the Andreev equation has the phase jump 2ℓϕ_k at the surface (ρ = 0), the Jackiw-Rebbi’s index theorem ensures that the zero energy solution appears at ϕ_{k,n} = ( n −^1_2 )_π |ℓ| ∈ [0, π]. As a result, the chiral ℓ-wave pairing state has |ℓ| gapless points at

k̂_x = sinθ_k cos [( n − 1 2 ) π |ℓ| ] , (136)

where n ∈ N satisfies n = 1, 2, · · · , |ℓ|. This is a generic consequence of the Andreev equation for chiral ℓ-wave superconductors.

For spatially uniform pair potential D(k̂, y) = D(k̂), Eq. (135) gives E_{surf} (k_x, k_y) = D̃(θ) cos[(ϕ_L −ϕ_R)/2], which determines the dispersion of the Andreev bound state [71, 90]. For example, in the case of the ℓ = 2 pairing state, that is, the chiral d-wave pairing state, one finds that ϕ_R = 2ϕ_k and ϕ_L = 2π − 2ϕ_k for ϕ_k ∈ [0, π/2] and ϕ_L = 4π − 2ϕ_k for ϕ_k ∈ [π/2, π], respectively. Thus, the dispersion of the surface Andreev bound state in a chiral d-wave superconductor is

E_{surf} (k_x, k_y) = −sgn(k_x) |D(θ_k)| k^2_F ( 2k^2_x − k^2_F sin^2 θ_k ) . (137)

The dispersion of the surface Andreev bound states in chiral p-wave (ℓ = 1) and d-wave (ℓ = 2) superconductors, E_{surf} (k_x, k_z = 0), is plotted in Fig. 6(a) and (c), respectively. Because of time-reversal symmetry breaking, the dispersion can be asymmetric in k_x, i.e., E_{surf} (k_x) = −E_{surf} (−k_x). Note that as shown in Fig. 6(b) and (d), the Fermi arc appears in the momentum space (k_x, k_z ) parallel to the surface, where the zero energy flat band is terminated at the projection of two point nodes at k_x = 0 and k_z = ±k_F. Since the negative energy part of the branch is occupied in the ground state, the surface Andreev bound states carry the spontaneous mass current in equilibrium [90, 121, 202, 247, 248].

4.4. Surface Majorana fermions and Ising spins in superfluid^3He-B

We now extend the results in Sec. 4.3 to the surface Andreev bound states in the Bphase of superfluid^3He confined in a slab geometry. In accordance with the topological argument in Sec. 3, the time-reversal symmetry ensures the existence of zero energy states that are bound to the surface of^3He-B. By explicitly solving the BdG equation with the Andreev approximation, we demonstrate that there exist gapless bound states. We also reproduce that the resultant gapless states shows the Majorana Ising nature.

Let us now solve the Andreev equation (124) for the B-phase with a specular surface in the absence of a Zeeman field. As discussed in Sec. 2.3, confinement explicitly breaks the three-dimensional rotation symmetry. The resultant pair potential in this restricted geometry is expressed in Eq. (41) with Eq. (42), which is SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetric. It is convenient to introduce the unitary matrix defined as S_{ϕk} ≡ (σ_x + σ_z )e^{iϑσz} / √ 2 with ϑ =^{ϕk}_2 −^π_4 . Combining this with the SU(2) spin rotation U(n̂, φ), one finds that the B-phase pair potential can be transformed into

CONTENTS 36

Figure 6. Dispersions of the surface Andreev bound states at k_z = 0, E_{surf} (k_x, k_z = 0), for ℓ = 1 (a) and ℓ = 2 (c). Fermi arcs for ℓ = 1 (b) and ℓ = 2 (d) which are defined as (k_x, k_z ) satisfying E_{surf} (k_x, k_z ) = 0. The filled circles in (b) and (c) depict the point nodes.

the diagonal representation, Δ(k̂, r) = U(n̂, φ)Δ_0(k̂, r)U^T(n̂, φ) = U(n̂, φ)S_{ϕk} ( Δ_+(k̂, r) 0 0 Δ_−(k̂, r) ) S^T_{ϕk} U^T(n̂, φ). (138)

The resultant pair potentials, Δ_±, behave as chiral p-wave pairing in each sector, Δ_±(k̂, r) = ±Δ_⊥(r) cos θ_k + iΔ_‖(r) sin θ_k, (139) where we set k_F = k_F(cosϕ_k sinθ_k, sinϕ_k sinθ_k, cos_kθ_k). This reveals that the unitary transformation maps the B-phase order parameter onto two subsectors with different chirality. Hence, the Andreev equation (124) in the absence of a magnetic field reduces to that for spinless chiral p-wave superconductors [71, 90].

Without loss of generality, we set the specular surface to be normal to the ẑaxis. We also suppose the spatially uniform isotropic energy gap Δ_‖ = Δ_⊥ ≡ Δ_0. In accordance with the consequence of the index theorem in Sec. 4.3, then, the bound state solution with |E(k_‖)| ≤ Δ_0 has the energy dispersion linear in the momentum k_‖ =(k_x, k_y) as

E_0(k_‖) = ±

Δ_0 k_F |k_‖|. (140) This expression is independent of the orientation of n̂ and the angle φ. The corresponding wavefunctions for the quasiparticles bound at z =0 are given by φ^{(+)}_{0,k‖} (r) = N_ke^{ik‖·r‖} f(k_⊥, z)U(n̂, φ) ( Φ_+ − e^{iϕk} Φ_− ) , (141)

where N_k is the normalization constant and U ≡ diag(U, U^∗). The wavefunction φ^{(+)}_{0,k‖} corresponds to the positive energy solution of E_0(k_‖) and φ^{(−)}_{0,k‖} is the negative

CONTENTS 37

branch. The particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27) ensures the one-to-one correspondence between the two branches of the energy eigenstates through φ^{(−)}_{0,k‖} (r) = Cφ^{(+)}_{0,−k‖} (r). In Eq. (141), we also set f(k_⊥, z) = sin (k_⊥z) e^{−z/ξ} with k^2_⊥ ≡ k^2_F − k^2_‖. The spinors, Φ_+ ≡ (1, 0, 0, −i)^T and Φ_− ≡ (0, i, 1, 0)^T, are the eigenvectors of the spin operator S_z ≡^1_2 diag(σ_z , −σ^T_z ) in the Nambu space,

S_zΦ_± = ± 1 2 Φ_±. (142)

The quantized field Ψ = (ψ_↑, ψ_↓, ψ^†_↑, ψ^†_↓)^T in spin-triplet superfluids can be expanded in terms of the positive energy states of the surface Andreev bound states with E_{surf} (k_‖) ≥ 0 and φ_{k‖} (r) in addition to continuum states. For low temperature regimes T ≪ Δ_0, the field operator can be constructed from the contributions of only the surface Andreev bound states as

Ψ(r) = ∑ k_‖ [ φ^{(+)}_{0,k‖} (r)η_{k‖} + Cφ^{(+)}_{0,k‖} (r)η^†_{k‖} ] + (E > Δ_0), (143)

where η_{k‖} and η^†_{k‖} denote the Bogoliubov quasiparticle operators obeying the anti-

commutation relations, {η_k, η^†_k′ } = δ_{k,k}′ and {η_k, η_k′ } = {η^†_k, η^†_k′ } = 0. Substituting Eq. (141) into the expansion form of Ψ, the quantized field operator contributed from the surface Andreev bound states is recast into Ψ(r) ≈ ∑ k_‖ φ (+) 0,k_‖ (r)[ηk‖ − e^{−iϕk} e^{−2ik‖·r‖} η^†_{k‖} ]. This reproduce the Majorana Ising condition in Eq. (108) ( ψ_↑(r) ψ_↓(r) ) = iσ_μR_{μz}(n̂, φ) ( ψ^†_↓(r) −ψ^†_↑(r) ) . (144)

Hence, the Majorana fields constructed from the surface Andreev bound states reproduce the Ising spin property and the surface bound states are not coupled to the local density operators, as discussed in Eqs. (111) and (112). Using Eq. (144), the dynamical spin susceptibility is obtained as

χ_{μν} (r_1, r_2; ω) = χ^M_{zz}(r_1, r_2; ω)R_{μz} (n̂, φ)R_{νz} (n̂, φ). (145)

Therefore, it originates from Majorana Ising spins S^M_z (r) and χ^{(M)}_{zz} (r_1, r_2; ω) ≡ ⟨S^M_z (r_1)S^M_z (r_2)⟩_ω with the SO(3) rotation R_{μν} (n̂, φ). The property of χ^{(M)}zz (r_1, r_2; ω) was discussed in Refs. [65, 69] and the further details will be discussed in Sec. 9.

We emphasize that, in the absence of a magnetic field, the whole branch of the surface Andreev bound states can retain the Ising spin character, contrary to the argument based on the chiral symmetry. The Majorana nature of the whole branch is a consequence of the Andreev approximation, and the approximated Majorana nature of the whole branch may enable to realize the macroscopic Ising-like spin correlation.

Whereas the gapless spectrum of the surface Andreev bound states is protected by the nontrivial topological invariant defined in the bulk region of the B-phase [34, 37, 49], if two specular surfaces at z = 0 and D get close to each other, the interference between surface Majorana cones distorts the surface cone spectrum in Eq. (140). Then, the hybridization of two surface states exponentially splits the zero energy state at |k_‖| = 0 with quantum oscillation on the scale of k^{−1}_F as δE(k_‖ = 0) ∼ e^{−D/ξ} sin(k_FD) [249, 250, 251, 252]. The numerical calculation based on the quasiclassical theory confirmed the appearance of a mini-gap generated by the hybridization of two surface states in^3He-B confined in a slab geometry, where^3He

CONTENTS 38

is confined in two directions [144]. For^3He confined in one direction, i.e., in parallel plates, however, no finite excitation gap is generated by the hybridization even for strong confinement [170].

In addition to the splitting due to the quasiparticle tunneling, the finite size of the system with the thickness D = O(ξ) gives rise to the pair breaking effect, which may also cause a change of the gapless spectrum. The distortion of the gapless Majorana cone due to the quasiparticle tunneling and pair breaking effect may break the Majorana Ising nature of the surface bound states.

5. Symmetry protected topological phase and topological quantum critical point in^3He-B under a magnetic field

In the previous section, having explicitly solved the Andreev equation, we have shown that the B-phase of superfluid^3He is accompanied by gapless quasiparticle states localized at the surface within the superfluid coherence length ξ_0. The surface bound states behave as a Majorana fermion that is a particle equivalent to its own antiparticle. As shown in Eqs. (111) and (112), the surface Majorana fermion yields the Ising spin, which indicates that the surface states are coupled to only a particular direction of applied magnetic fields. It has been clarified in Sec. 3 that the Majorana Ising character is a consequence of a hidden Z_2 symmetry.

We here consider the topological superfluidity of^3He-B confined in a slab geometry under a magnetic field. See Fig. 3. As shown in Eqs. (58) and (59), the hidden Z_2 symmetry may survive in a slab even if the time-reversal symmetry is explicitly broken. Hence, we extend our argument based on the topology in Sec. 3 and the Andreev equation in Sec. 4 in the case with a finite magnetic field.

5.1. The hidden discrete symmetry and topological invariant

Now let us consider^3He-B under a finite magnetic field H. We also suppose that the liquid^3He is confined in a slab geometry, where the n̂-vector and φ are spatially uniform. We first would like to mention that Eq. (112) gives an intuitive interpretation of the quantity ℓ̂_z which is directly linked to the breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry. The orientation of an applied magnetic field is denoted by ĥ_ν = H_ν /H. Then, it turns out that the ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) describes the projection of the Majorana Ising spin S(r) in Eq. (112) onto the orientation of the applied magnetic field H as

ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = ĥ · S(r) |S(r)| . (146)

Figure 7(a) depicts the schematic picture for S, H, and ℓ̂_z. For ℓ̂_z =0, the Majorana Ising spin S is perpendicular to the applied magnetic field, which implies that the SABS does not contribute to the magnetic response. However, the surface bound states may be responsible to H when ℓ̂_z ≠0.

To explicitly solve the Andreev equation in the presence of a magnetic field, let us suppose the wavefunction to be φ_{k‖} (r) = a_+φ^{(+)}_{0,k‖} (r) + a_−φ^{(−)}_{0,k‖} (r), where φ^{(±)}_{0,k‖} are the wave functions of the positive and negative energy states and their corresponding energies are given by ±|E_0(k_‖)| in Eq. (140). The normalization condition for φ_{k‖} (r) requires |a_+|^2 + |a_−|^2 = 1. The coefficients a_± and energy E(k_‖) are determined by

CONTENTS 39

Figure 7. (a) Relation between ℓ̂_z and the orientation of d(0, 0, k_z ) for an arbitrary (n̂, φ) at the surface. (b) Schematic phase diagram of^3He-B under a parallel magnetic field, where H involves the topological phase transition with spontaneous symmetry breaking. In (b), the panels show the momentum-resolved surface density of states, N (k̂, z; E) for ℓ̂_z = 0 and ℓ̂ ≠ 0. The definition of N (k̂, z; E) is given in Eq. (228).

solving the eigenvalue equation ( |E_0| e^{−iϕk} γ_z e^{iϕk} γ_z −|E_0| ) ( a_+ a_− ) = E ( a_+ a_− ) , (147)

where γ_z ≡ μ_nH_μR_{μz} (n̂, φ) denotes the gap of the surface cone. The wave function of the negative energy branch is obtained from Eq. (141) with the particle-hole symmetry, φ^{(−)}_{0,k‖} = Cφ^{(+)}_{0,−k‖} , as φ^{(−)}_{0,k‖} (r) = N_ke^{ik‖·r‖} f(k_⊥, z)U(n̂, φ) ( Φ_− + e^{iϕk} Φ_+ ) . The offdiagonal term in Eq. (147), e^{iϕk} γ_z, results from Eq. (142) that the spinors Φ_± are the eigenstates of S_z, implying that Φ^†_±S_μΦ_± = ±δ_{μ,z}. The dispersion of the surface bound state is given by diagonalizing the matrix as

E(k_‖) = ± √ | E_0(k_‖) |_2 + | |μ_nHℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) | |^2. (148)

The resulting dispersion in Eq. (148) implies that the energy gap of the surface state depends on the ℓ̂-vector as min |E(k_‖)| = μ_nH|ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ)|. For ℓ̂_z = 0, as we showed in Eq. (148), the surface bound state remains gapless even in the presence of a magnetic field, which is responsible for the Ising nature of the Majorana cone. In particular, the case of n̂ = ẑ always yields ℓ̂_z = 0, which leads to consistent results to the previous works [41, 65, 66, 67]. For ℓ̂_z ≠ 0, however, an arbitrary orientation of the magnetic field opens a finite energy gap and the Majorana Ising nature of the surface bound states disappears [68]. From topological point of view, the former behavior might seem to be a puzzle: Because the magnetic field breaks the time-reversal invariance, topological protection as a time-reversal invariant topological superfluid does not work any more. Nevertheless, as discussed in Sec. 2.4, the B-phase still retains the hidden Z_2 symmetry which protects the topologically nontrivial phase in the presence of a magnetic field.

Confinement, magnetic Zeeman field, and dipole interaction explicitly break the continuous rotational symmetry in both spin and coordinate spaces. The group symmetry subject to the confined^3He under a magnetic field is composed of the hidden Z_2 symmetry, U(1) gauge symmetry, and the particle-hole symmetry, G_{slab,H,D} = Z_2 × U(1)_ϕ × C. (149)

CONTENTS 40

There are two possible subgroups of G_{slab,H,D} relevant to the superfluid^3He-B, H_I ∈ G_{slab,H,D} and H_{II} ⊂ G_{slab,H,D}, which indicates that there exists two different phases in a confined^3He-B under a magnetic field, depending on ℓ̂_z. The Z_2 symmetric phase that holds H_I is realized when ℓ̂_z = 0,

H_I = Z_2 × C. (150)

Once ℓ̂_z becomes nonzero, however, the hidden Z_2 symmetry is broken spontaneously and the remaining symmetry is

H_{II} = C. (151)

Similarly with Eq. (59), the Z_2 symmetry of the microscopic Hamiltonian is expressed as T U(π)H(k) [T U(π)]^{−1} = H(k) − γHℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) ( σ̃_z 0 0 −σ̃^∗_z ) . (152)

Remarkably, one can introduce a topological invariant if the discrete symmetry is not spontaneously broken, that is, the case of ℓ̂_z = 0. Combining it with the particle-hole symmetry of the BdG Hamiltonian, one obtains the relation Γ_1H(k_x, k_y, k_z )Γ^{−1}_1 = −H(−k_x, −k_y, k_z ) with Γ_1 = CT U_z(π). Hence, the so-called chiral symmetry is preserved in the confined^3He-B under a magnetic field as

{Γ_1, H(0, 0, k_z)} = 0. (153)

Following Refs. [38, 129], one can introduce the one-dimensional winding number as w = − 1 4πi ∫_∞ −∞ dk_z tr[Γ_1H^{−1}(k)∂_{kz} H(k)] | |_{k‖=0} , (154)

which are evaluated as w = 2 for γH < E_F (Δ_⊥ > 0). The bulk-edge correspondence shown in Sec. 3.3 implies that in the case of ℓ̂_z = 0, the surface bound state remains gapless as E(k_‖) = 0 at k_‖ = 0 even in the presence of the magnetic field. Hence, the chiral symmetry and the bulk-edge correspondence still bring the physical consequence that the gapless bound states yields the Ising anisotropic magnetic response.

Since the topological invariant w requires the hidden Z_2 symmetry to be preserved, the winding number is ill-defined in the Z_2 symmetry breaking phase. Therefore, the “order parameter” ℓ̂_z of the hidden Z_2 symmetry also characterizes a topological phase transition at which w becomes ill-defined. In other words, there may exist a quantum critical point in^3He confined in a slab at which the topological phase transition occurs together with spontaneous symmetry breaking. At the quantum critical point H^∗, the topologically nontrivial properties of^3He-B can be changed by the spontaneous symmetry breaking without closing the bulk excitation gap.

The order parameter ℓ̂_z for the hidden Z_2 symmetry must be determined by minimizing the thermodynamic potential in the equilibrium. In Sec. 8, we will clarify that the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction arising from the magnetic moment of^3He nuclei is indispensable for the thermodynamic stability of the symmetry protected topological phase and the quantum critical point H^∗ is quantitatively obtained from microscopic calculation. As a result, a magnetic field can drive the topological phase transition concomitant with the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry, as shown in Fig. 7(b).

CONTENTS 41

5.2. Topology of surface Majorana fermions

Once the order parameter ℓ̂_z becomes finite, the topological invariant is ill-defined in the B-phase, implying that surface Majorana fermions acquire an effective mass associated with the Zeeman energy. The gapped Majorana fermions, however, have their own nontrivial topology. To see this, we first introduce the effective Hamiltonian of the surface states introduced in Eq. (75), which can be extended to contain the mass term associated with the magnetic Zeeman energy as

H_{surf} = ∑ k_‖ ψ^T_M(−k_‖) [ c ( k_‖ × σ ) · ẑ + M(n̂, φ)σ_z ] ψ_M(k_‖), (155)

where c = Δ_0/k_F. The Majorana field ψ_M is associated with the original quantized field for surface states, ψ, as

ψ(k) ≡ U(n̂, φ)ψ_M(k), (156)

which obeys {ψ_a, ψ_b} = δ_{ab}. The effective mass of the surface Majorana fermion, M, is determined by the single parameter ℓ̂_z as M(n̂, φ) = γH 2 ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ). (157)

The equation of motion for the surface Majorana fermions ψ_M(x) is governed by the 2 + 1-dimensional Majorana equation,

(−iγ^μ∂_μ + M) ψ_M(x) = 0, (158)

where we replace (k_x, k_y) to (−i∂_x, −i∂_y) and set x ≡ (r, t). Without loss of generality, we set M/c → M. The γ-matrix is introduced as (γ^0, γ^1, γ^2) = (σ_z , iσ_x, iσ_y), which satisfies {γ^μ, γ^ν } = 2g^{μν} with the metric g^{μν} = g_{μν} = diag(+1, −1, −1) (μ, ν = 0, 1, 2). The effective action for the 2 + 1-dimensional Majorana equation (158) is given as

S_{surf} = ∫ dx^3ψ̄_M(x) (−iγ^μ∂_μ + M) ψ_M(x). (159)

As shown in Eq. (157), the effective mass M is parameterized with ℓ̂_z that is the order parameter associated with the hidden Z_2 symmetry breaking. At the quantum critical point H^∗, the quantum fluctuation of the order parameter êll_z may be enhanced. Grover et al. [72] proposed the 2 + 1-dimensional effective action that describes the Majorana fermion coupled to the Ising field. They found the emergence of supersymmetry (SUSY) at the quantum critical point H^∗. In contrast to previous works [253, 254, 255, 256, 257] that the emergence of SUSY requires the fine-tuning of two or more parameters, the terms that break SUSY become irrelevant at the critical point and SUSY emerges without enforcing the conditions microscopically.

For ℓ̂_z ≠ 0, the Majorana cone in Eq. (155) has a finite energy gap. In the the effective Hamiltonian of such a quasi-two-dimensional system, the topological invariant can be introduced as [15]

N_2 = 1 4π^2 ∫ dk_‖ ∫ dωtr [ G∂_{kx} G^{−1}G∂_{ky} G^{−1}G∂_ωG^{−1} ] . (160)

Here, the Green’s function of the surface Majorana fermion is defined as G^{−1} ≡ iω − H_{surf} (k_‖), where H_{surf} (k_‖)≡c(k_‖ × σ) · ẑ + Mσ_z.

To evaluate N_2, we note that the eigenstates of the effective Hamiltonian in Eq. (155) can be expressed as spinor coordinates of a sphere S^2, when the timereversal symmetry is absent, corresponding to the case of ℓ̂_z ≠ 0. The S^2 sphere of

CONTENTS 42

the Hilbert space can be parameterized using the three-dimensional unit vector m̂(k_‖) as H_{surf} (k_‖) = |E(k_‖)|σ · m̂(k_‖). (161)

The unit vector m̂(k_‖) points to m̂ = (0, 0, sgn(ℓ̂_z )) for k_‖ = 0, while m̂ = (cos ϕ_m, sin ϕ_m, 0) for |k_‖| → ∞. Hence, the eigenfunction of H_{surf} (k_‖) gives a mapping from the two-dimensional momentum space to the upper or lower half of S^2. The unit vector covers the upper (lower) half of the Bloch sphere for ℓ̂_z > 0 (for ℓ̂_z < 0), which implies that the effective Hamiltonian intrinsically has the half-skyrmion or meron texture in the two-dimensional momentum space. The topologically nontrivial texture in the momentum space is characterized by the two-dimensional winding number

w_{2d} = 1 4π ∫ dk_x ∫ dk_ym̂ · ( ∂m̂ ∂k_x × ∂m̂ ∂k_y ) . (162)

It turns out that this winding number is equivalent to the topological invariant introduced in Eq. (160) and thus, the topological invariant is estimated for the massive Majorana fermion bound at the surface of^3He-B as

N_2 = w_{2d} = sgn(ℓ̂_z) 2 . (163)

This topological invariant N_2 was originally introduced in 2+1 dimensional relativistic field theory which is responsible for intrinsic quantum Hall conductivity [258, 259, 260]. The topological invariant is also applied to superfluid^3He-A film [261, 262, 263].

5.3. Topological crystalline superconductors: Role of mirror symmetries

Up to now, we have used π-rotation symmetry to define the Z_2 symmetry. In this section, we discuss roles of another material dependent symmetry, namely mirror reflection symmetry in topological phases.

We first summarize the relation between the mirror reflection symmetry M and topological invariant in time-reversal invariant superconductors. Let us suppose that the Hamiltonian of the normal electrons, ε(k), preserves a mirror reflection symmetry, Mε(k)M^† = ε(k_M). We also temporarily neglect a magnetic Zeeman field, that is, H = 0. Let ô be a unit vector that is normal to the mirror plane. The mirror reflection operator M changes the momentum k and spin σ to k_M ≡ k − 2ô(k · ô) and −σ + 2ô(σ · ô) on the mirror plane (see Fig. 8). Without loss of generality, the mirror reflection operator is defined as M = i(σ · ô). We also consider that the specular surface is normal to the mirror plane.

The superconducting state retains the mirror symmetry if the gap function Δ(k) is even or odd under the mirror reflection, MΔ(k)M^T = ±Δ(k_M). In this situation, the BdG Hamiltonian H_0(k) preserves the mirror reflection symmetry

M^±H_0(k)M^{±†} = H(k_M), (164)

where M is the mirror reflection operator extended to the Nambu space as

M^± = ( M 0 0 ±M^∗ ) . (165)

Let us now apply a magnetic field, where we replace H_0(k) to the Hamiltonian H(k) including the Zeeman term. Under this situation, we can define two different topological numbers by using mirror reflection. Once the Zeeman fields are applied,

CONTENTS 43

Figure 8. Configuration of the specular surface and mirror reflection plane. The unit vectors, ô and ŝ, are normal to the mirror plane and surface, respectively.

the mirror symmetry with respect to the plane parallel to the Zeeman filed is lost and the time-reversal symmetry is explicitly broken, but a combination of them can be still preserved if ĥ · ô = 0. This is because the combination of the mirror reflection and the time-reversal rotates the magnetic field H to H − 2ô(H · ô). Consequently, the Hamiltonian H(k) with ĥ · ô = 0 holds the following Z_2 symmetry, T M^±H(k) [ T M^± ]_{−1} = H(−k_M), (166)

where T = iσ_yK is the time-reversal operator with the complex conjugate operator K. Combining the Z_2 symmetry with the particle-hole symmetry, CH_{eff} (k)C^{−1} = −H^∗_{eff} (−k), we define the chiral symmetry operator, Γ_1 =CT M^±. Then, it turns out that Γ_1 is anti-commutable with the effective Hamiltonian

{Γ_1, H(k)} = 0, (167)

when k · ô = 0. Then, the one-dimensional winding number is defined as Eq. (154) [38, 49, 129].

In the case of ĥ ‖ ô, the mirror reflection symmetry is preserved, while the time-reversal symmetry is explicitly broken. In this situation, the mirror Chern number ensures the existence of a zero energy mode [51]. When the mirror operator is commutable with the particle-hole operator C, the zero mode behaves as a non- Abelian Majorana fermion. The mirror Chern number is also applicable to the zero mode that is bound to a quantum vortex of superconductors and superfluids [53, 56].

5.4. Promising examples of topological crystalline superconductors

Spin-orbit coupled quasi-one-dimensional superfluids.— As a promising example, we clarify the mirror-symmetry-protected topological superfluidity of a fermionic gas with a synthetic gauge field, where the gas is confined to a quasi-one-dimensional potential. As we will see below, the effective Hamiltonian is equivalent to that of semiconductor-superconductor nanowire with multichannels and thus, our theory with one-dimensional winding number protected by a mirror symmetry is also applicable to semiconductor-superconductor nanowires.

CONTENTS 44

Figure 9. (a) Two-dimensional optical lattice potential and (b) schematic picture of the calculated system. Figures adapted from Ref. [52].

We here start with the Hamiltonian for spin-orbit coupled two-component fermionic atoms with an s-wave attractive interaction, g, H = ∫ dr [ Ψ^†(r)ε(r)Ψ(r) + gψ^†_↑(r)ψ^†_↓(r)ψ_↓(r)ψ_↑(r) ] , (168)

where Ψ ≡ [ψ_↑, ψ_↓]^T denotes the fermionic field operators with up- and down-spins. The single-particle Hamiltonian density is defined as ε(r)=−^1_{2m} ∇^2 − μ_{cp} + V_{pot}(r) − H_μσ_μ + S(r) with a confinement potential V_{pot} and σ_μ being the Pauli matrices in spin space. The Zeeman field H is naturally induced by implementing the spinorbit coupling through two-photon Raman process [264]. We here consider a twodimensional Rashba-type spin-orbit coupling [204]

S(r) = iκ_xσ_y∂_x − iκ_yσ_x∂_y. (169)

Recently, a spin-orbit coupling with equal Rashba and Dresselhaus strengths can be synthetically induced by applying Raman lasers to atomic gases with hyperfine spin degrees of freedom [264]. This scheme has also been implemented using fermionic 6Li [265] and^{40}K atoms [266]. Although the spinorbit coupling realized in experiments is one-dimensional, schemes for creating two- and three-dimensional analogue to Rashba spin-orbit coupling have theoretically been proposed [267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274].

Let us suppose that fermions are confined by a two-dimensional optical lattice in the y-z plane in addition to a shallow harmonic potential along the x-direction, as shown in Fig. 11. The system under this confinement potential is regarded as a twodimensional array of N_y ×N_z one-dimensional tubes. Such a quasi-one-dimensional geometry has been reported in Ref. [275], where fermionic atoms are confined in a two-dimensional optical lattice potential. The number of tubes is typically about N_y ×N_z ∼ O(10 × 10), so the system should be treated as a finite system. We also note that confinement can vary an effective scattering length of fermions, that is, a confinement-induced Feshbach resonance [276, 277]. The properties of interatomic interaction can be drastically changed by confinement. The confined geometry is expected to isolate Majorana zero modes from the higher energy quasiparticle states.

To clarify the topological property of the effective Hamiltonian, we here ignore the shallow trap potential along x-direction. Within the mean-field approximation, the Hamiltonian in Eq. (168) can be diagonalized in terms of the quasiparticle states. As mentioned above, the system is regarded as a two-dimensional array of N_y × N_z one-dimensional tubes. Employing mean-field approximation and tightbinding approximation in Eq. (168), therefore, one obtains the BdG equation as an

CONTENTS 45

effectively one-dimensional equation [52],

H^{eff}_{i,j} (k)φ_{n,j} (k) = E_nφ_{n,i}(k), (170)

where k denotes the momentum along the x-axis. The BdG Hamiltonian density is given as

H^{eff}_{i,j} (k) = [ ε^{(0)}_{i,j} (k) − {H_xσ_x + H_zσ_z + κ_xkσ_y} δ_{i,j} ] τ_z − Δ_{i,j} σ_yτ_y + [ H_yσ_y δ_{i,j} + iκ̃_yσ_x { δ_{i,j+êy} − δ_{i,j−êy} }] τ_0. (171)

The single-particle Hamiltonian density ε^{(0)}_{i,j} (k) is

ε^{(0)}_{i,j} (k) = ( k^2 2m − μ_{cp} ) δ_{i,j} − t_y ( δ_{i,j+êy} + δ_{i,j−êy} ) − t_z (δ_{i,j+êz} + δ_{i,j−êz} ) . (172) Here, we set i = i_yê_y + i_zê_z and j = j_yê_y + j_zê_z with ê_y = (1, 0) and ê_z = (0, 1). The hopping energies between intertubes are denoted by t_y and t_z . We define an s-wave pair potential Δ that is a N_yN_z × N_yN_z matrix for i and j, where Δ_{i,j} = δ_{i,j} Δ_i is assumed to be real without the loss of generality.

Let us now consider the topological invariant in this quasi-one-dimensional Fermi gas under the time-reversal symmetry breaking potential. If one temporary neglects the Zeeman fields H, our system is invariant under the mirror reflection with respect to the zx-plane, as well as the time-reversal, as shown in Eq. (164). Once the Zeeman fields are applied, the mirror symmetry is lost, but a combination of the mirror reflection and the time-reversal is still preserved if H_y = 0. Consequently, the Hamiltonian H_{eff} (k) with H_y = 0 holds the following Z_2 symmetry in Eq. (166),

T M_{zx}H_{eff} (k)M^†_{zx}T^{−1} = H^∗_{eff} (−k), (173)

The mirror reflection operator is given by M_{zx} = iσ_yU, where U is the operator flipping the y-component of i = (i_y, i_z), U_{i,j} = δ_{iy ,Ny +1−jy} δ_{iz ,jz} . (174) Combining the Z_2 symmetry with the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27), CH_{eff} (k)C^{−1} = −H^∗_{eff} (−k), we define the chiral symmetry operator, Γ_1 = T M_{zx}C = τ_xU. Then, it turns out that Γ_1 is anti-commutable with the effective Hamiltonian

{Γ_1, H_{eff} (k)} = 0. (175)

This implies that the BdG Hamiltonian H_{eff} (k) holds the chiral symmetry. Then, the one-dimensional winding number is defined as [38, 49, 52, 129] w = − 1 4πi ∫_∞ −∞ dktr [ Γ_1H^{−1}_{eff} (k)∂_kH_{eff} (k) ] , (176)

which takes an integer. We note that a similar one-dimensional winding number was considered for two-dimensional and pure one-dimensional Rashba superconductors, where Γ_1 in Eq.(176) is replaced by τ_x [38, 278]. The above expression (176) is a generalization of these cases into multi-tube or multi-band systems. Like the winding number w in Sec. 5.1, the mirror winding number is also responsible for the Ising character of Majorana zero modes. The direction of the Ising spin is, however, different from the previous one: When w ≠ 0, the Ising direction is parallel to the π-rotation axis, but w_m ≠ 0, it is perpendicular to the mirror plane [57].

CONTENTS 46

We now evaluate the topological number w and clarify the robustness of the zeroenergy states against the intertube tunneling. As we mentioned above, even in the presence of intertube tunneling, the winding number w is well-defined for a whole system of tubes. Since one can turn off the intertube tunneling without the bulk gap closing, the value of w can be evaluated by setting t_y = t_z = κ̃_y = 0 in Eq.(176). Then one obtains

w = trU 1 2πi ∫_∞ −∞ dk∂_k ln [det Q(k)] , (177)

where Q(k) = ε^{(0)}(k) − (H_xσ_x + H_z σ_z + κkσ_y) + iΔσ_y. Noting trU = 0 for even N_y’s and trU = N_z for odd N_y’s, one can valuate w as |w| = 0, for even N_y’s

N_z, for odd N_y’s

, (178)

when √ H^2_x + H^2_z > H_c. For a spatially uniform Δ, the critical field H_c is given as H_c = √ μ^2 + Δ^2 [204, 205]. The winding number is trivial when √ H^2_x + H^2_z < H_c.

Hence, the topological phase transition occurs at the critical field H_c and Majorana zero modes survive for odd N_y’s in the topological regime √ H^2_x + H^2_z > H_c.

For a realistic situation of ultracold atomic gases, however, a more careful consideration is needed. Since fermionic atoms are confined along the x-axis by a trap potential, a spatially inhomogeneous superfluid is realized naturally. In addition, the inhomogeneous pair potential Δ(x), which is self-consistently determined by the gap equation and the BdG equation, depends on the Zeeman fields significantly. In contrast to semiconductorsuperconductor junction systems, these two characteristics cannot be neglected. This means that within the local density approximation, the critical field H_c and one-dimensional winding number w should be replaced by H_c(x) = √ μ^2(x) + Δ^2(x) and w(x), where μ(x) is the local chemical potential including the confinement potential along the x-axis. The inhomogeneity and selfconsistency of Δ(x) and μ(x) play a critical role on the topological property of atomic gases [52, 279, 280, 281].

The intertube tunneling effect can be understood as follows. As was shown in Eq. (178), when one neglects the intertube couplings t_y, t_z and κ̃_y, each tube supports Majorana zero modes localized at its end points. Now let us denote them as γ_{iy} (i_y = 1, · · · , N_y), and consider how the intertube couplings affect on them. When t_y and κ̃_y are turned on, the zero modes on neighboring tubes are coupled by the intertube tunneling and its tight-binding Hamiltonian is given as H = itγ_1γ_2 + itγ_2γ_3 + · · · + itγ_{Ny −1}γ_{Ny} ≡ γ^THγ/2, (179) where γ^T = (γ_1, γ_2, · · · , γ_{Ny −1}, γ_{Ny} ) is the operators of Majorana zero modes and t denotes the induced tunneling coupling. Note that t is real since γ_{iy} is a Majorana zero mode satisfying γ_{iy} = γ^†_{iy} . Diagonalizing the N_y ×N_y matrix H, one can examine the effects of the intertube tunneling. It can be easily shown that H has a single zero eigenvalue for odd N_y’s, while it does not have for even N_y’s. This result naturally explain why Majorana zero modes survive only for odd N_y’s. One also finds that the zero eigenstate of H has the following form (1, 0, −1)^t, for N_y = 3 (1, 0, −1, 0, 1)^t, for N_y = 5 (1, 0, −1, 0, 1, 0, −1)^t, for N_y = 7. (180)

CONTENTS 47

Figure 10. Amplitudes of wavefunctions |φ_{E=0}, i(x)| for the lowest energy (zero energy) state in the case of (a) N_y = 3, (b) N_y = 5, and (c) N_y = 7, respectively. The magnetic field is set to be H = 0.36E_F which corresponds to the topological phase. In all the data, the hopping t_y and the strength of the spin-orbit interaction κ̃_y is set to be t_y = 0.01E_F and κ̃_y/κ_x = 0.5. The length is scaled by the harmonic oscillator length d. Figures adopted from Ref. [52].

To confirm the topological argument described above, we numerically solve the BdG equation for the N_y × N_z bundle of one-dimensional tubes, H^{eff}_{i,j} (x)φ_{E,j} (x) = Eφ_{n,i}(x), (181) where H^{eff}_{i,j} (x) is obtained from the effective Hamiltonian (171) by replacing k → −i∂_x. We also introduce the shallow trap potential along the x-axis, V (x) =^1_2 mω^2x^2 with the trap frequency ω, which generates the inhomogeneity of the local pair potential Δ_i(x). The detail on the inhomogeneous effect is discussed in Ref. [52]. For numerical calculation, we apply the magnetic field along the ẑ-axis, H = (0, 0, H), which does not break the Z_2 symmetry (173). The other parameters are the same as those in Ref. [52]. For a pure one-dimensional system with t_y = t_z = κ̃_y = 0, we find that in the set of current parameters the topological phase transition occurs at the critical field H_c ≈ 0.3E_F. For H > H_c, the zero energy states appear at the end points of one-dimensional tubes.

In Fig. 10, we plot the spatial profiles of wavefunctions of the zero energy states, |φ_{E=0,i}(x)|, for N_y = 3, 5, and 7. The zero energy quasiparticles are bound to the end points that are correspond to the Thomas-Fermi radius x = R_{TF} ≈ ±15d. The satellite peaks around x ≈ ±8d originates in the inhomogeneity effect [52]. As discussed in Eq. (180), because of the intertube tunneling of Majorana zero modes, the

CONTENTS 48

zero-energy wavefunctions have large amplitudes on tubes only at odd numbers of i_y, while the amplitudes at even i_y’s vanish. These behaviors of low-lying quasiparticles associated with the hidden Z_2 symmetry protected topology might be detectable through momentum-resolved radio-frequency spectroscopy [282, 283].

As a one-dimensional class D system, the Rashba superfluid also has a onedimensional Z_2 topological number. The one-dimensional Z_2 number is defined as [27] ν = 1 π ∫_π −π dkA(k) + mod. 2, (182)

with A(k) being the geometrical phase, A(k) = i ∑ E_n(k)<0 ∑ i ⟨φ_{n,i}(k)|∂_kφ_{n,i}(k)⟩. (183) where |φ_{n,i}(k)⟩ is the Bloch wave function of an negative energy state of the BdG Hamiltonian H(k), and i denotes the multichannels of fermions. When ν is odd (even), the system is topologically non-trivial (trivial).

As a consequence of the bulk-edge correspondence, these two one-dimensional topological numbers ensure the existence of zero energy states appearing in the end points of one-dimensional segments. Here we note that the parities of these two topological numbers coincide with each other,

(−1)^ν = (−1)^w, (184)

which implies that w can be nonzero even when ν is trivial, but the opposite is not true. Therefore, the actual number of the zero energy states is determined by w unless the Z_2 symmetry (166) is broken macroscopically. Once the Z_2 symmetry is broken, however, the one-dimensional Z_2 number ν in Eq.(182) determines the topological stability of the Majorana zero modes.

We finally would like to mention that the results obtained here are not straightforwardly applicable to Fermi gases under a spin-orbit coupling with equal Rashba and Dresselhaus strengths [264, 265, 266]. This is because an additional symmetry specific to the equal Rashba and Dresselhaus spin-orbit coupling ensures the existence of zero energy states, regardless of even-odd parity of N_y.

A superconducting nanowire with multichannels.— The one-dimensional winding number introduced in Eq. (176) is directly applicable to semiconductor-superconductor nanowire with multichannels: It is seen from Eq. (171) that the array of onedimensional tubes with a spin-orbit interaction is analogous to a semiconductorsuperconductor nanowire with N-th electron bands [284, 285, 286, 287, 288], where N ≡ N_y ×N_z. If we consider the nanowire extending in the x-direction on top of an s-wave superconductor in the xy-plane, as shown in Fig. 11, the system is naturally supposed to be invariant under the mirror reflection, y → −y, to the xz-plane. This mirror symmetry could be broken under Zeeman fields, but the Z_2 symmetry (173) remains if the Zeeman fields are applied in the x- or z-direction. Then, the topological number w in Eq. (176) is defined in the same manner. From arguments similar to the above, one finds that w is non-zero if the Zeeman field H satisfies |H| > H_c and the number of channels in the y-direction of the nanowire is odd. Indeed, under this condition, |w| is equal to the number of channels in the z-direction of the nanowire. When an additional transverse field H_y is applied, however, it externally breaks the Z_2 symmetry and the resultant topological property is characterized by the onedimensional Z_2 number in Eq. (182).

CONTENTS 49

Figure 11. The experimental setup consisting of a semiconductor nanowire on top of an s-wave superconductor.

Note that, in contrast to the one-dimensional Z_2 number in Eq. (182), w can be non-zero even when the total number of channels in the nanowire is even, since it is given by the sum of the channels in the z- and y-direction. As clarified in Sec. 3.3, the local density operator of the Majorana zero modes vanishes [49]. This implies that the coupling between the Majorana zero modes and non-magnetic local disorder potential also vanishes, and thus the Majorana zero modes are stable against weak non-magnetic disorders.

Topological crystalline superconductivity in UPt_3.— The another candidate for topological crystalline superconductivity is the E_{1u} scenario of the heavy fermion superconductor UPt_3 [289, 53]. In low fields, UPt_3 undergoes the double superconducting transitions from normal- to A-phases at T_{c1} ≈ 550mK and from Ato B-phases at T_{c2} ≈ 500mK. In spite of numerous works over three decades after the discovery of superconductivity in UPt_3, the puzzles on the pairing mechanism and gap function have not been fully solved yet [290].

Recent experiments on angle-resolved thermal conductivity have observed the two-fold rotational symmetry in the a-b plane, which convincingly suggests a spintriplet f-wave function in the E_{1u} representation [291]. Based on the measurement, the pairing symmetry in the B-phase is described by two components of the d-vectors. The E_{1u} scenario also explains the rotation of the d-vectors in the Knight shift measurement for H ‖ ĉ. As H ‖ ĉ increases, the d-vectors rotate from d_I to d_{II} at the critical field H_{rot} ∼ 2kG. The d-vectors for the B-phase are obtained as

d_I(k) = (Δ_1k̂_ab̂ + Δ_2k̂_bĉ)(5k̂^2_c − 1), (185) d_{II}(k) = (Δ_1k̂_ab̂ + Δ_3k̂_bâ)(5k̂^2_c − 1), (186)

where â, b̂, and c are the unit vectors in hexagonal crystal and we set k̂_a ≡ k̂ · â. Note that most bulk thermodynamic quantities are understandable with the another candidate based on the E_{2u} representation, as well as the E_{1u} scenario. The pairing symmetry in the E_{2u} representation is given as d^′(k) = Δ_0(k̂_a + ik̂_b)^2k̂_cĉ. While the E_{1u} state preserves the time-reversal symmetry, the E_{2u} does not. The multiple phase diagram in UPt_3 is understandable with the multicomponent d-vectors for the E_{1u} representation and with the orbital degrees of freedom for the E_{2u} scenario.

We here clarify the topological aspect of the E_{1u} scenario. We start with the BdG Hamiltonian for bulk spin-triplet superconductors, ^H(k) = ( ϵ̂(k) Δ̂(k) Δ̂^†(k) −ϵ̂^T(−k) ) , (187)

CONTENTS 50

Figure 12. A stereographic view of the gap function (a) and the dispersion (b) of surface bound states, the Majorana valley, in the E_{1u} state of UPt_3-B. In (b), the blue (red) color corresponds to the →-spin (←-spin) sector. The broken lines denote the positions of line nodes and the point nodes are at k̂_b = 0 and k̂_c = ±1.

where ϵ̂(k) is the Hamiltonian in the normal state of UPt_3 which holds the D_{6h} hexagonal symmetry. We here consider the low-lying quasiparticles that are bound to the surface normal to the a-axis. Then, we find that the mirror symmetry with respect to the ca-plane plays a key role on the protection of surface Majorana fermions in the B-phase of UPt_3. We also notice that the other mirror symmetry, that is the mirror reflection M_{ab} with respect to the ab-plane, also protects Majorana zero modes in a vortex along the c-axis. Below we concentrate our attention to the surface Majorana fermions protected by the mirror reflection symmetry in the ca-plane.

We start to clarify that the gap function in the B-phase of UPt_3, Eqs. (185) and (186), is invariant under the mirror reflection M_{ca} = iσ_b, that is, M_{ca}Δ(k)M^†_{ca} = Δ(k_a, −k_b, k_c). The BdG Hamiltonian H(k) then satisfies M^+_{ca}H(k)M^{+†}_{ca} = H(k_a, −k_b, k_c) with M^+_{ca} ≡ diag(M_{ca}, M^∗_{ca}), and thus, combining with the timereversal symmetry T and the particle hole symmetry C, we have “mirror chiral symmetry”

{Γ_1, H(k_a, k_b = 0, k_c)} = 0, (188) with Γ_1 = T CM^+_{ca} at k_b = 0 or π [52]. The mirror chiral symmetry enables us to define the one-dimensional winding number (176) for k_b = 0 and π as

w(k_c) = − 1 4πi ∫_π −π dk_atr[Γ_1H^{−1}(k)∂_{ka} H(k)]. (189)

This is evaluated as |w(k_c)| = 2 for k_b = 0 and |k_c| < k_F

0 for other k_b and k_c

(190)

Thus, the system is topologically non-trivial and the bulk-edge correspondence ensures the existence of the Majorana valley in Fig. 12 with a flat dispersion connecting the point nodes as E = 0 at k_b = 0 and |k_c| < k_F. Owing to the mirror chiral symmetry, the Majorana valley shows the Majorana Ising anisotropy that the surface bound states are gapped only by a magnetic field along the b-axis [49]. A magnetic field in the ca-plane or the d-vector rotation in the high field phase in the B-phase does not obscure the topological protection since the combination of the mirror reflection

CONTENTS 51

M_{ca} and the time-reversal is not broken while each of them is not. Here note that while the Majorana valley has a close similarity to the topological Fermi arcs in^3He-A phase [59, 374, 293], their topological origins are totally different: The time-reversal breaking is essential for the topological Fermi arcs in^3He-A phase, but the timereversal breaking is not necessary for the Majorana valley.

6. Majorana Ising spins and odd-frequency pairs in the quasiclassical theory

As mentioned in Sec. 4, the equilibrium properties of superfluids and superconductors are determined by the Matsubara Green’s function G. The topological nontriviality emerges in superconductors and superfluids as gapless quasiparticles that are bound to the surface, and spatial inhomogeneity is indispensable for understanding the microscopic structure of topologically protected gapless states. In general, however, solving the BdG euqation (119) for spatially inhomogeneous systems is arduous. We here introduce the quasiclassical theory which is the natural extension of the Landau’s Fermi liquid theory to superfluid phases. This theory offers a tractable way for studying the microscopic structure of superconductors and superfluids and is applicable to a wide range within the weak coupling regime k_Fξ ≪ 1 [119].

In this section, we reproduce in the context of the quasiclassical theory that the Majorana Ising spins emerge as a consequence of surface Andreev bound states. It is demonstrated that the Majorana Ising spin is attributed to the strong constraint of odd-frequency pairing that is imposed by discrete symmetries.

6.1. Quasiclassical theory

The central object of the quasiclassical theory is the propagator that contains all the informations on both quasiparticles and superfluidity. The quasiclassical propagator g ≡ g(k̂, r; ω_n) is obtained from the Green’s function G introduced in Sec. 4.1, by integrating G over a shell v_F|k − k_F| < E_c ≪ E_F [119] g(k̂, r; ω_n) = 1 a ∫_{+Ec} −E_c dξ_kτ_z G(k, r; ω_n), (191)

where G(k, r; ω_n) = ∫ dr_{12}e^{−ik·r12} G(r_1, r_2; ω_n). The normalization constant a corresponds to the weight of the quasiparticle pole in the spectral function.

The quasiclassical propagator g ≡ g(k̂, r; ω_n) is governed by the transport-like equation [119, 294, 295, 296, 297, 298]. Following the procedure in Ref. [119], one obtains the quasiclassical transport equation from the Nambu-Gor’kov equation (116) as [ iω_nτ_z − v(k̂, r) − Δ(k̂, r), g ] = −iv_F · ∇g. (192)

The Fermi velocity is defined as v_F(k̂) = ∂ε_0(k)/∂k|_{k=kFk̂}. The self-energy term in Eq. (116) is replaced to τ_zΣ(k, r) ≈ τ_zΣ(k_Fk̂, r) = [ν(k̂, r) + Δ(k̂, r)]/a. The term v in Eq. (192) consists of an external potential v_{ext} and quasiclassical self-energy ν associated with Fermi liquid corrections, as v(k̂, r) = v_{ext}(r) + ν(k̂, r), where ν = ( ν_0 + σ_μν_μ ν̄_0 + σ^T_μ ν̄_μ ) . (193)

CONTENTS 52

The off-diagonal component of the quasiclassical self-energies is given as

Δ(k̂, r) = ( Δ(k̂, r) Δ^†(−k̂, r) ) . (194)

The quasiclassical transport equation (192) is a first-order ordinary differential equation along a trajectory in the direction of v_F(k̂). For spatially uniform system with Δ(k̂, r) = Δ(k̂) and v(k̂, r) = 0, the solution of Eq. (192) is given by g(k̂, ω_n) = −π iω_nτ_z − Δ(k̂) √ ω^2_n +^1_2 Tr[Δ(k̂)Δ^†(k̂)]

, (195)

where we suppose unitary states obeying d × d^∗ = 0.

The solution of the quasiclassical transport equation (192) is not uniquely determined per se, because a+bg satisfies the same equation as g (a and b are arbitrary constants). To obtain a unique solution for g, Eq. (192) must be supplemented by the normalization condition on the quasiclassical propagator as [294, 298, 299] [ g(k̂, r; ω_n) ]_2

= −π^2. (196)

It is obvious that since g^2 is the solution of the quasiclassical transport equation (192), it can be parametrized as g^2 = a+bg. In accordance with direct calculation of Eq. (192) for spatially uniform systems, the arbitrary constants a and b are found to be a = −π^2 and b = 0. The general solutions for nonuniform systems should be determined without any contradiction to uniform solutions in Eq. (195). The normalization condition (196) was proven by Shelankov [299] in the more direct manner.

The quasiclassical propagator g that is a 4 × 4 matrix in particle-hole and spin spaces is parameterized with spin Pauli matrices σ_μ as g = ( g_0 + σ_μg_μ iσ_yf_0 + iσ_μσ_y f_μ iσ_yf̄_0 + iσ_yσ_μf̄_μ ḡ_0 + σ^T_μ ḡ_μ ) . (197)

Here, σ^T_μ denotes the transpose of the Pauli matrices σ_μ. The off-diagonal propagators are composed of spin-singlet and triplet Cooper pair amplitudes, f_0 and f_μ. The quasiclassical propagators must satisfy the following relations arising from the Fermi statistics in Eq. (115), [ g(k̂, r; ω_n) ]_† = τ_z g(k̂, r; −ω_n)τ_z, (198) [ g(k̂, r; ω_n) ]_T

= τ_yg(−k̂, r; −ω_n)τ_y. (199)

From the normalization condition in Eq. (196), one obtains gf = −fḡ and ḡf̄ = −f̄g, leading to the relation between ḡ_0 and g_0,

ḡ_0(k̂, r; ω_n) = −g_0(k̂, r; ω_n). (200)

The quasiclassical self-energies are associated with the quasiclassical propagator. The diagonal components are determined by the propagators g_0 and g as

ν_0(k̂, r) = ∑ ℓ A^{(s)}_ℓ ⟨ P_ℓ(k̂ · k̂^′)g_0(k̂^′, r; ω_n) ⟩ k̂′ ,n , (201) ν(k̂, r) = ∑ ℓ A^{(a)}_ℓ ⟨ P_ℓ(k̂ · k̂^′)g(k̂^′, r; ω_n) ⟩ k̂′ ,n , (202)

CONTENTS 53

where P_ℓ(x) is the Legendre polynomials with ℓ = 0, 1, 2, · · ·. The coefficients A^{(s)}_ℓ and A^{(a)}_ℓ are symmetric and antisymmetric quasiparticle scattering amplitudes, respectively, which are parametrized with the Landau’s Fermi-liquid parameters F^{(s,a)}_ℓ as A^{(s,a)}_ℓ = F^{(s,a)}_ℓ /[1 + F^{(s,a)}_ℓ /(2ℓ + 1)]. The terms with the coefficients F^{(s)}_{ℓ=0} and F^{(s)}_{ℓ=1} are self-energy potentials originating from the local particle density and superfluid mass flow in the equilibrium, respectively. The self-energy potentials with F^{(a)}_{ℓ=0} and F^{(a)}_{ℓ=1} arise from the local magnetization density and spin current density. Among the various parameters F^{s,a}_ℓ , F^s_{ℓ=1} and F^a_{ℓ=0} give Fermi liquid corrections to the effective mass and spin susceptibility. Throughout this paper, we use the following abbreviation for the Matsubara sum and the average over the Fermi surface, ⟨· · ·⟩_{k̂,n} =^T_{NF} ∑ n ∫_{dk̂} (2π)^3|v_F(k̂)| · · ·, where NF = ∫_{dk̂} (2π)^3|v_F(k̂)| is the total density of

states at the Fermi surface in the normal state. For three dimensional Fermi sphere, one finds v_F(k̂)=v_Fk̂ and N_F =^1_{2π2vF} , leading to ⟨· · ·⟩_{k̂,n} = T ∑ n ∫_{dk} 4π · · ·. The complete set of the self-consistent quasiclassical theory is composed of the transport equation (192), the normalization condition in Eq. (196), and the Fermi liquid corrections in Eqs. (201) and (202) in addition to the gap equation

Δ_{ab}(k̂, r) = ⟨ V^{cd}_{ab} (k̂, k̂^′) [ iσ_μσ_yf_μ(k̂^′, r; ω_n) ] cd ⟩ k̂′ ,n . (203) This is obtained from the gap equation (122).

Even for spatially uniform Δ and ν, the quasiclassical transport equation (192) generally has two solutions in addition to Eq. (195) that exponentially grow and decay along trajectories in the direction of k̂. These exploding solutions are not normalizable in spatially uniform superconductors and superfluids, which make Eq. (192) numerically unstable. Thuneberg et al. [300] proposed a numerically accessible method using the explosion trick, where the physical solution is constructed from the commutation relation of two exploding solutions. In Sec. 7.2, however, we give an overview of an alternative scheme for solving the transport equation (192). The scheme based on the projection operator found by Shelankov [301, 299] was established by Eschrig et al. [302, 303]. The projection operator maps the transport equation (192) having exploding solutions onto the Riccati-type differential equation which does not have non-normalizable solutions and is numerically stable. We also notice that the Riccati-type differential equation can be derived directly from the BdG equation (30) within the Andreev approximation [304].

In this paper, we concentrate our attention to a slab geometry with perfectly specular surfaces. The surface specularity is experimentally controllable by coating the container with^4He layers [169], and the surface roughness may change the surface structure of the superfluid^3He-B. Boundary conditions that describe quasiparticle scattering from an atomically rough surface were developed in several manners. This includes the scattering of quasiparticles from a thin layer of atomic-size impurities [145], a distribution of randomly oriented mirror on the surface [146], and randomly rippled wall [147, 148, 149, 150]. Nagato et al. implemented boundary conditions that describe a partially diffusive surface, by using a random S-matrix [151, 152, 153].

6.2. Odd-frequency pairing and magnetization

All the informations on Cooper pair correlation are included in the anomalous propagator f = iσ_yf_0 + iσ · fσ_y . It is important to mention that in accordance

CONTENTS 54

with the Fermi-Dirac statistics, a wave function of Cooper pairs must change its sign after a permutation of two paired fermions. Then, as summarized in Table 1, the symmetry of Cooper pairing in a single-band centrosymmetric superconductor is naturally categorized to the four-fold way. Two of them are conventional spin-singlet even-parity pairing and spin-triplet odd-parity pairing, which do not change the sign of Cooper pair wave function by the exchange of times of paired fermions. These are referred to as even-frequency spin-singlet even-parity (ESE) and spin-triplet oddparity (ETO) pairings. There still remain two possibilities of Cooper pair symmetries, odd-frequency spin-singlet odd-parity (OSO) and spin-triplet even-parity (OTE) pairs. Conclusive evidence of odd-frequency pairing in bulk materials has not been observed experimentally yet since the first prediction by Berezinskii [305]. Nevertheless, OSO and OTE pair amplitudes can emerge ubiquitously in spatially non-uniform systems accompanied by Andreev bound states and anomalous proximity effect. In particular, anomalous charge and spin transport, electromagnetic responses, proximity effects via Andreev bound states have also been clarified in the light of odd-frequency Cooper pairing [306, 307, 308, 309, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 318, 319].

Odd-frequency pairing.— In general, the Cooper pair amplitudes are separated to even-frequency and odd-frequency components, f_μ = f^{EF}_μ + f^{OF}_μ and f_0 = f^{EF}_0 + f^{OF}_0 , where even- and odd-frequency pair amplitudes are defined as (j =0, x, y, z)

f^{EF}_j (k̂, r; ω_n) = 1 2 [ f_j (k̂, r; ω_n) + f_j (k̂, r; −ω_n) ] , (204)

f^{OF}_j (k̂, r; ω_n) = 1 2 [ f_j (k̂, r; ω_n) − f_j (k̂, r; −ω_n) ] . (205)

To categorize the possible types of Cooper pair amplitudes in terms of the basic discrete symmetries preserved by superfluid/superconducting states, we here introduce three operators, P̂_ω, P̂_σ , and P̂_k, that act on the quasiclassical propagators as P̂_ω f(k̂, r; ω_n) = f(k̂, r; −ω_n), P̂_σ f_{ab}(k̂, r; ω_n) = f_{ba}(k̂, r; ω_n), and P̂_kf(k̂, r; ω_n) = (−k̂, r; ω_n). In Table 1, we summarize the four possible classes of Cooper pair amplitudes in bulk superconductors and superfluids, and the additional Cooper pairs induced by a symmetry breaking field [27, 122, 314, 320, 321, 322]. In the case of spin-triplet superconductors and superfluids, ETO components f^{EF}_μ exist in the bulk, where f^{EF}_μ (k) = −f^{EF}_μ (−k). A time-reversal breaking perturbation, such as a magnetic Zeeman field, can induce the mixing of spin-singlet Cooper pair amplitudes. Since the induced spin-singlet pairing must have a odd parity unless the translational symmetry is broken, the Cooper pairs in bulk ETO superconductors and superfluids are OSO pairing in addition to ETO pairing. A translational symmetry breaking field, such as a surface boundary condition and vortices, induces OTE components f^{OF}_μ in bulk ETO superconductors and superfluids. We also note that all four pairings can emerge when both time-reversal and translational symmetries are broken.

It has recently been demonstrated that in a bulk ETO superconductor and superfluid, OTE Cooper pair amplitudes, f^{OF}_μ (−k̂, r; ω_n) = −f^{OF}_μ (k̂, r; ω_n), are equivalent to the low-energy density of states originating from Andreev bound states that are bound to the surface or vortices [120, 122, 123, 121]. In particular, at the zero energy limit, f^{OF}_μ is equivalent to the Majorana zero modes [122, 123].

Discrete symmetries.— The discrete symmetries that are preserved by the BdG Hamiltonian can be extended to the quasiclassical formalism, which add constraint on

CONTENTS 55

Parity Broken symmetry Δ frequency spin parity time-inversion translational ESE + − + OTE OSO ETO + + − OSO OTE OSO − − − ETO ESE OTE − + + ESE ETO

Table 1. Classification of possible Cooper pairing in bulk superconductors: ESE, ETO, OSO, and OTE pairs. The fifth and sixth columns show the Cooper pair amplitudes emergent in systems with the breaking of time-reversal symmetry and translational symmetry, respectively.

the quasiclassical propagator. First, the particle-hole symmetry in Eq. (27) is recast into

C g(k̂, r; ω_n)C^{−1} = g(−k̂, r; ω_n). (206)

This symmetry can be obtained from the basic relations of the quasiclassical propagator in Eqs. (198) and (199). For time-reversal invariant superconductors and superfluids that yeild ΘΔ(k)Θ^T = Δ(−k), the quasiclassical propagator holds the time-reversal symmetry as T g(k̂, r; ω_n)T^{−1} = g(−k̂, r; −ω_n). (207) We here suppose that the single-particle Hamiltonian ε(k) is invariant under the timeinversion. In the context of the quasiclassical formalism, this implies that v does not contains a magnetic Zeeman energy.

In addition, the BdG Hamiltonian may hold the simultaneous π-rotational symmetry in spin and orbital spaces, U(π)H(k)U^†(π) = H(−k). (208) As we have seen in Eq. (43), this can be realized in the superfluid^3He-B confined in a slab geometry, where a magnetic field is absent. Then, the quasiclassical propagator also holds the π-rotational symmetry, U(π)g(k̂, r; ω_n)U^†(π) = g(Rk̂, r; ω_n). (209) In superconducting materials, the rotational symmetry in the spin space may be absent, because a crystal field usually lowers the symmetry. Such a material, however, may preserve additional discrete symmetry that arises from the crystalline symmetry. In Sec. 5.3, we have seen that the mirror reflection symmetry may protect the nontrivial topological property, even when the π-rotational symmetry in the spin space is absent. The possible candidate of topological crystalline superconductors is the E_{1u} scenario of the heavy-fermion superconductor UPt_3 [53, 289]. In the context of the quasiclassical theory, the mirror symmetry for the propagator is described as

M^±_{μν} g(k̂, r; ω_n)M^{±†}_{μν} = g(k̂_M, r; ω_n). (210)

We will show below that these additional discrete symmetries add a strong constraint to Cooper pair amplitudes emergent in superconductors and superfluids with broken translational symmetry. The strong constraint gives rise to the Ising anisotropy of surface spin susceptibility.

Magnetization.— Let us now derive the generic form of the magnetization density M_μ(r) for superfluids and superconductors under a magnetic Zeeman field H = Hĥ.

CONTENTS 56

The potential term v(k̂, r) in the quasiclassical equation (192) is composed of a magnetic Zeeman field and quasiclassical self-energies ν, v(k̂, r) = − 1 1 + F^a_0 μ_nH_μ ( σ_μ σ^T_μ ) + ν(k̂, r), (211)

where F^a_0 is the Fermi liquid parameter associated with the enhancement of spin susceptibility and μ_n is the magnetic moment of^3He nuclei. In the quasiclassical formalism, the magnetization density is given by [49, 71, 119]

M_μ(z) = M_N [ ĥ_μ + 1 μ_nH ⟨g_μ(k̂, z; ω_n)⟩_{k̂,n} ] . (212)

This is also applicable to the surface region of superconductors in the type-II limit where the surface region within the coherence length ξ is much thinner than the penetration depth of the external field. For superconductors, μ_n in Eq. (212) is replaced to the Bohr magneton μ_B. The magnetization in normal^3He is M_N =χ_NH =

2μ^2_n 1+F^a_0 NFH.

The quasiclassical propagator must satisfy a constraint given in Eq. (196) which requires the propagators to hold the relation, g_μ =(f_0f̄_μ + f̄_0f_μ + iϵ_{μνη}f_νf̄_η)/2g_0. This relates the spin component of quasiclassical propagators to spin-singlet and -triplet Cooper pair amplitudes. Using the relation and the symmetries in Eqs. (198), (199), and (200), the magnetization density in Eq. (212) reduces to M_μ(r) M_N

= ĥ_μ + 1 μ_nH ⟨ f_0f̄_μ + f̄_0f_μ

2g_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (213)

This indicates that only the mixing term of spin-singlet and triplet Cooper pair amplitudes contributes to the spin susceptibilities. This expression is a quite generic form for M_μ(r) in superfluids and also applicable to the surface region of type-II superconductors. This was first derived in Ref. [323] for the aerogel-superfluid^3He-B system.

We now clarify the relation between OTE Cooper pairs and spin susceptibility in spin-triplet superfluids and superconductors. It is supposed that the system holds the time-reversal symmetry at zero field. We here deal with a magnetic field perturbatively in parameter, μ_nH/Δ ≪ 1. Then, we formally expand g_0, f_0, and f_μ in powers of μ_nH/Δ: g_0 =g^{(0)}_0 + g^{(1)}_0 + · · ·, f_0 =f^{(1)}_0 + · · ·, and f_μ =f^{(0)}_μ + f^{(1)}_μ + · · ·. At zero field, time-reversal invariant superfluids and superconductors hold Eq. (207). Combining the symmetric property in Eq. (207) with Eqs. (198), (199), and (200), one finds

g^{(0)}_0 (k̂, z; ω_n) = −g^{(0)}_0 (k̂, z; −ω_n). (214)

Substituting this in Eq. (213) and using the symmetry in Eq. (214), one finds that the spin susceptibility χ ≡ ĥ_μχ_{μν}ĥ_ν is composed of the contributions of odd- and even-parity Cooper pair amplitudes [324], χ(z) χ_N ≡ ĥ_μχ_{μν} (z)ĥ_ν χ_N

= 1 + χ^{OP}(z) χ_N + χ^{EP}(z)

χ_N

, (215)

where we set M_μ = χ_{μν} H_ν . The odd-parity contribution χ^{OP}(z) is given by the mixing term of the OSO pair amplitude f^{OF}_0 and the ETO pair f^{EF},

χ^{OP}(z)

χ_N ≡ 1 μ_nH Re ⟨ f^{OF(1)}

0 ĥ_μf^{EF(0)∗} μ g^{(0)}_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (216)

CONTENTS 57

The even-parity contribution χ^{EP}(z) is given by the mixing term of the ESE pair amplitude f^{EF}_0 and the OTE pair f^{OF},

χ^{EP}(z)

χ_N ≡ − 1 μ_nH Re ⟨ f^{EF(1)}

0 ĥ_μf^{OF(0)∗} μ g^{(0)}_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (217)

Equation (215) indicates that the spin susceptibility in time-reversal invariant superconductors and superfluids is composed of the contributions from odd-parity Cooper pair amplitudes, χ^{OP}, and even-parity pairing, χ^{EP}. Only the spin-triplet pairings f^{(0)}_μ at zero fields can be directly coupled to the applied field.

The ETO pairings f^{EF(0)}_μ exist in the bulk of spin-triplet superfluids and superconductors, which are responsible for the d-vector. The situation ĥ · f^{EF} corresponds to ĥ · d. The behavior of χ^{OP} is then understandable with the rotation of the d-vector, where χ^{OP} = 0 for ĥ ⊥ d and χ^{OP} ≤ 0 for d · ĥ ≠ 0. In contrast, the OTE Cooper pairs f^{OF(0)}μ are absent in the bulk and induced by the breaking of translational symmetry at surfaces, interfaces, or vortices. As a result, the total spin susceptibility at surfaces is determined by the OTE pairing f^{OF(0)}_μ directly coupled to the applied field in addition to the ordinary contribution from the relative orientation of the d-vectors to ĥ.

6.3. Constraint on emergent Cooper pairs and Ising spin susceptibility

Constraint on emergent Cooper pairs.— Let us now consider the spin susceptibility in the superfluid^3He-B confined in a slab geometry. The specular boundary condition is imposed on the quasiclassical propagators at the surfaces z_0 = 0 and D, g(k̂, z = z_0; ω_n) = g(k̂, z = z_0; ω_n), (218)

where k̂ ≡ k̂ − 2ẑ(ẑ · k̂) denotes the momentum specularly scattered by the surface. As shown in Eqs. (216) and (217), the spin susceptibility in time-reversal invariant superfluids is determined by the Cooper pair amplitudes in the absence of a magnetic field, f^{(0)}_μ . In particular, the OTE pairing is a key ingredient for understanding the anomalous behavior of the surface spin susceptibility.

We here clarify that the discrete symmetries impose strong constraint on the Cooper pair amplitudes f^{(0)}_μ emergent at surfaces. As discussed in Sec. 2.3, the superfluid^3He-B holds the discrete symmetry that ariases from the continuous SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} rotation symmetry in the slab geometry without a magnetic field. The π-rotational symmetry U(π) is defined as the subgroup of U(1)^{(ẑ)}_{S+L}, U(π) ≡ U(ϕ=π). This imposes the discrete symmetry on the quasiclassical propagator as shown in Eq. (209), U(π)g^{(0)}(k̂, z; ω_n)U^†(π) = g^{(0)}(−k̂, z; ω_n). Combining this with the boundary condition in Eq. (218) and the relation in Eq. (199), one obtains the relation between g(ω_n) and g(−ω_n) at the surface z = z_0 as

g^{(0)}(k̂, z_0; −ω_n) = U(π)τ_y [ g^{(0)}(k̂, z_0; ω_n)

]_T τ_yU^†(π). (219)

It is convenient to introduce g̃^{(0)} obtained by the unitary transformation of the original quasiclassical propagator as g̃^{(0)}(k̂, z; ω_n) = U^†(n̂, φ)g(k̂, z; ω_n)U(n̂, φ). (220)

The propagator g̃^{(0)} obeys the quasiclassical equation (192) with the definition Δ̃ ≡ U †(n̂, φ)Δ(k̂, z)U(n̂, φ)∗ = iσ_μσ_yd_{μν} (z)k̂_ν . This is equivalent to Eq. (192) in

CONTENTS 58

the case of n̂ = ẑ and φ = 0. Then, Eq. (219) imposes the constraint on the pair amplitudes f̃_μ at the surfaces as f̃^{OF(0)} ‖ (θ_k, z_0; ω_n) = f̃^{EF(0)}_z (θ_k, z_0; ω_n) = 0. (221)

The factorization of the parallel components, (f̃^{(0)}x , f̃^{(0)}y ) = f̃^{(0)}_‖ (cos ϕ_k, sin ϕ_k), results from the SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetry that is preserved in the slab. It turns out from Eq. (221) that in the configuration of n̂ ‖ ẑ, only f̃_z has odd-frequency Cooper pairs at the surfaces. By using this notation, the pair amplitudes f^{(0)}_μ ≡ f^{(0)}_μ (k̂, z_0; ω_n) at the surfaces of the superfluid^3He-B are expressed as

f^{EF(0)} μ = (R_{μx}(n̂, φ) cos ϕ_k + R_{μy}(n̂, φ) sin ϕ_k) f̃^{EF(0)}_‖ , (222)

f^{OF(0)} μ = R_{μz} (n̂, φ)f̃^{OF(0)}_z . (223) Hence, the discrete symmetry in Eq. (209) arising from the SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetry imposes strong constraint on the possible symmetry of Cooper pair amplitudes f^{(0)}_μ in the superfluid^3He-B. The relative orientation of the ETO pairing f^{EF}_μ to the applied field is parameterized by ℓ̂_x(n̂, φ) and ℓ̂_y(n̂, φ). The OTE pairing f^{OF(0)} which is responsible for χ^{EP} is forced by the discrete symmetry to point to the surface normal direction f^{OF(0)} ‖ ẑ. The magnetic response of the OTE pairing is characterized by ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) that is the topological order associated with the hidden Z_2 symmetry.

Ising spin susceptibility.— Substituting the expression of pairing amplitudes into Eqs. (216) and (217), the spin susceptibility in Eq. (215) is recast into the following forms:

χ_{surf} = χ_N + √ 1 − ℓ̂^2_zχ̃^{OP}_{surf} + ℓ̂_zχ̃^{EP}_{surf} . (224) The contributions from odd-parity and even-parity pair amplitudes are given as

χ̃^{OP}_{surf} χ_N = − 1 μ_nH Re ⟨ cos(ϕ_ℓ − ϕ_k)f^{OF(1)}_0 f̃^{EF(0)∗}_‖

g^{(0)}_0 ⟩ k̂,n , (225)

χ̃^{EP}_{surf} χ_N = 1 μ_nH Re ⟨ f^{EF(1)}

0 f̃^{OF(0)∗} z g^{(0)}_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (226)

where ℓ̂_μ(n̂, φ) is defined in Eq. (57) [49, 68]. We have also introduced ℓ̂_‖ ≡ √ ℓ̂2_x + ℓ̂2_y

and the azimuthal angle ϕ_ℓ = tan^{−1}(ℓ̂_y/ℓ̂_x).

The OTE Cooper pair, f̃^{OF(0)}_z , is equivalent to the surface density of states in the low-energy regime, [120, 121] N (k̂, z; E) ≈ 1 π | | |Ref^{OF(0)}(k̂, z; ωn → −iE + 0+) | | | , (227)

where the momentum resolved local density of states is defined as N (k̂, z; E) = − N_F π Img^{(0)}_0 (k̂, z; ω_n → −iE + 0_+). (228)

Equation (227) implies that the OTE Cooper pair amplitudes always appear on the surface of^3He-B when the surface Andreev bound state exists. The coupling of the OTE pairing with an applied magnetic field at the surface is parameterized by ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ). For^3He-B in a slab geometry, the n̂-texture and the angle φ are determined by the

CONTENTS 59

applied magnetic field, the dipole-dipole interaction arising from the magnetic moment of nuclei, and surface boundary condition. In the limit of a weak magnetic field, the dipole-dipole interaction and surface boundary condition favors the configuration of n̂ = ẑ [49, 3]. Hence, one finds ℓ̂_z(n̂ = ẑ, φ) = cos θ_H for a magnetic field H ·ẑ = H cos θ_H . This configuration of the n̂-texture gives rise to the Ising anisotropy of the spin susceptibility,

χ_{surf} = χ_N + χ̃^{OP}_{surf} sin θ_H + χ̃^{EP}_{surf} cos θ_H . (229)

This indicates that for a magnetic field parallel to the surface (θ_H = π/2), although the OTE pairings exists at the surfaces, it does not couple to the applied field. The resultant spin susceptibility is contributed from only the ETO pairing, which stays about the same as that in the bulk. The OTE pairing contributes to the surface spin susceptibility when the applied field is tilted from the surface normal direction or ℓ̂_z is nonzero. Therefore, the Ising magnetic anisotropy of surface bound states is describable with the context of odd-frequency Cooper pair amplitudes.

Equation (224) shows that only the OTE pairs contribute to the surface spin susceptibility when ℓ̂_z = 0, while χ for ℓ̂_z = 1 is composed of only the ETO Cooper pairs, χ = χ_N + χ̃^{OP} for ℓ̂_z = 0

χ_N + χ̃^{EP} for ℓ̂_z = 1

. (230)

In the case of bulk superfluid^3He-B, since the OTE pairing is absent, the spin susceptibility is given as χ = χ_N + χ^{OP}, where χ^{OP} < 0 suppreses the spin susceptibility. In contrast, the spin susceptibility contributed from the OTE pairs, χ^{EP}, is expected to increase the spin susceptibility, which comes up to χ > χ_N [325]. As we will discuss below, there is the critical magnetic field beyond which ℓ̂_z becomes nonzero and the OTE pair contribute to the surface spin susceptibility.

Surface spin susceptibility in the Ginzburg-Landau regime.— To capture the essential part of the relation between the surface spin susceptibility and emergent Cooper pairs, we explicitly solve the quasiclassical Eilenberger equation (192) within the Ginzburg-Landau approximation. The full analytic solution of the Eilenberger equation (192) at zero fields is described in Sec. 7.2.

In the Ginzburg-Landau regime near T_{c0}, we may replace the diagonal component of the quasiclassical operator g to the normal-state propagator g_N = −iπsgn(ω_n). For simplicity, the pair potential is assumed to be spatially uniform. In addition, we formally expand the anomalous propagator f and the d-vector d in powers of the applied field: f = f^{(0)} + f^{(1)} + · · · and d = d^{(0)} + d^{(1)} + · · ·. We first solve the equation with H = 0 and then the finite field corrections are obtained, order by order of (μ_nH/Δ_0). In the zero field, it is obvious that the spin-singlet pair amplitudes are absent, that is, f^{(0)}_0 = 0. We also note that the spatially uniform pair potential is distorted by order (μ_nH/Δ_0)^2 and we neglect d^{(1)}. The pair potential at zero fields preserves the SO(2)_{Lz +Sz} symmetry, which is given in Eq. (41). The Cooper pair amplitudes at zero field are obtained by solving the equation for f̃^{(0)}_‖ [326],

v_Fk̂_z ∂_zf̃^{(0)}_‖ = −2ω_nf̃^{(0)}_‖ − 2πsgn(ω_n)Δ_‖, (231)

and for f̃^{(0)}_z ,

v_Fk̂_z ∂_zf̃^{(0)}_⊥ = −2ω_nf̃^{(0)}_⊥ − 2πsgn(ω_n)Δ_⊥. (232)

CONTENTS 60

Using the specular boundary conditions at z = 0 and z = D, one obtains the ETO pair amplitudes at zero field as

f̃^{EF(0)} ‖ (θ_k, z; ω_n) = −π Δ_‖ |ω_n| sin θ_k, (233)

f̃^{EF(0)} ⊥ (θ_k, z; ω_n) = −π Δ_⊥ cos θ_k |ω_n| [ 1 − cosh[(z − D/2)/λ] cosh(D/2λ) ] , (234)

where we have introduced λ = v_F| cos θ_k|/2|ω_n|. The OTE component emerges in the surface region as f̃^{OF(0)} ⊥ (θ_k, z; ω_n) = −π Δ_⊥| cos θ_k| ω_n sinh[(z − D/2)/λ] cosh(D/2λ)

, (235)

and f^{OF(0)}_‖ = 0.

The ESE and OSO pair amplitudes are induced by the linear Zeeman corrections. The field-induced spin-singlet pair amplitudes are governed by the following equation that are obtained from Eq. (192), iv_Fk̂_z∂_z f^{(1)}_0 = −2iω_nf^{(1)}_0 − ω̃_Lℓ̂_zf̃^{(0)}_⊥ . (236) The magnetic Zeeman term is parameterized by the topological order ℓ̂_z and the effective Lamor frequency ω̃_L is defined as ω̃_L =^{2μnH}_{1+F} a_0 . Solving the equation shown above, one finds that the ESE Cooper pair amplitude is induced at the surface z = 0 by the magnetic Zeeman field as

f^{EF(1)}

0 (k̂, 0; ω_n) = i π 2 ℓ̂_z ω̃^LΔ^⊥| k̂_z | |ω_n|^2 [ tanh ( D 2λ ) + D 2λ sech^2 ( D 2λ )] ,(237)

while the OSO pair amplitude does not appear at the surface, f^{OF(1)}_0 (k̂, 0; ω_n) = 0. It is also found that the intensity of the ESE Cooper pair amplitude in the central region of the system (z ≈ D/2) exponentially decreases with increasing D/λ. Therefore, the ESE pair amplitude that are induced by the linear Zeeman corrections is localized in the surface region.

For D ≫ λ, the OTE and ESE pair amplitudes emergent at the surface are simplified as

f̃^{OF(0)} ⊥ (θ_k, 0; ω_n) = π

Δ_⊥| cos θ_k| ω_n , (238) and f^{EF(1)}

0 (k̂, 0; ω_n) = i π 2 ℓ̂_z|k̂_z | ω̃^LΔ^⊥ |ω_n|^2 . (239)

Substituting these expressions of OTE and ETO pair amplitudes into Eq. (226), one obtains the first order correction to the even-parity Cooper pair contribution as

χ^{(1)EP}

surf =

7ζ(3) 12(1 + F^a_0 ) ( Δ_⊥ πT )_2

> 0, (240)

where ζ(3) is the Riemann zeta function. This clearly shows that the even-parity Cooper pairs carry the paramagnetic response χ^{(1)EP}_{surf} > 0. Note that the odd-parity Cooper pair contribution χ^{(1)OP}_{surf} is absent in the Ginzburg-Landau regime. To this end, the surface spin susceptibility in the superfluid^3He-B is anomalously enhanced by the coupling of emergent OTE Cooper pairs to the field-induced ESE pair as χ_{surf} = χ_N + ℓ̂^2_z(n̂, φ)χ^{(1)EP}_{surf} > χ_N. (241)

CONTENTS 61

This implies that although the OTE pair amplitudes always exist in the surface of ETO superconductors and superfluids and yield paramagnetic response, they do not necessarily couple to the applied magnetic field. The topological order ℓ̂_z that is associated with the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry determines the contribution of odd-parity Cooper pairs to the surface spin susceptibility.

7. Surface Andreev bound states in the quasiclassical theory

The quasiclassical transport equation (192) offers a more tractable way for studying microscopic structures of spatially inhomogeneous superfluids and superconductors, while it always contains an unphysical solution that is not normalizable [300]. Following Refs. [302] and [303], in this section, we first introduce projection operators that map an arbitrary normal state quasiparticle onto the Nambu space in which the particle-like and hole-like subspaces are coherently coupled through the superconducting pair potential. This projector transfers the quasiclassical transport equation to the so-called Riccati-type equation. The equation contains the nonlinear term that makes it numerically stable. Therefore, the Riccati parameterization of the quasiclassical transport equation has offered a tractable way to study spatially inhomogeneous superconducting and superfluid states [302, 304, 327]. The Riccati equation is also exactly solvable, which gives a self-consistent solution of the quasiclassical transport equation and gap equation. Using the solution, we examine the detailed properties of time-reversal invariant topological superfluids and superconductors, such as Majorana fermions, odd-frequency pairing, and spin current density.

7.1. Projection operators and Riccati equations

Before starting to introduce the projection operators, it is worth mentioning the retarded propagator for spatially uniform superconductors and superfluids, which is obtained from Eq. (195) with the analytic continuation iω_n → E + i0_+ as

g^R_{bulk}(k̂, E) = α(k̂, E)τ_z + β(k̂, E)Δ(k̂), (242)

where α(k̂, E) = −Eβ(k̂, E) = − πE √ |Δ|^2 − E^2

Θ(|Δ|^2 − E^2) − i π|E| √ E^2 − |Δ|^2

Θ(E^2 − |Δ|^2), (243)

where we introduce |Δ|^2 ≡^1_2 Tr[Δ(k̂)Δ^†(k̂)] = |ψ_0(k̂)|^2 + |d(k̂)|^2. The second term in α is associated with the density of states.

The projection operators P_± are defined with the quasiclassical propagator g as

P_±(k̂, r; ω_n) = 1 2 [ 1 ± i π g(k̂, r; ω_n) ] . (244)

This projector was first introduced by Shelankov [299] to directly derive the normalization condition (196) on the quasiclassical propagator. It is obvious that the operators satisfy the following conditions:

P_+ + P_− = 1, P_+P_− =0, P^2_± = P_±. (245)

CONTENTS 62

Using the retarded and advanced propagators g^R(E) = g(ω_n → −iE + 0_+) and g^A(E) = g(ω_n →−iE − 0_+), the operators P^{R,A}_± are introduced as

P^{R,A}_± (k̂, r; E) = 1 2 [ 1 ± i π g^{R,A}(k̂, r; E) ] . (246)

The operators must satisfy the orthonormal conditions in Eqs. (245).

It turns out that the operators P^{R,A}_± project an arbitrary Nambu spinor onto the particle-like and hole-like subspaces of the superconducting state locally. To see this, let us start with the propagator in the normal state, g_N(k̂, r; ω_n) = −iπsgn(ω_n)τ_z , which is independent of both k̂ and r. Then, the projection operator in the normal state for E > 0 is given as

P^R_+(E > 0) = ( 1_{2×2} 0 0 0 ) , P^R_−(E > 0) = ( 0 0 0 1_{2×2} ) . (247)

This indicates that the operator P^R_+ (E > 0) projects an arbitrary Nambu spinor onto the particle branch. Likewise, P^R_− (E > 0) is the projector onto the hole branch.

The projectors for superconducting states are derived by substituting the solutions in Eq. (195) into Eq. (246). Then, the projection operator for the positive energy state E > |Δ| is recast into

P^R_±(E) = 1 ξ(k̂, E) ( ξ(k̂, E) ± |E| ∓Δ(k̂) ∓Δ^†(−k̂) ξ(k̂, E) ∓ |E| ) , (248) where ξ(k̂, E)≡ √ E^2 − |Δ|^2. For E ≫ Δ_0

φ_+(k̂, E) ≡ P^R_+(E) 1 0 0 0 ≈ 1 0 0 0 + Δ_0 2E 0 0 −k̂_x − ik̂_y k̂_z , (249)

φ_−(k̂, E) ≡ P^R_−(E) 0 0 1 0 ≈ 0 0 1 0 + Δ_0 2E −k̂_x + ik̂_y k̂_z 0 0 . (250)

Hence, it turns out that in superfluid states, P^R_±(E) projects a normal-state quasiparticle with a spin to the Nambu space. Equations (249) and (250) indicate that the pair potential Δ_0 in the B-phase mixes the hole component χ(k̂) ≡ (−k̂_x +ik̂_y, k̂_z )^T that is the eigenvector of the chiral operator k̂ · σ with the eigenvalue −1. In Sec. 7.2, we demonstrate that the projection operators P^R_± are useful for constructing the Bogoliubov spinors for surface bound states from the quasiclassical propagator.

Following the ansatz in Ref. [302, 303], we parameterize the projection operators with complex spin matrices a(k̂, r; ω_n) and b(k̂, r; ω_n) as

P_+ = ( 1 −b ) (1 − ab)^{−1} (1, a) , (251)

P_− = ( −a 1 ) (1 − ba)^{−1} (b, 1) . (252)

Using the identity a(1 + ba) = (1 + ab)a, one can confirm that the Ansatz for P_± in Eqs. (251) and (252) satisfies the relations in Eq. (245), implying that this

CONTENTS 63

parameterization automatically satisfies the normalization condition of g. This parameterization considerably simplifies the transport equation (192) to the 2 × 2 nonlinear differential equations. The equation of motion for the projectors is obtained from the quasiclassical transport equation (192). Substituting Eqs. (251) and (252) into the equation of motion for the projectors, one can immediately extract the Riccatitype differential equation for the 2×2 spin matrix a≡a(k̂, r; ω_n),

iv_F(k̂) · ∇a + 2iω_na + Δ − aΔ^†(−k̂)a + aν̃^′ − ν̃a = 0, (253) which is supplemented by initial conditions [302, 303, 304]. The Riccati-type equation (253) is directly derived from the BdG equation (30) with the Andreev approximation by parametrizing the ratio of the quasiparticle wavefunction u/v as the Riccati amplitude a [108, 328]. The equation for the Ricatti amplitudes b is separated from that for a, which is obtained by using the symmetry a(k̂, r; ω_n) = b^∗(−k̂, r; ω_n). (254) This relation implies that the quasiclassical propagators obey τ_xg^∗(k̂, r; ω_n)τ_x = g(−k̂, r; ω_n), (255) This represents the particle-hole symmetry given in Eq. (27). For spatially uniform Δ ≡ Δ(k̂), the solution of the Riccati equation (253) is obtained as

a_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n) = −

Δ(k̂) iω_n + i √ ω^2_n +^1_2 Tr[Δ(k̂)Δ^†(k̂)]

, (256)

b_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n) =

Δ^∗(−k̂) iω_n + i √ ω^2_n +^1_2 Tr[Δ(k̂)Δ^†(k̂)]

. (257)

Owing to the nonlinear term aΔ^†a, Eq. (253) becomes numerically stable along a trajectory in the direction of k̂. Likewise, the symmetry in Eq. (254) indicates that the another Riccati amplitude b(k̂) = a^∗(−k̂) is stable along trajectories in the direction of −k̂. The details on numerical calculation of Eq. (253) in a restricted geometry are available in Refs. [71, 106, 144].

The quasiclassical propagator is now reconstructed from the 2 × 2 Riccati amplitudes a and b as g(k̂, r; ω_n) = −iπN ( 1 + ab 2a −2b −1 − ba ) , (258)

where N = diag[(1 − ab)^{−1}, (1 − ba)^{−1}]. Therefore, the Riccati amplitude a is related to the off-diagonal propagator as a = − 1 iπ ( 1 + i π g )_{−1} f, (259)

which implies that a is obtained by projecting the off-diagonal propagator to the particle-like subsector. In the same manner, the other Riccati amplitude b is related to the hole-like projection of the off-diagonal propagator b = 1 iπ ( 1 − i π g )_{−1} f̄. (260)

CONTENTS 64

7.2. Exact solutions for superfluid^3He-B Here, we analytically solve the Riccati-type transport equation for the superfluid^3He- B in the presence of a specular surface at z = 0, where the B-phase is supposed to occupy the region of z > 0. We also suppose the uniformity of the surface in the x-y plane. Then, the specular surface imposes the following boundary condition on the quasiclassical propagator g(k̂, r; ω_n) = g(k̂, z; ω_n), where the propagator along the trajectory k̂ matches that along the specularly scattered trajectory k at the surface z = 0:

g(k̂, z = 0; ω_n) = g(k̂, z = 0; ω_n). (261)

The specularly scattered momentum k̂ is defined as k̂ =k̂ − 2ẑ(ẑ · k̂), where ẑ is a unit vector perpendicular to the surface. We also impose the following boundary condition on the propagator, g(k̂, z = ∞; ω_n) = g_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n), (262)

where the propagator in the bulk B-phase, g_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n), is given in Eq. (195). Then, the Riccati amplitudes a and b are matched at the surface as a(k̂, z = 0; ω_n) = a(k̂, z = 0; ω_n), (263) b(k̂, z = 0; ω_n) = b(k̂, z = 0; ω_n). (264) The boundary condition at z → ∞ is given with Eqs. (256) and (257) as a(k̂, z = ∞; ω_n) = a_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n), (265) b(k̂, z = ∞; ω_n) = b_{bulk}(k̂, ω_n). (266) Now, we employ the unitary transformation introduced in Eq. (138), which reduces the B-phase pair potential to the chiral pairing form in Eq. (139). For simplicity, we neglect a magnetic field and Fermi liquid corrections, corresponding to Eq. (253) with ν̃ =ν̃^′ =0. Then, this unitary transformation considerably simplifies Eq. (253) to

v_F cos θ_k d dz a_± = −2ω_na_± + iΔ_± + iΔ^∗_±a^2_±, (267)

where the 2×2 Riccati amplitude a is diagonalized by using the unitary transformation in Eq. (138) to with two scalar functions a_±, S^†_{ϕk} U^†(n̂, φ)a(k̂, z; ω_n)U^∗(n̂, φ)S^∗_{ϕk} = ( a_+ 0 0 a_− ) . (268)

We here suppose the shperical Fermi surface, v_F(k̂) = v_Fk̂. Since Eq. (139) obeys Δ_− =−Δ^∗_+, one finds a_−(k̂, z; ω_n)=a^∗_+(k̂, z; ω_n).

The exact solution of the Riccati equation (267) was first obtained in Ref. [328] for the pair potential ansatz, Δ(z) = tanh(z/ξ_0). This solution was developed in Ref. [121] to the more generic form of the pair potential,

Δ_±(θ_k, z) = Δ_0 [ ± cos θ_k tanh ( z ξ_0 ) + i sin θ_k ] . (269)

In particular, it is demonstrated in Ref. [121] that the ansatz in Eq. (269) is a selfconsistent solution in the weak coupling limit.

CONTENTS 65

The solution of the Riccati amplitude is obtained as a_+(z, θ, ω_n) = i ω_n − √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 + Δ_+(θ_k, z) ω_n + √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 − Δ^∗_+(θ_k, z)

, (270)

which satisfies the boundary conditions at z = 0, Eqs. (263) and (264), and at z = ∞, Eqs. (265) and (266). The self-consistent quasiclassical propagator is obtained by the unitary transformation of this solution as g = U(n̂, φ)S_{ϕk}g̃S^†_{ϕk} U^†(n̂, φ), where g̃ is obtained from Eq. (270) with Eq. (258) and b(k̂, z; ω_n) = a^∗(−k̂, z; ω_n). Then, the diagonal component of the quasiclassical propagator for^3He-B in zero fields is

g_0(k̂, z; ω_n) = − iπω_n √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 [ 1 + 1 2 Δ^2_0 cos^2 θ_k ω^2_n + E^2_0 (k̂_‖) sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] , (271)

g̃_‖(k̂, z; ω_n) = − π 2 √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0

Δ^3_0 sin θ_k cos^2 θ_k ω^2_n + E^2_0 (k̂_‖) sech^2 ( z ξ_0 ) , (272)

and g̃_z(k̂, z; ω_n) = 0. The spin part of the quasiclassical propagator, g, is obtained from g̃_‖ and g̃_z as

g_μ(k̂, z; ω_n) = R_{μν} (n̂, φ)g̃_ν (k̂, z; ω_n), (273) where g̃_ν is defined as (g̃_x, g̃_y, g̃_z) = (g̃_‖ sin ϕ_k, −g̃_‖ cos ϕ_k, g̃_z). The quasiparticle propagator derived here is deviated from that of bulk^3He-B in the surface region within ξ_0.

The retarded propagator g^R_0 (E)=g^R_0 (ω_n → −iE + 0_+) has poles at the dispersion of the surface Andreev bound states, E_0(k̂_‖), described in Eq. (140). Using the exact solution on the quasiclassical propagator, we can calculate the local density of states for the bound state |E| < Δ_0 as N (z, E) = − N_F π ⟨ Img^R_0 (k̂, z; E) ⟩ k̂ = π 4 N_F |E| Δ_0 sech^2 ( z ξ_0 ) . (274)

The local density of states for the continuum state |E| > Δ_0 is given as N (z, E) = N_F [ |E| ξ(E) − 1 2 ( |E| ξ(E) − |E| Δ_0 tan^{−1}

Δ_0 ξ(E) ) sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] , (275) where ξ(E) ≡ √ E^2 − Δ^2_0. The local density of states for the continuum state is also deformed from that in the bulk B-phase, N_{bulk}(E) = N_F|E|/ √ E^2 − Δ^2_0.

This is because the density of states in the quasiclassical theory holds the sum rule 1 E_c ∫_{Ec} −E_c N (z, E)dE = NF for Ec ≫ Δ0. The sum rule implies that the existence of the

surface Majorana cone within |E| < Δ_0 alters the density of states of the continuum states with |E| > Δ_0 in the surface region. We will show below that the deviation of the surface density of states of the continuum states affects the spin current density.

The local density of states at the surface z = 0 is shown in Fig. 13(a). Since the surface Majorana fermions have a two-dimensional relativistic dispersion, E_0(k_x, k_y) ∝ √ k^2_x + k^2_y, the surface density of states for the bound state yields a linear energy dependence with a slope (π/4)N_F. The linear dependence is also obtained by numerical calculation [71, 75, 144, 152]. The linear behavior of the low-energy density of states is responsible for the power-law behavior of the temperature-dependence of the specific heat in^3He-B confined in a slab geometry [69], in contrary to the exponential behavior

CONTENTS 66

Figure 13. Local density of states N (z, E) (a) and spin current function (b) at the surface z = 0 in^3He-B. At a zero temperature, quasiparticles fill the colored states in (a). The spin currents from the bound and continuum states are derived by integrating the blue and pink regions in (b), respectively. Figures adapted from Ref. [121].

expected in the bulk B-phase. The large heat capacity in extremely low temperatures has recently been reported in Ref. [329], where the 10% deviation from the bulk superfluid^3He heat capacity at 135μK has been observed. This deviation is in good agreement with the theoretical value of the heat capacity originating from the gapless surface states without fitting parameters in low temperatures.

7.3. Odd-frequency pairing and Majorana Ising spins

Here, we illustrate the odd-frequency pairing emergent in^3He-B and the identity between the odd-frequency pairing and surface density of states. We start with the exact solution of Eq. (270) for the pair amplitudes of^3He-B at zero fields, f_μ(k̂, z; ω_n) = R_{μν} (n̂, φ)f̃_ν (k̂, z; ω_n), (276) where f̃_ν is defined as (f̃_x, f̃_y, f̃_z) = (f̃_‖ cos ϕ_k, f̃_‖ sin ϕ_k, f̃_z) and the each component is obtained with the exact solution of the Riccati equation as

f̃_‖(k̂, z; ω_n) = π Δ^0 sin θ^k √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 [ 1 + 1 2 Δ^2_0 cos^2 θ_k ω^2_n + E^2_0 (k̂_‖) sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] , (277)

f̃_z(k̂, z; ω_n) = π Δ^0 cos θ^k √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 [ tanh ( z ξ ) − 1 2 ω_nΔ_0 cos θ_k ω^2_n + E^2_0 (k̂_‖) sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] . (278) Using the analytic solution of the Cooper pair amplitude, we can reconstruct the d-vector through the gap equation (203). We here suppose the simple p-wave interaction V^{cd}_{ab} (k̂ · k^′) = 3Λk̂ · k̂^′, where the coupling constant has the relation, Λ^{−1} = ln^{2ωc}_{Δ0} . Then, the d-vector at zero temperatures is calculated as [121]

d_x(k̂, z) = Δ_0k̂_x [ 1 + Λ 6 sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] , (279)

d_y(k̂, z) = Δ_0k̂_y [ 1 + Λ 6 sech^2 ( z ξ_0 )] , (280)

CONTENTS 67

d_z(k̂, z) = Δ_0k̂_z tanh ( z ξ_0 ) . (281)

This reduces to the pair potential ansatz in Eq. (269). Therefore, the analytic solution of the propagator self-consistently satisfies the gap equation.

As shown in Eqs. (249) and (250), in superfluid states, the projectors P^R_+(E) project a normal state with ↑ spin onto a quasiparticle with the energy E in the Nambu space,

φ_E = P^R_+(E) 1 0 0 0 = 1 π π + ig^R_0 e^{iϕk} g^R_‖ ie^{iϕk}f̄^R_‖ −if̄^R_z . (282)

The particle-hole subspaces are coherently coupled through the anomalous part of the propagator, f_μ. In addition, the chiral component is induced through g_‖ in the case of 3He-B. Wu and Sauls [170] demonstrated that the wavefunction of surface Majorana fermions in Eq. (141) can be extracted from this quasiclassical projectors. We can construct the Majorana Ising spins also from the exact solution on two branches E_0(k̂_‖) = ±Δ_0 sin θ_k. By integrating over an infinitesimal bandwidth around the divergent bound state [(−iE + 0_+)^2 + E^2_0 ]^{−1} ∼ ±^{iπ}_{2E0} δ(E ∓ E_0), φ^±(k̂_‖, z) = u(θ_k, z)U(n̂, φ) [ e^{−iϕk/2}Φ_+ ∓ e^{iϕk /2}Φ_− ] , (283)

where the amplitude is u(θ_k, z) = π 4 Δ_0 cos θ_ksech^2 ( z ξ_0 ) , (284)

and the spinors, Φ_±, are given by Φ_+ = (1, 0, 0, −i)^T and Φ_− = (0, i, 1, 0)^T. This is consistent with the wavefunction of the surface bound states in Eq. (141) obtained by the explicit calculation of the Andreev (BdG) equation.

The analytic solution for the off-diagonal propagator indicates that the oddfrequency pair amplitude is strongly constraint f̃^{OF}_x = f̃^{OF}_y = 0, f̃^{OF}_z ≠ 0. (285)

This results in Eqs. (222) and (223). In this solution with a specular surface, the odd-frequency pair amplitude at the surface is equivalent to the momentum resolved surface density of states N (k̂, z; ω_n) for the bound states |E| < Δ_0, N (k̂, z; E) = 1 π | | |Ref^{OF}(k̂, z; E) | | | . (286)

This relation reveals the identity between surface Majorana fermions and oddfrequency Cooper pair correlation. We would like to emphasize that the identity (286) can be exactly held only for the exact zero energy E = 0 [120], while the identity for the whole spectrum of the surface Majorana cone is attributed to the pair potential ansatz in Eq. (269) that is the self-consistent solution only in the weakcoupling limit. We also note that the identity between Majorana zero modes and odd-frequency Cooper pairs is clarified in a superconducting nanowire [123] and chiral p-wave superconductor with a vortex in the quantum limit [122], which indicates the identity is held beyond the quasiclassical theory. Hence, the topologically protected surface states have multi-faceted properties, such as the Majorana fermion and oddfrequency pair. The physical consequence in the former is the Ising anisotropy of the surface spin susceptibility, while the latter is responsible for anomalous proximity effect.

CONTENTS 68

7.4. Surface spin current

Using the analytic solution presented in the previous subsection, we examine the surface spin current in^3He-B. In the same manner with the argument on spin susceptibility in Sec. 6.3, we first summarize the direct relation between the spin current and odd frequency pair f^{OF} in time-reversal invariant spin-triplet superfluids and superconductors. The spin current density J^{spin}_{μν} is defined with the quasiclassical propagator as

J^{spin}_{μν} (r) =

N_F 2 Re ⟨ v_ν (k̂)g_μ(k̂, r; ω_n) ⟩ k̂,n . (287) By using the symmetric properties of the quasiclassical propagator in Eqs. (198), (199), and (200), the spin current for spin-triplet superfluids and superconductors is recast into [326]

J^{spin}_{μν} (r) =

N_F 4 Re ⟨ v_ν (k̂) i(f × f̄)_μ g_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (288)

We here assume v(k̂) = −v(−k̂). For time-reversal invariant superfluids and superconductors, the propagator g_0 obeys the relation in Eq. (214). By using this, the spin current density at zero fields is expressed in terms of ETO pair amplitude f̃^{EF} and OTE pair amplitude f̃^{OF} as J̃^{spin}_{μν} (r) = R_{μη} (n̂, φ)J̃^{spin}_{ην} (r) (289)

where J̃^{spin}_{μν} is the spin current density for n̂ = ẑ and φ = 0.

J̃^{spin}_{μν} (r) = N^F 2 Im ⟨ v_ν (k̂)

(f̃^{EF} × f̃^{OF})_μ g_0 ⟩ k̂,n . (290)

Hence, only J̃^{spin}_{xy} and J̃^{spin}_{yx} components remain nonzero, J̃^{spin}_{xy} (z, E) = −J̃^{spin}_{yx} (z, E) ≡ J (z, E), (291)

and otherwise J̃_{μν} (z, E) = 0. Equation (290) states that the surface bound states in time-reversal invariant superfluids and superconductors carry the surface spin current.

Substituting the exact solution shown in Eq. (272) into Eq. (287), we can calculate the spin current spectral function J (z, E) J (z, E) = α E^2 Δ^2_0 sech^2 ( z ξ_0 ) , (292)

for the bound state |E| < Δ_0 and J (z, E) = − 2 3π α [ ξ(E) Δ_0 + 2E^2 Δ_0ξ(E) − 3E^2 Δ^2_0 tan^{−1}

Δ_0 ξ(E) ] sech^2 ( z ξ_0 ) , (293) for the continuum state |E| > Δ_0, where α ≡ sgn(E)πv_FN_F/16. This spin current function on the surface, J (z = 0, E), is displayed in Fig. 13(b), where the contribution from surface bound states with |E| ≤ Δ_0 is quadratic on E. The continuum states with |E| > Δ_0 also carry the finite spin current, J (z = 0, E), whose sign is opposite to that from the surface bound states. The nonzero contribution of the continuum states originates in the fact that the surface density of states with |E| > Δ_0 is deviated from that in the bulk^3He-B by the existence of low-lying bound states. The

CONTENTS 69

asymptotic behavior of the surface spin current function, J (z = 0, E), at |E/Δ_0| → ∞ is estimated as J (z = 0, E) ≈ − v_FN_F 60 ( Δ_0 E )_3

, (294)

implying that the contribution of higher-energy quasiparticles decreases with the same power law ∼ E^{−3} as the mass current in^3He-A [121]. This power law behavior indicates that higher-energy quasiparticles carrying the surface spin current are distributed neither in the narrow energy shell around the Fermi level nor up to the bottom of the Fermi sea. The spin (mass) current in^3He-B (^3He-A) is comprised of the wide range of energy eigenstates of the BdG Hamiltonian.

The total spin current flowing on the surface of^3He-B is defined by integrating the spectral function J_{spin}(T ) ≡ ∫_∞ 0 dz ∫_∞ −∞ dEJ (z, E)f(E, T ). Substituting Eqs. (292) and (293) and integrating over z and E, one obtains the total amount of the surface spin current at zero temperatures as

J_{spin}(0) = J^{bound}_{spin} + J^{cont}_{spin} = − κ 2π nℏ 6 . (295)

The quantum of circulation κ = h/2m emerges from the ratio of coefficients between the spin and mass currents [121], where h is the Plank constant. The total spin current in Eq. (295) is separated to the contributions carried by the surface Majorana cone and continuum states, J^{bound}_{spin} and J^{cont}_{spin} , which can be estimated as

J^{bound}

spin = − π 8 κ 2π nℏ, (296) J^{cont}_{spin} = π 8 ( 1 − 4 3π ) κ 2π nℏ. (297) This indicates sgn(J^{bound}_{spin} ) = −sgn(J^{cont}_{spin} ), which implies that the surface spin current carried by the surface Majorana cone with |E| < Δ_0 flows in the opposite direction of that carried by continuum states with |E| > Δ_0.

Finally, we here mention the temperature dependence of the total spin current J_{spin}(T ), which is calculated as

J_{spin}(T ) = 2 3 J_{spin}(0) πT Δ_0 ∑ n [ √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 Δ_0 +2 ω^2_n Δ_0 √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 + 3 ω^2_n Δ^2_0 ln √ ω^2_n + Δ^2_0 − Δ_0 |ω_n| ] . (298)

The temperature dependence of J_{spin}(T ) is plotted in Fig. 14 compared with the superfluid density ρ^0_s (T ) (the solid curve). It is seen that the temperature dependence of the net spin current is different from that of ρ^0_s . This is because the low-temperature depletion of the total spin current is attributed to low-lying surface bound states. There is no other low energy excitation. Expanding Eq. (298), one can derive the low-temperature behavior of the total spin current as [121, 170]

J_{spin}(T ) = J_{spin}(0) [ 1 − C ( πT Δ_0

)_3 + O ( πT Δ_0

)_4] , (299)

where the coefficient C is fixed within 3/5 ≤ C ≤ 1 by the Euler-Maclaurin formula using up to the fourth Bernoulli number. This T^3-power behavior of the depletion originates from the excitations of surface bound states that has a quadratic energy

CONTENTS 70

Figure 14. Temperature dependence of total spin current J_{spin}(T ) (circles) and the superfluid density ρ^0_s (T ) (solid line) in^3He-B. Figure adapted from Ref. [121].

dependence in J (z, E) as shown in Fig. 13(b). The observation of the depletion could establish the existence of low-lying surface bound states.

Note that owing to the spontaneous breaking of the time-reversal symmetry,^3He- A is accompanied by the net mass current along the edge, which is carried by the gapless edge states. In the disk system with a radius much larger than the coherence length, angular momentum by the total surface mass current is Nℏ/2 at the zero temperature [90] which corresponds to macroscopic intrinsic angular momentum by Cooper pairs [330], where N is the number of^3He atoms in the system. The total mass current decreases as T^2-power in low temperatures [121, 331], which accidentally corresponds to the longitudinal superfluid density ρ^0_{sl} [332]. The thermal depletion reflects the linear dispersion of the surface Majorana bound state that is flat to the nodal direction.

The surface current depletion of T^3-power in^3He-B and that of T^2-power in^3He- A are sensitive to thermal excitations in the surface Majorana bound state. Detection of the spin current will be more difficult than that of the mass current because we have to separate spin states for the detection of the spin current. Wu and Sauls [170] have pointed out that the surface Mojorana bound state in^3He-B can be observed by the thermal depletion of mass current. Superfluid flow applied to^3He-B in a narrow channel induces mass current on surfaces of the channel owing to the time-reversal symmetry breaking. The mass current decreases as T^3-power in low temperatures, which reflects the surface Majorana cone in^3He-B.

8. Topological phase diagram in superfluid^3He

In this section, we present the superfluid phase diagram of^3He in a restricted geometry. We will also illustrate the H- and T -dependence of spin susceptibility averaged over the slab, where the latter is associated with the NMR frequency shift and absorption. In order to discuss the thermodynamic stability and the phase diagram of superfluid^3He in a slab geometry, we estimate the thermodynamic functional within the quasiclassical approximation,

δΩ[g] = 1 2 ∫_1 0 dλSp^′ { (ν + Δ) ( g_λ − 1 2 g )} , (300)

CONTENTS 71

Figure 15. Spatial profile of the pair potentials Δ_‖(z) (thick curves) and Δ_⊥(z) (thin curves) for D/ξ_0 = 40, 20, and 10 at zero fields.

where we set Sp^′{· · ·} = N_F ∫ dr⟨Tr_4{· · ·}⟩_{k̂,ωn} . The quasiclassical auxiliary function g_λ is obtained from the quasiclassical Eilenberger equation (192) with replacing ν →λν and Δ → λΔ (λ ∈ [0, 1]), where the equation is solved once under a given self-energy but not self-consistently. The functional in Eq. (300) is obtained from the Luttinger- Ward thermodynamic functional (118) associated with the Nambu-Gor’kov Green’s function G, whose detailed derivation is followed by the work in Ref. [106]. Equation (300) includes the influence of the condensation energy and quasiparticle excitations as well as the Fermi liquid corrections.

8.1. Thermodynamics in the absence of dipole-dipole interaction

We fist summarize the pair breaking effect in a slab geometry and the superfluid phase diagram in the absence of a magnetic dipol-dipole interaction that is crucial for determining the topological phase transition at finite magnetic fields. As shown in previous sections, the specular surface is accompanied by the gapless surface bound states that behave as Majorana fermions. It was found by Buchholtz and Zwicknagl [75] in 1981 that from the microscopic point of view, the surface states emerge on a specular surface of spin-triplet p-wave superconductors and superfluids. The existence of gapless bound states at the surface is fed back into the pair potential, which gives rise to a strong distortion of the surface pair potential. The existence and role of surface bound state were more explicitly discussed by Hara and Nagai [76], who analyzed a p-wave polar state as an exactly solvable model. We display in Fig. 15 the spatial profiles of the pair potentials in a slab geometry with different D’s. The pair potentials are the self-consistent solutions of the quasiclassical equation (192) and the gap equation (203) with Eq. (42) at zero fields. Owing to the boundary condition at the specular surface in Eq. (218), Δ_‖(z) that is coupled to the momentum perpendicular to the surface must vanish at the surface, while the parallel component Δ_⊥(z) increases so as to gain the condensation energy. As D decreases, the perpendicular component can not survive and the superfluid phase transition from the B to planar phase occurs.

In the basis of the quasiclassical theory, the quantitative phase diagram of the superfluid^3He in a restricted geometry have been clarified in Refs. [71, 105, 106].

CONTENTS 72

Figure 16. Superfluid phase diagram in the space spanned by temperature T , perpendicular magnetic field H, and thickness D. The open (filled) circles and thin (thick) lines denote the first (second) order transition lines. The shaded area is occupied by the distorted BW state and the other is covered by the planar (or ABM) state. Figure adapted from Ref. [71].

As shown in Fig. 3(b), there exists the critical thickness at which the B-phase undergoes the transition to the planar phase. At the weak coupling limit, the planar is energetically degenerate to the A-phase that is the time-reversal symmetry breaking phase with point nodes, while the strong coupling effect that is the spin-fluctuation feedback effect can stabilize the A-phase relative to the planar phase and the A-B phase boundary becomes the first order transition.

The pair breaking effect and the enhancement of the surface density of states due to the surface bound state have been observed by several experiments, by using the NMR techniques [112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 155, 156, 157], the motion of a vibrating wire resonator [158], transverse acoustic impedance [162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169], surface contributions of the heat capacity [160], and anomalous attenuation of transverse sound [161]. Among them, Murakawa et al. [165, 168] has observed the specularity dependence of the surface density of states by systematically controlling the surface specularity by coating the surface with^4He layers. More recently, the phase diagram was experimentally examined by using the well controlled confinement of nanofluidic samples [117]. Levitin et al. [117] confined a sample of the liquid^3He within a nanofluidic cavity of precisely defined geometry and utilized the SQUID-NMR technique that provides a fingerprint measurement for the order parameter distortion and phase diagram. Further details on detecting surface states and their Majorana nature will be discussed in Sec. 9.

The magnetic Zeeman field also induces the phase transition from the B-phase to A-phase (or planar phase). Figure 16 summarizes the phase diagram in a threedimensional space spanned by the temperature T , perpendicular magnetic field H, and thickness D [71]. In the region of the large thickness D ≳ 11ξ_0 and low temperatures, the phase boundary H_{AB}. is the first-order phase transition. As D/ξ_0 increases, the first-order transition field H_{AB} slightly increases and reach saturation μ_nH^∗_{AB}/πT_{c0} = 0.095 in the thermodynamic limit D ≫ ξ_0. Using the parameters T_{c0} = 1mK and the gyromagnetic ratio of^3He nuclei γ = 2μ_n, the critical field is estimated as H_{AB} ≈ 0.35T, which quantitatively agrees with Ref. [333] and the experimental data in Refs. [334] and [335].

CONTENTS 73

The bottom line in Fig. 16 describes the A-B phase transition in the absence of a magnetic field. The phase transition is found to be of the second order [105, 106]. However, Vorontsov and Sauls predicted in Ref. [107] that the vicinity of the secondorder phase boundary around D ∼ 10ξ_0 is covered by the new quantum crystalline phase, the so-called stripe phase. The stripe phase that spontaneously breaks the translational symmetry has not been observed in experiments. For simplicity, we below eliminate the possibility of the stripe phase from the phase diagram. The complete phase diagram under a magnetic field that takes account of the stripe phase remains as a future problem.

We emphasize again that the phase diagram displayed in Fig. 16 does not takes account of the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction. Below, we will show that the dipole interaction changes the superfluid phase diagram in the region of low magnetic fields when the magnetic field is applied along the surface.

8.2. Effect of dipole interaction: Ginzburg-Landau theory

To examine the thermodynamic stability of the topological phase, we must take account of the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction that originates from the magnetic moment of^3He nuclei. The Hamiltonian for the nuclear-dipole interaction is given as

H_D = γ^2 2 ∫ dr_1 ∫ dr_2Q_{μν} (r_{12})S_μ(r_1)S_ν (r_2), (301)

where γ = 2μ_n is the gyromagnetic ratio of the^3He nucleus and we have introduced the local spin operator S_μ(r) = ψ^†_a(r)(σ_μ)_{ab}ψ_b(r)/2. The dipole interaction potential Q_{μν} (r) is defined as Q_{μν} (r) = (δ_{μν} − 3r̂_μr̂_ν )/r^3. Since the dipole interaction is much weaker than the pair interaction, it acts as a small perturbation on the order parameter. The residual interaction generates the spin-orbit coupling and reduces the full symmetry group in Eq. (2) to G_D = SO(3)_{L+S} × U(1)_ϕ × T × C. The spinorbit interaction does not change the overall structure and remaining symmetry of the B-phase order parameter, while it imposes a constraint on the order parameter degenerate space. This implies that even in the bulk B-phase, the spin-orbit coupling imposes a strong constraint on the order parameters n̂ and φ. The order parameters must be determined by minimizing the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction. As shown in Eq. (148), since the gapless nature of the surface bound states depends on (n̂, φ), the dipole interaction is crucial for quantitatively determining the gapless surface bound states and the stability of the topological phase.

To capture the essence of the interplay between the magnetic Zeeman field and dipol-dipole interaction, we here summarize the results in the basis of the Ginzburg-Landau theory. The analysis based on the Ginzburg-Landau theory initiated the theoretical studies for understanding the pair breaking effect and n̂-texture in restricted geometries [130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 137, 136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142].

We start with the Ginzburg-Landau free energy functional F_{GL} [3],

F_{GL} = ∫ dr (f_{bulk} + f_{grad} + f_{mag} + f_{dip}) , (302)

which holds the symmetry group G in Eq. (2). The bulk free energy and the gradient energy are given by f_{bulk} = αd^∗_{μi}d_{μi} + β_1d^∗_{μi}d^∗_{μi}d_{νj} d_{νj} + β_2d^∗_{μi}d_{μi}d^∗_{νj} d_{νj} + β_3d^∗_{μi}d^∗_{νi}d_{μj} d_{νj} + β_4d^∗_{μi}d_{νi}d^∗_{νj} d_{μj} + β_5d^∗_{μi}d_{νi}d_{νj} d^∗_{μj} and f_{grad} = K_1∂_id^∗_{μj} ∂_id_{μj} + K_2∂_id^∗_{μj} ∂_j d_{μi} + K_3∂_id^∗_{μi}∂_j d_{μj} , respectively. The phenomenological parameters satisfy the following relations in the weak coupling limit, K_1 = K_2 = K_3 = K_0 = N_F ξ^2_0 /5,

CONTENTS 74

−2β_1 = β_2 = β_3 = β_4 = −β_5 =^6_5 β_0 =^{7ζ(3)NF}_{120(πkBTc0 )2} , and we have introduced

α = −^1_3 N_F ( 1 −^T_{Tc0} ) , and ξ_0 =^{ℏvF}_{πkBTc0}

√_{7ζ(3)}

48 . The magnetic field energy relevant to^3He in the equilibrium is the quadratic Zeeman energy that is given by f_{mag} = g_mH_μd^∗_{μi}H_ν d_{νi}. (303) The factor g_m in Eq. (303) is given as

g_m = 2 3 β_0 ( μ_n 1 + F^a_0

)_2 = 7ζ(3)N_Fγ^2 48[(1 + F^a_0 )πk_BT_c]^2

. (304)

We here neglect the higher-order correction to the weak-coupling theory that originates from the splitting of the Fermi surfaces and slightly shifts the pair interaction and N_F for opposite spins [3, 130].

We first ignore the dipole interaction, namely, F_{dip} = 0. The spatial profile of the pair potential in the equilibrium is determined by minimizing the free energy functional as δF_{GL}/δd^∗_{μi} = 0. The full numerical results of Δ_⊥(z) and Δ_‖(z) in a slab geometry are similar to those shown in Fig. 15. The perpendicular component Δ_⊥ is suppressed by the pair breaking effect at the surfaces, while Δ_‖ survives. Using the order parameter defined in Eqs. (41) and (42), one obtains the magnetic energy density in the Ginzburg-Landau regime as

f_{mag} = g_mH^2Δ^2_‖ [ 1 − ℓ̂^2_z(n̂, φ) ( 1 − η^2(z) )] . (305)

The function η(z) ≡ Δ_⊥(z)/Δ_‖(z) denotes the ratio of the distorted pair potentials, where η = 1 is the isotropic BW state and η = 0 is the planar state. Since the pair breaking effect results in Δ_⊥(z) ≤ Δ_‖(z) locally, one finds 0 ≤ 1 − η^2 ≤ 1. This indicates that the magnetic field energy, F_{mag} ≡ ∫ f_{mag}(z)dz, is minimized when ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = ±1. Hence, the magnetic energy favors the non-topological phase without the hidden Z_2 symmetry, in which surface Majorana fermions acquire a finite mass associated with the Zeeman energy.

Let us now consider the contribution of the dipole energy density f_{dip}. The dipole energy within the Ginzburg-Landau regime is derived from the nuclear-dipole interaction Hamiltonian (301) as ⟨⟨H_D⟩⟩, where ⟨⟨· · ·⟩⟩ is the thermal average defined in Eq. (115). The dipole energy density is given as [1, 3, 336, 337]

f_{dip} = 1 5 λ_DN_F ( d^∗_{μμ}d_{νν} + d^∗_{μν} d_{νμ} − 2 3 d^∗_{μν} d_{μν} ) . (306)

Here, λ_D is a dimensionless dipole coupling parameter and approximately independent of pressure. The value is estimated as λ_D ≈ 5 × 10^{−7} [3].

We now determine the stable configuration of (n̂, φ) in a slab geometry without a magnetic Zeeman field. Substituting the pair potential in Eqs. (41) and (42) into Eq. (306), the dipole energy density is recast into the following form:

f_{dip}(z) = a(z) + 1 5 λ_DN_FΔ^2_‖(z) × [ f_0(φ, z) + f_2(φ, z)n̂^2_z + f_4(φ, z)n̂^4_z ] , (307) where a(z) is independent of both n̂ and φ. At zero field, the dipole energy depends on the spin-orbit angle φ and n̂_z. Here, we have introduced the coefficients: f_0 is the coefficient of the n̂_z-independent term,

f_0(φ, z) = 8 ( cos φ + 1 4 )_2

− 8 (1 − η(z)) cos φ ( cos φ + 1 4 )

+ 2 (1 − η(z))^2 cos^2 φ. (308)

CONTENTS 75

The coefficients of the n̂^2_z and n̂^4_z terms are given as

f_2(φ, z) = −2 (1 − η(z)) (1 − cos φ) [3 + (2 + η(z)) cos φ] , (309) f_4(φ, z) = 2 (1 − η(z))^2 (1 − cos φ)^2 . (310)

The order parameters (n̂, φ) in the equilibrium are determined as a local minimum of the nuclear-dipole energy. For^3He confined in a slab geometry, the pair breaking effect at the surfaces distorts the isotropic pair potentials, leading to η(z) < 1. In this situation, one finds f_2 < 0 and f_4 > 0, which implies that the local minimum of F_{dip} is located at a finite n̂_z. Solving the set of equations, ∂F_{dip}/∂φ = 0 and ∂F_{dip}/∂n̂_z = 0, one finds that the local minimum of F_{dip} exists at

n̂ = (0, 0, 1), (311) and φ = cos^{−1} ( − 1 4 ⟨Δ_‖(z)Δ_⊥(z)⟩ ⟨Δ^2_‖(z)⟩ ) , (312)

where ⟨· · ·⟩ ≡^1_D ∫_D 0 · · · dz is the spatial average over the slab. For the bulk Bphase with Δ_‖ = Δ_⊥, the angle φ reduces to the so-called Leggett angle, φ ≈ −104^∘ [336, 337].

Hence, the dipolar field originating from f_{dip} tends to align n̂ to the ẑ-axis. In the case of H ‖ ẑ that the magnetic field is perpendicular to the surface, both the dipole field and magnetic Zeeman field favor the state with ℓ̂_z = 1. This implies that an infinitesimal magnetic field, H ⊥ ẑ, destroys the topological phase and the surface Majorana fermions acquire an effective mass proportional to the Zeeman energy.

The case of H ⊥ ẑ that the magnetic field is parallel to the surface is remarkable. The n̂-vector is oriented to the ẑ-axis when the dipolar field is much weaker than the Zeeman field. This configuration of Eqs. (311) and (312) under H ⊥ ẑ corresponds to the case of ℓ̂_z = 0 in which the hidden Z_2 symmetry is preserved. For a parallel field, therefore, the dipole interaction favors the topological phase protected by the hidden Z_2 symmetry. For a magnetic field regime much stronger than the dipolar field, however, the magnetic field energy favors the situation of ℓ̂_z = 1 in which the Z_2 symmetry is no longer held. Hence, as shown in Fig. 17, the analysis based on the Ginzburg-Landau theory indicates that there exists the critical magnetic field H^∗ at which the topological phase transition occurs together with the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry.

In accordance with the Ginzburg-Landau analysis [3], a characteristic field H^∗_{GL} below which the n̂ is forced to be n̂ = ẑ by the dipole interaction energy is given by

H^∗_{GL} = αλ^{1/2}_D πk_BT_{c0} γℏ (1 + F^a_0 ), (313)

where α = √ 54/7ζ(3). The characteristic field H^∗_{GL} is of order 25G. This field is temperature-independent in the Ginzburg-Landau regime, but slightly depends on pressure.

8.3. Topological phase diagram

In the preceding subsection, we have illustrated that there exists a critical magnetic field H^∗ in the basis of the Ginzburg-Landau theory. The theory does not take account of the information on low-lying quasiparticles that may be influential in the orientation

CONTENTS 76

Figure 17. Schematic picture of the orientation of the n̂-vector in the presence of a parallel magnetic field H: H < H^∗ (left) and H ≫ H^∗ (right), where H^∗ is the critical field. In the case of H ≫ H^∗, the n̂-vector is oriented to the direction that maximize ℓ̂_z.

of the n̂-vector. Beyond the Ginzburg-Landau theory, in this subsection, we utilize the quasiclassical Eilenberger theory that provides a tractable and quantitative scheme for understanding the interplay of the pair potential and quasiparticles. [294, 119] To examine the topological phase diagram, we have to take account of the effects of the magnetic Zeeman field and nuclear-magnetic dipole interaction into the quasiclassical equation (192) and gap equation (122). The effect of the magnetic dipole interaction in the superfluid^3He-B has been emphasized in spin dynamics [336, 337, 338, 339, 340, 341]. Let us now start with the gap equation in terms of the quasiclassical propagators, d_μ(k̂, r) = 1 2 (σ_μσ_y)^∗_{ab}(σ_ν σ_y)_{cd} ⟨ V^{cd}_{ab} (k̂, k̂^′)f_ν (k̂^′, r; ω_n) ⟩ k̂′ ,n , (314) where the repeated Roman indices imply the sum over spins ↑ and ↓. At the low pressure limit, the pair interaction of^3He atoms is described as

V^{cd}_{ab} (k̂, k̂^′) = 3|g|k̂_μk̂^′_μδ_{ac}δ_{bd} − Q_{μν} (k̂, k̂^′)(σ_μ)_{ac}(σ_ν )_{bd}. (315)

where the first term is the p-wave interaction with SO(3)_S × SO(3)_L × U(1) and the second term arises from the dipole-dipole interaction between^3He nuclei. The function Q_{μν} (k̂, k̂^′) is obtained from the dipole interaction Hamiltonian (301) as Q_{μν} (k, k^′) = g_DR ∫ Q_{μν} (r)e^{−i(k−k′ )·r}dr with k ≈ k̂k_F. The factor R includes the contributions of high energy quasiparticles. The dipole interaction, which reduces the SO(3)_S × SO(3)_L symmetry to SO(3)_{L+S} , plays a crucial role on determining the critical field H^∗ under a parallel magnetic field [49]. The dipole potential Q_{μν} (k, k^′) can be expanded in terms of the partial wave series (p-, f-, and higher waves). However, since the pairing interaction between^3He atoms is dominated by the SO(3)_S ×SO(3)_L ×U(1) channel and the dipole interaction can be regarded as a small perturbation, we take account of only the p-wave contribution of Q_{μν} (k̂, k̂^′). To this end, the gap equation (314) reduces to [324] d_{μν} (r) = 3|g| ⟨ k̂_ν f_μ ⟩ k̂,n − g̃D (1 + 3δμν ) ⟨ k̂_ν f_μ ⟩ k̂,n − 3g̃_D [⟨ k̂_μf_ν ⟩ k̂,n − ⟨ k̂_ν f_μ ⟩ k̂,n ] . (316)

CONTENTS 77

To determine the order parameters in the equilibrium, we first solve the set of the self-consistent equations (192) and (316) with the normalization condition (196) for a fixed (n̂, φ). Substituting the self-consistently calculated g, ν, and Δ into Eq. (300), we evaluate the thermodynamic potential for the given (n̂, φ). The order parameters (n̂, φ) in the equilibrium are determined by minimizing the thermodynamic potential.

Before going to self-consistent calculation in a slab geometry, let us first solve the gap equation in the thermodynamic limit, where d_{μν} (r) is assumed to be spatially uniform and we ignore a magnetic field for simplicity. The quasiclassical propagator g at the limit is obtained in Eq. (195). Then, the gap equation (316) is recast into d_{μν} ( 1 − 3|g|J^{(2)}_ν ) = −g̃_D ( 3δ_{μν} d_{γγ} J^{(2)}_γ − 2d_{μν} J^{(2)}_ν + 3d_{νμ}J^{(2)}_μ ) ,(317)

where J^{(n)}_μ ≡ π⟨k̂^n_μ /[ω^2_n + |d(k̂)|^2]^{1/2}⟩_{k̂,n}. We regard the contribution of the dipole interaction as a small perturbation, which reduces the gap equation (317) to d_{μν} ( 1 − 3|g|J^{(2)}_ν ) = − g̃_D 3|g| (3δ_{μν} d_{γγ} − 2d_{μν} + 3d_{νμ}) . (318)

The higher order terms on g̃_D are neglected. Without loss of generality, the ẑ-axis in the thermodynamic limit is set to be parallel to the n̂-vector. Substituting the order parameter of the distorted B-phase in Eq. (42) into Eq. (318), one obtains the set of three equations for the amplitudes Δ_‖ and Δ_⊥ and angle φ,

Δ_⊥ Δ_‖ ( 1 − 3|g|J^{(2)}_z ) = −g̃_DJ^{(2)}_z ( 3 cosφ + 2

Δ_⊥ Δ_‖ ) , (319) 1 − 3 2 |g|(J^{(0)} − J^{(2)}_z ) = g̃_D 2 (J^{(2)}_z − J^{(0)}) ( 7 cosφ + 3

Δ_⊥ Δ_‖ ) , (320) 1 − 3 2 |g|(J^{(0)} − J^{(2)}_z ) = − 5 2 g̃_D(J^{(0)} − J^{(2)}_z ). (321)

Equations (320) and (321) determine the relative angle φ of the rotation matrix within the lowest order on g̃_D as

φ = cos^{−1} ( − 1 4 Δ_⊥ Δ_‖ ) . (322)

This is consistent to the so-called Leggett angle that was obtained in Refs. [338, 339, 340, 341] and from Eq. (312). The orientation of the n̂-vector is determined by the competition between the dipole interaction, magnetic field, and pair breaking effect at the surface.

We now microscopically determine the angle φ that minimizes the thermodynamic potential with the self-consistent solutions. First, we consider the case of a perpendicular magnetic field H ‖ ẑ in a slab geometry. In this situation, the n̂- vector is always oriented to the surface normal direction, regardless of the value of H. The main panel of Fig. 18 shows the field-dependence of φ for H ‖ ẑ and the inset is the D-dependence at zero fields, where we fix T = 0.2T_{c0} and D = 20ξ_0. As seen in the inset of Fig. 18, the D-dependence of φ at zero fields is in good agreement with Eq. (312) in the basis of the Ginzburg-Landau analysis. The angle φ approaches zero at the critical thickness D ≈ 9.8ξ_0 that the A-B phase transition occurs. As seen in the main panel of Fig. 18, the angle φ is relatively insensitive to the increase of the applied field H.

Similarly with the Ginzburg-Landau regime, in the case of a parallel field H ‖ x̂, there exists the critical field H^∗ at which the n̂ changes the orientation from the

CONTENTS 78

Figure 18. Field-dependence of the stable Leggett angle φ for H ‖ ẑ at T = 0.2T_{c0} and D = 20ξ_0 , where the n̂-vector is aligned to the ẑ-axis. The first-order A-B phase transition occurs at μ_nH/πT_{c0} ≈ 0.09 corresponding to 0.36T. The inset of (a) shows the D-dependence of the Leggett angle φ at H = 0 and T = 0.2T_{c0}. The solid curve in the inset is obtained from Eq. (312). Figures adapted from Ref. [342].

Figure 19. Thermodynamic potential on the unit sphere of n̂, δΩ(n̂), at μ_nH/πT_{c0} = 9.2 × 10^{−4} (a) and 0.0061 (b) where we fix φ/π = −0.5537 that minimizes the dipole interaction at zero fields. We also set H ‖ x̂ and T /T_{c0} = 0.2. The bright (dark) color depicts the higher (lower) energy, and the crosses in (a) and (b) correspond to the minimum point of δΩ. (c) Field dependence of ℓ̂_z estimated with the stable (n̂, φ) for Λ̃_D/Λ^2 = 2×10^{−4} (the solid line) and 2×10^{−5} (the dashed line). Figures adapted from Ref. [49].

surface normal. Figures 19(a) and 19(b) depict the energy landscape δΩ on the unit sphere of n̂, where δΩ in Eq. (300) is estimated with the self-consistent solution of the quasiclassical propagator for a fixed (n̂, φ). As shown in Fig. 18, the angle φ is insensitive to H in the limit of the weak field. We therefore fix φ to be the value that minimizes the thermodynamic potential at zero fields. The stable configuration of n̂ is determined as a consequence of the interplay between dipole interaction and Zeeman energy. In the weak field regime, as seen in Fig. 19(a), δΩ for a weak field has a minimum point at which the n̂-vector points to the ẑ-axis. This corresponds to the case of H < H^∗ with ℓ̂_z(n̂, φ) = 0 in Fig. 17. In contrast, in the relatively

CONTENTS 79

stronger field, as shown in Fig. 19(b), the n̂-vector tends to tilt from the surface normal direction. The resultant ℓ̂_z becomes nonzero once n̂ tilts from the surface normal.

The field dependence of ℓ̂_z estimated with the stable configuration of (n̂, φ) is displayed in Fig. 19(c). In the limit of the low field, ℓ̂_z is locked to be ℓ̂_z = 0, which ensures the existence of surface Majorana fermions protected by the hidden Z_2 symmetry. ℓ̂_z stays zero up to the critical value μ_nH^∗/πT_{c0} ≈0.001, which is consistent with the Ginzburg-Landau analysis in Sec. 8.2. The critical field is estimated as H^∗ ≈ 20-30G depending on pressure. For H ≥ H^∗, the topological order ℓ̂_z becomes nonzero, which triggers off the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry and simultaneously the topological phase transition, as discussed in Sec. 5.1. At the topological phase transition H^∗, the surface Majorana fermion acquires the effective mass ℓ̂_zγH/2 and the topological phase transition triggered by spontaneous symmetry breaking is not accompanied by closing the bulk gap.

8.4. Surface spin susceptibility and odd-frequency pairing

In the previous subsections, we have illustrated that in the superfluid^3He-B confined in a slab, there is the critical field H^∗ at which the topological phase transition is concomitant with the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry. The critical field is characterized by the topological order ℓ̂_z and its amplitude parametrizes the effective mass gap that surface Majorana fermions acquire in the non-topological phase, as shown in Sec. 5.1. The nonzero value of ℓ̂_z implies the tilting of the n̂- vector from the surface normal direction. In this subsections, we will examine a remarkable physical consequence of the topological order ℓ̂_z, that is the anomalous magnetic response of surface Majorana fermions and emergent odd-frequency evenparity pairing.

As clarified in Secs. 5.1 and 6.3, the Majorana fermion that is bound to the surface in the symmetry protected topological phase yields the multifaceted properties, the Ising magnetic response and the odd-frequency pairing. The former is a direct consequence of the symmetry protected topological phase with ℓ̂_z = 0, which indicates that the surface Majorana fermion cannot be coupled to a parallel magnetic field and remains gapless unless ℓ̂_z is nonzero. For a parallel field weaker than H^∗, therefore, the surface Majorana fermion is not responsible for the enhancement of the surface spin susceptibility. As discussed in Sec. 6.3, however, the odd-frequency pairing that is the another aspect of the surface states yields paramagnetic response, once the ℓ̂_z becomes finite. Therefore, it is expected that the topological phase transition at H = H^∗ is accompanied by the anomalous enhancement of the surface spin susceptibility. We here quantitatively examine the field dependence of the spin susceptibility in the basis of the fully self-consistent calculation of quasiclassical equations.

In Fig. 20(a), we plot the field dependence of the local spin susceptibility on the surface, χ_{μx}(z = 0), where χ_{μν} is defined with the magnetization density M_μ(z) under a a magnetic field H ‖ r̂_ν as χ_{μν} (z)/χ_N ≡ M_μ(z)/M_N. The local magnetization density M_μ(z) is defined in Eq. (212) with that in the normal state M_N. It is seen from Fig. 20(a) with the solid line that for H ‖ ẑ, the local spin susceptibility on the surface, χ_{zz} (0), is considerably enhanced, compared with χ_{zz}(z = 10ξ) (the dashed line).

In contrast, when the parallel field (H ‖ x̂) is applied, the magnetization M_μ(z) on the surface is sensitive to the orientation of ℓ̂. It is seen in Fig. 20(b) with the dashed line that M_x(z) at H = 9.2×10^{−4}πT_{c0}/μ_n < H^∗ is strongly suppressed in the

CONTENTS 80

Figure 20. (a) Field dependence of χ_{μν} (z)/χ_N at T = 0.2T_{c0}. The solid (dashed) lines denote χ_{zz}(0) (χ_{zz} (10ξ)) for H ‖ ẑ and the symbols correspond to χ_{μx}(0) for H ‖ x̂. (b) M_μ(z) for H ‖ x̂ at μ_nH/πT_{c0} = 9.2×10^{−4} (dashed line) and 0.0018 (solid lines), where M_{y,z} at μ_nH/πT_{c0} = 9.2×10^{−4} are zero. All data are taken with Λ_D/Λ^2 = 2×10^{−4}. Figures adapted from Ref. [49].

surface region. This implies that the surface Majorana fermion does not contribute to the magnetization M_x(z) and is consistent with the property of the Majorana Ising spins discussed in Secs 5.1 and 7.3.

In the relatively high field H = 0.0018πT_{c0}/μ_n > H^∗, however, M_x(z) is enhanced around the surface, while the nonzero M_z(z) that is the magnetic response perpendicular to H ‖x̂ emerges in the surface region. This emergence of M_z(z) on the surface reflects the stable configuration of (n̂, φ), where ℓ̂_z = R_{xz}(n̂, φ) deviates from zero but is less than unity. As displayed in Figs. 20(a) and 20(b), the magnetic field within the range of 0 < ℓ̂_z < 1 significantly induces M_z(z) and χ_{zx}(z) on the surface, where the surface Majorana fermion opens a finite energy gap. In this situation, the hidden Z_2 symmetry is no longer held and the winding number w in Eq. (154) is ill-defined.

Figures 21(a) and 21(b) show the momentum resolved surface density of states N (k̂, z; E) defined in Eq. (228) and the OTE pair amplitude |Ref^{OF}_z (k̂, z = 0; E)|, respectively. Here, we set T = 0.2T_{c0} and H = 0, where ℓ̂_z = 0 is favored. It is clearly seen that there exists the gapless surface bound state with the dispersion of the Majorana cone, E(k_‖) = Δ_0k_‖/k_F. The momentum dependence of the OTE pairing traces that of the surface state N (k̂, z; E), which indicates that the surface density of states is equivalent to the OTE pair amplitude, described in Eq. (227). We also confirm that f^{OF}_x = f^{OF}_y = 0, which is consistent to Eq. (223).

The field-dependence of the surface spin susceptibility at T = 0.2T_{c0} is plotted in Fig. 21(c). This numerically confirms the prediction obtained from the argument of the discrete symmetry in Sec. 6.3. For time-reversal invariant superfluids, the surface spin susceptibility is generally divided into two contributions, χ_{surf} = χ_N +χ^{EP} +χ^{OP}, i.e., the contributions from even-parity and odd-parity pair amplitudes, χ^{EP} and χ^{OP}.

As discussed in Sec. 6.3, the additional discrete symmetries preserved by the^3He- B impose strong constraint on the emergent Cooper pair amplitudes on the surface. As a consequence of the constraint, the surface spin susceptibility of the symmetry

protected topological superfluid^3He-B is recast to χ_{surf} = χ_N + √ 1 − ℓ̂^2_zχ^{OP} + ℓ̂_zχ^{EP} as shown in Eq. (224) and the contribution of the OTE pairing is parameterized by the topological order ℓ̂_z. In the symmetry protected topological phase with ℓ̂_z = 0, therefore, only the ETO pair amplitudes can contribute to χ_{surf} and the OTE pairing

CONTENTS 81

Figure 21. (color online) Momentum resolved surface density of states N (k̂, z = 0; E) (a) and the OTE pair amplitude |Ref^{OF}_z (k̂, z = 0; E)| (b). (c) Fielddependence of the surface spin susceptibilities, χ(0), χ^{OP}(0), and χ^{EP}(0) at T = 0.2T_{c0}. Figures adapted from Ref. [324].

is not coupled to the applied magnetic field H ‖ x̂. The emergent ETO pairing at the surface is constrained by the discrete symmetry associated with the π-rotation in the spin space as f^{EF} = (f^{EF}_x , f^{EF}_y , 0). This implies that the d-vector has the component parallel to the applied magnetic field, d · H ≠ 0. Therefore, the emergent ETO pairing suppresses the surface spin susceptibility as well as that in the bulk, χ_{surf} = χ_N + χ^{OP} < χ_N.

For the non-topological phase with ℓ̂_z ≠ 0 corresponding to H > H_c, however, only the OTE pairing f^{OP}_μ is responsible for the surface spin susceptibility, while the ETO pairing is not coupled to H. In accordance with the Ginzburg-Landau analysis in Sec. 6.3, the OTE pairing yields paramagnetic response to the applied field, resulting in χ^{EP} > 0. In contrast, for H ⊥ ẑ, ℓ̂_z = 1 corresponds to f^{EF} · H = 0, implying d ⊥ H = 0. Hence, ETO pairing does not contribute to the total spin susceptibility and χ ≈ χ_N + χ^{EP} > χ_N. As shown in Fig. 21(c), the OTE pair amplitudes maintain the paramagnetic response even in low temperatures beyond the Ginzburg-Landau regime. Hence, the surface spin susceptibility anomalously enhances at the critical field H_c and the drastic change of the magnetic response is attributed to the change of the Cooper pair amplitudes that couple to the applied field. Owing to the paramagnetic response of the OTE pair amplitudes, the resultant spin susceptibility at the surface exceeds χ_N.

We plot in Fig. 22 the temperature dependence of the spatially averaged spin

CONTENTS 82

Figure 22. (color online) Temperature-dependence of the spatially averaged spin susceptibilities, ⟨χ⟩, ⟨χ^{OP}⟩, and ⟨χ^{EP}⟩ at μ_nH = 0.009πT_{c0} and D = 20ξ_0. We also plot the spin susceptibility of the bulk^3He-B in Eq. (323), χ_{bulk}. Figure adapted from Ref. [324].

susceptibility, ⟨χ⟩ ≡^1_D ∫_D 0 χ(z)dz, at μ_nH = 0.009πT_{c0} corresponding to the nontopological phase. For comparison, we plot the spin susceptibility in the bulk B-phase given with the Fermi liquid parameter F^a_0 by

χ_{bulk} =

(1 + F^a_0 )[2 + Y (T )] 3 + F^a_0 [2 + Y (T )] χ_N, (323)

where Y (T ) is the Yosida function [3]. The nonlinear effect of the Zeeman magnetic field on the spin susceptibility was investigated by Fishman and Sauls [128] for the bulk^3He-B and in Ref. [71] for a restricted geometry.

It is seen in Fig. 22 that the T -dependence of ⟨χ⟩ in a slab exhibits the nonmonotonic behavior, where there exists a critical temperature below which ⟨χ⟩ increases as T decreases. We now identify that the increase of ⟨χ⟩ in the low temperature regime reflects the coupling of the applied field to the OTE pairing that yields paramagnetic response. In high temperature regime, the continuum states with E > Δ dominate the spin susceptibility, whose temperature dependence is characterized by the Yosida function. As T decreases, however, the OTE pairing gradually grows, while the contributions from the continuum states exponentially decreases. Hence, the increase of the averaged spin susceptibility ⟨χ⟩ in the low T region of Fig. 22 indicates the enhancement of local magnetization density at the surface, while the behavior in the high T regime is dominated by the magnetization density in the central region of the system. This non-monotopic behavior of ⟨χ⟩ may be observable only in the non-topological phase. Since the OTE pairing is not responsible for the susceptibility in the symmetry protected topological phase within H < H^∗, the T -dependence follows that of χ_N + ⟨χ^{OP}⟩ in Fig. 22.

According to the sum rule, the static spin susceptibility ⟨χ⟩ is obtained by integrating the absorptive part of the dynamical spin susceptibility over all the frequency [336, 337]. Hence, the temperature- and field-dependences of ⟨χ⟩ are detectable through NMR experiments [155]. The field and temperature dependences of ⟨χ⟩ may unveil the surface state of the symmetry protected topological superfluid 3He-B.

CONTENTS 83

9. Detecting Majorana fermions

In this paper, it has been demonstrated that the nontrivial topological superfluidity of 3He-B confined in a slab geometry is protected by the time-reversal symmetry, when a magnetic Zeeman field is absent. The surface is accompanied by the helical Majorana fermion with the gapless energy E_{surf} (k) =^{Δ0}_{kF} |k_‖|. The remarkable consequence of helical Majorana fermions is that the low-energy surface density of states is not coupled to the local density fluctuation, and yields the Ising anisotropic magnetic response. In addition, the surface states exhibits the odd-frequency Cooper pair amplitudes that are responsible for the anomalously large magnetic response when the Majorana fermion acquires an effective mass generated by the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry. Here, we summarize the effort that has been made for seeking Majorana fermions in superfluid^3He.

9.1. Heat Capacity

In the previous sections, we have clarified that the surface bound states with and without a magnetic field is describable with the 2 + 1-dimensional Majorana equation and its dispersion is isotropic and linear on |k_‖| (see Fig. 23(a)). The two-dimensional relativistic dispersion is responsible for the linear behavior of the low-energy density of states at the specular surface,

N (z = z_{surf} , E) ∝ |E|. (324)

The local density of states, N (z, E) = α|E|, at the surface gives rise to a power-law behavior of the specific heat, C(T ) ∝ T^2, for low temperatures T ≪ T_c. This is distinctive from the bulk contribution leading to the BCS-like exponential behavior of C(T ). The temperature dependence of the heat capacity of^3He-B confined in a slab geometry is plotted in Fig. 23, where the low-temperature C(T ) is deviated from the exponential behavior and follows the power-law behavior T^2. A magnetic field sufficiently larger than the critical field H^∗ (i.e., ℓ̂_z = 1) makes a finite energy gap in the Majorana cone. As shown in Fig. 23, the resultant C(T ) is deviated from the power-law behavior, which reflects the existence of multiple gap scale Δ_0 and γH/2. Note that since the low-energy density of states is sensitive to the condition of the surface and the diffusive surface considerably increases the amount of density of states at the zero energy [106, 108, 152, 343].

The first precise measurement of the surface specific heat was performed in the experimental group in Northwestern University [160], which reported the clear deviation of C(T ) from that of the bulk^3He-B in the vicinity of the transition temperature T_{c0}. The measurement of C(T ) in lower temperatures down to T = 135 μK was performed in Ref. [329] by reanalyzing the experimental data in Ref. [344]. They observed a 10 % deviation from the heat capacity of the bulk superfluid^3He-B at T = 135 μK. The deviation is attributed to the contribution from the surface Majorana cone.

9.2. Transverse acoustics

The transverse zero sound is a manifestation that^3He is a strongly correlated Fermi liquid in low temperatures. The transverse sound in the collisionless regime was originally predicted by Landau in 1957, which is the propagation of a transverse oscillation of the Fermi surface [345]. The restoring force is provided by strong

CONTENTS 84

Figure 23. Specific heat C(T ) for k_Fξ = 20 with and without a magnetic field parallel to z-axis, where the both axes are plotted with the logarithmic scale. The solid line depicts the BCS-like exponential behavior in the bulk region. Figure adapted from Ref. [69].

quasiparticle interactions through the current density fluctuation. Although the transverse wave has been experimentally examined in the normal^3He that is well describable as a Fermi liquid, the observation still remains controversial [346, 347, 348].

The dispersion and attenuation of transverse sound are determined by the conservation law of momentum, ωδj_μ(q, ω) − 1 m δΠ_{μν} (q, ω)q_ν = 0. (325)

where δj is the fluctuation of the current density and δΠ_{μν} is the momentum tensor. This is supplemented by the quasiclassical transport equation that generalizes the Landau’s kinematic equation in superfluids. In accordance with the Fermi liquid theory, there exist two different sound waves: Longitudinal and transverse sound waves. The longitudinal sound propagates in the quantum liquid through the local density fluctuation. Since the wavelength is much shorter than the superfluid coherence length and no low-lying fermionic excitations exist in the bulk^3He-B, the attenuation of longitudinal sound has been established as a high resolution spectroscopy for low-lying bosonic collective modes in the bulk^3He-B. Owing to the Majorana nature of surface states, however, the Majorana fermion might not be coupled to the longitudinal sound wave.

The other sound wave, the transverse sound, propagates the transverse current fluctuation and its coupling to the surface state is not forbidden by the Majorana nature. In particular, in the superfluid phase, the transverse current propagates as sound wave owing to the coupling to low-lying bosonic collective modes [349, 350]. The transverse current is obtained by projecting the current fluctuation to the transverse circular polarization vector, ê^{(±)} =^{1√}_2 (x̂ ± iy) as δj_± ≡ δj · ê^{(±)∗}, where x̂ and ŷ are unit vectors normal to the propagation direction q̂ ≡ q/|q|. The dispersion of transverse current propagation is obtained from Eq. (325) as [349, 350] ω qv_F = 2 5 ( 1 + F^s_1 3 ) { 1 √ 2 δg^{(2,±)}_0 (q, ω) δg^{(1,±)}_0 (q, ω) } (326)

The restoring force δg^{(2,±)}_0 /δg^{(1,±)}_0 is determined by the momentum tensor coupled to

CONTENTS 85

the transverse current fluctuation δj_± ∝ δg^{(1,±)}_0 . The momentum tensor δg^{(2,±1)}_0 is obtained by solving the quasiclassical transport equation, which is given for the bulk 3He-B as δg^{(2,±1)} 0 = F^s_1 3 + F^s_1 ( qv_F ω ) ξ_1(q, ω) { 1 √ 2 δg^{(1,±1)} 0 (q, ω) }

+ ( ω 2Δ ) Λ_1(q, ω)D^−_{2±1}(q, ω). (327)

The restoring force is contributed from the order parameter fluctuation D^−_{2±1} in addition to quasiparticle interactions with F^s_1 . The collective modes D^−_{2±1} coupled to the current fluctuation are categorized to (J, M_J )^K = (2, ±1)^− modes in terms of the total angular momentum of the Cooper pair, J, the projection along the q̂-axis, M_J = −J, · · · , +J, and the parity under particle-hole conversion, K = ±. The modes are called the squashing mode, whose dispersion Ω_{2−}(q) at zero fields is given in the bulk^3He-B as [Ω^−_{2±1}(q)]^2 =^{12}_5 Δ^2_0 +^2_5 (v_Fq)^2. To this end, the dispersion of transverse sound wave is ( ω qv_F )_2 = F^s_1 15 ρ_n(ω) +

2F^s_1 75 ρ_s(ω) ω^2 (ω + iΓ)^2 − [Ω^−_{2±1}(q)]^2

. (328)

The response function ρ_s(ω) is the generalized Tsuneto function, and ρ_n(ω) and ρ_s(ω) reduce to noncondensate and condensate densities in the limit of ω → 0, respectively. The restoring forces for transverse sound in^3He-B are therefore contributed from the bosonic collective modes in addition to the quasiparticle interactions.

The dispersion of transverse sound is independent of its circulation when the timereversal symmetry is preserved. The magnetic Zeeman field, however, gives rise to the splittings of J = 2^− collective modes as Ω_{2−}(q, H) = Ω_{2−}(q, 0)+M_J g_{2−}ω_L, where g_{2−} is the g-factor for J = 2^− modes and ω_L is the effective Larmor frequency [339, 351]. The dispersion of the left (right) circularly polarized wave is obtained from Eq. (328) by replacing Ω^−_{2±1}(q) to Ω^−_{2±1}(q, H). The field-induced mode splittings are responsible for the circular birefringence of transverse waves, where the phase velocity C_+ ≡ Re[ω_+/q] for the left circularly polarized wave is deviated by the magnetic field from that for the right circularly polarized wave, C_+ ≠ C_−. The circular birefringence gives rise to the acoustic analogue of the magneto-optic Faraday effect in which the direction of a linearly polarized wave rotates along the direction of propagation with the period proportional to the inverse of the Zeeman splitting [349, 350].

The acoustic Faraday effect was first observed in Ref. [352]. The Faraday effect in transverse sound has been established as a high-resolution spectroscopy for lowlying bosonic excitation spectra in the bulk superfluid^3He-B [353, 354, 355, 356, 357], because the quasiparticle states are empty up to the threshold of the pair breaking. In particular, the phase velocity of transverse sound waves observed in experiments is in quantitatively good agreement with that calculated from Eq. (328), while the unexpected behavior of the attenuation was observed in the frequency range 1.6 ≲ ω/Δ_0 ≲ 2.0 in Ref. [355]. The attenuation becomes saturated to the temperature independent value at low temperatures that is anomalously larger than that expected from theoretical calculation in Eq. (328). Since the fraction of thermally excited quasiparticles exponentially decreases in low temperatures, the damping mechanism of transverse sound through the coupling to background quasiparticles can be ruled out. Hence, the experimental observation in Ref. [355] suggests that the anomalous attenuation might be attributed to the coupling of transverse sound waves with surface Andreev bound states, namely, the Majorana cone.

CONTENTS 86

Using the AC-cut quartz transducers immersed in liquid^3He, Aoki et al. [162] measured the complex transverse acoustic impedance of the superfluid^3He-B. The impedance is defined as the ratio of the shear stress Π_{xz} to the wall velocity u_x, Z = Z^′ + iZ^{′′} ≡ Π_{xz}/u_x, where the surface is set to be in the x-y plane. In a pure^3He system, the wall that corresponds to the surface of the transducer is fully diffusive. In the diffusive limit, it has been predicted that surface bound states form a nearly flat band within the low-energy region of |E| ≤ Δ^∗ [152, 106, 108]. The surface density of states has a very sharp edge at E = Δ^∗ that is smaller than the bulk energy gap Δ_0. The temperature dependence of the complex impedance observed two different energy scales Δ^∗ and Δ_0 [162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169] as a kink and peak in Z^′(T ) and Z^{′′}(T ).

The remarkable point is that the surface specularity is controllable by coating the wall of the transducer with thin layers of^4He. The roughness on the surface can be reduced by^4He atoms that are selectively absorbed onto the wall. The surface acoustic impedance measurement under well controlled surface conditions has revealed the spectroscopic details of the surface bound states, such as the dispersion and the surface-condition dependence of the surface states. With increasing the specularity, they observed the surface condition dependence of surface bound states that is the reduction of the zero energy density of states and the behavior of Δ^∗ − Δ_0 → 0 [165, 168, 169]. All the measurements are well explained by the quasiclassical Keldysh theory with random S-matrix model for surface roughness [153, 108].

9.3. Quantized thermal Hall conductivity

In Sec. 5.2, we have illustrated that there exist 2 + 1 massless or massive Majorana fermions in the surface of^3He confined in a slab geometry and the low-energy surface states are described by the effective action S_{surf} in Eq. (159). The effective mass is associated with the spontaneous breaking of the hidden Z_2 symmetry. The nontrivial property of the massive Majorana fermions is characterized by the topological invariant N_2 introduced in Eq. (160).

Here let us remind a similar situation in topological insulators: Three-dimensional topological insulators are accompanied by two-dimensional Dirac fermions. When magnetic impurities are sprinkled in the surface region, the Dirac fermion acquires an effective mass. Similarly with^3He-B confined in a slab under a magnetic field, the massive Dirac fermion yields the nontrivial topological property characterized by N_2 = sgn(M)/2, where M is the effective mass of the Dirac fermion. This is responsible for the half-quantum Hall effect that the Hall conductivity σ_H is quantized in units of e^2/h as σ_H = N_2e^2/h [28]. This is a manifestation of topological nontrivial nature of surface Dirac fermions emergent in three-dimensional topological insulators.

For superconductors and superfluids, however, the U(1) gauge symmetry is spontaneously broken. This implies that the Hall conductivity is not quantized even if N_2 is nonzero. Instead, in the case of unconventional superconductors, it has been pointed out that the spin Hall conductivity is quantized when the spinrotation symmetry is preserved [60, 358]. However, this cannot be applied to the case of the superfluid^3He-B, because the surface Majorana fermion spontaneously breaks the SU(2) symmetry in the spin space. Even though the U(1) gauge symmetry and spin rotation symmetry are absent, massive two-dimensional Majorana fermions that are bound to the surface of^3He-B carry the Hall component of the nondissipative thermal transport. This is the consequence of the energy conservation.

CONTENTS 87

Hence, the massive Majorana fermion carries the quantization of the thermal Hall conductivity [60, 173, 174, 175, 176],

κ_H = N_2 π^2k^2_B 6h T. (329)

Note that Shiozaki and Fujimoto [176] clarified the relation between bulk winding number of three-dimensional topological superconductors and the thermal response.

This quantized transport quantity manifests the nontrivial topological property of massive Majorana fermions emergent in^3He-B. However, we also notice that in contrast to superconductors, Nambu-Goldstone modes remain gapless in the case of superfluids. The order parameter fluctuation modes contribute to the thermal conductivity through the vertex corrections [359], which may deviate κ_H from the quantized value. We also notice that the thermal response of the^3He-A in a thin film that is a time-reversal breaking topological superfluid is characterized by the Chern number [177].

9.4. Spin dynamics in a restricted geometry

Probing the spin dynamics has been a fingerprint to determine the structure of the Cooper pair states of superfluid^3He. The theoretical study on the spin dynamics was initiated by Leggett who proposed the coupled equations of motions for the spin and order parameters of the superfluid, S and d, respectively [337, 361, 362]. The theory has succeeded in explaining the NMR properties of the superfluid^3He in both the linear and nonlinear regimes [1, 363]. The keys to understand them are the nuclear dipole-dipole interaction and the spontaneous breaking of relative spinorbit rotation symmetry. The contributions of all the spins that have no correlation on their directions average to zero and the resulting magnetic field generated by the dipole interaction vanishes in the lowest order of the perturbation theory with respect to the nuclear dipole constant g_D ≡ μ^2_n/a^3, where a is the mean interatomic distance. As a result, the NMR frequency in the normal^3He is the Larmor frequency ω_L = γH, where γ is the gyromagnetic ratio of^3He nuclei. In the superfluid phases of^3He, however, the spin rotation symmetry is spontaneously broken. The symmetry breaking generates the nuclear dipolar field, which is responsible for a large shift of the NMR frequency [336]. Indeed, the longitudinal frequency shift in the^3He-B is given by Ω_B ≡ ω − ω_L = (3πγ^2Δ^2_B(T )/2g^2χ_B)^{1/2} which is distinguishable from that of the 3He-A, Ω_A, as Ω^2_B/Ω^2_A = 5/2 [337].

It has also been clarified that the Leggett equation well describes the nontrivial nonlinear phenomenon that is the ringing of magnetization after a sudden change of an applied field, H → H + δH. The linear and nonlinear ringing phenomena without damping have been theoretically studied by Maki and Tsuneto for the A phase [364], Brinkman [365] and Maki and Hu [366, 367], independently, for the B phase. For the bulk^3He-B where n̂ = ẑ and φ = cos^{−1}(−1/4) in the equilibrium at zero fields, the change of the magnetization after a sudden application of δH along the ẑ-axis generates a torque on the spin axis, while the n̂-vector is fixed to be parallel to the field H ‖ ẑ, i.e., ∂_tn̂(t) = 0. The angle φ(t) oscillates with the longitudinal resonance frequency Ω_B, when δH ≪ Ω_B/γ [366]. In the opposite limit where δH ≫ Ω_B/γ, the ringing frequency approaches δω = γδH. Webb et al. [368, 369] first observed the linear and nonlinear ringing phenomena in both^3He-A and B confined in a cylindrical container with a magnetic field parallel to the wall. The ringing mode is generated by

CONTENTS 88

using the technique of a sudden change of the field. The experimental results are in qualitatively good agreement with the theoretical predictions.

A remarkable observation was made by Webb et al. [370], who experimentally determined the critical field above which the n̂-vector is tilted from the surface normal. They extracted the temperature dependence of H^∗ in the vicinity of T_c through the systematic studies of the properties of the “wall-pinned” ringing mode in^3He-B. Here, the liquid^3He is confined in a single slab cavity (a long rectangular cavity with 1.0mm × 10.0mm × 23mm) with the thickness 1.0 mm, and both H and δH are parallel to the walls. Hence, the critical field observed by Webb et al. [370] is nothing but H^∗ at which the topological phase transition occurs together with the spontaneous symmetry breaking (see Figs. 2 and 17).

The wall-pinned ringing mode in the^3He-B was first predicted by Brinkman [365] and Maki and Hu [366, 367], independently. The damping effects were taken into account by Leggett [371] and Maki and Ebisawa [372]. Let us now consider the experimental situation in Ref. [370], where a static magnetic filed is applied along the wall, H ‖ x̂. In the low field regime, H ≪ H^∗, the n̂-vector and φ are forced by the dipole interaction energy to be n̂ ‖ ẑ and φ_L = φ = cos^{−1}(−1/4), while the spin is parallel to the applied field S ‖ x̂. This configuration corresponds to the symmetry protected topological phase with ℓ̂_z = 0 (see Fig. 17). The wall-pinned ringing mode is generated by a sudden removal of the static field. In the limit of H, δH ≪ Ω_B/γ, since the gain of the kinetic energy provided by the field change, E_{kin} =^1_2 χ(δH)^2, is much smaller than the dipole interaction energy (306), the spin dynamics is constrained to be on the local minima of the dipole interaction energy so that φ(t) = φ_L is fixed for all time. The Leggett equation with the constraint has a solution with ∂_t(n̂ · S) = 0 and ∂_tS ∝ n̂ [365]. The wall-pinned mode corresponds to the mutual rotation of n̂ and S where the total magnetization is conserved. In the weak field limit, the magnetization harmonically oscillates with the ringing frequency ω_r = √ 2/5(γδH). In Ref. [370], the wall-pinned mode is no longer observed for H > H^∗, which implies that n̂ is tilted by the magnetic field energy from the surface normal and the non-topological phase without the Z_2 symmetry (i.e., ℓ̂_z = +1) is realized. The critical field observed in Ref. [370] is around 10 G in the vicinity of T_c, which is the same order as H^∗ ∼ 20-30 G obtained from the microscopic calculation in Sec. 8. However, we would like to mention that the experiments were done in the narrow temperature range 1 − T/T_c ≲ 0.015 and the surface is not coated by the^4He layer, i.e., the diffusive surface. The observation of H^∗ in the whole temperature region and the effect of the surface condition remain as unresolved problems.

For H ≫ H^∗, the n̂-vector texture that satisfies ℓ̂_z = ±1 was observed by transverse NMR measurements in a parallel plate geometry [155, 157]. In both the experiments, the magnetic field is applied along the plates. NMR techniques have been developed to reveal the phase diagram in a restricted geometry [112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118]. Most recently, Levitin et al. [117, 118] has succeeded in uncovering the n̂-textures and the confinement-induced order parameter distortion in a thin slab wellcontrolled surface condition. In these experiments, a magnetic field is perpendicular to the surface, where the Z_2 symmetry that is the combination of the time-reversal and spin π-rotation is explicitly broken. Using a sensitive SQUID NMR spectrometer, Levitin et al. [117, 118] observed in the B-phase positively and negatively shifted NMR signals. The former is attributed to the configuration of ℓ̂_z = +1 that minimizes both the magnetic and dipole energies, while the negative shift is explained by the

CONTENTS 89

configuration of ℓ̂_z = −1 where n̂ ⊥ Ĥ ‖ ẑ and φ = π. The latter configuration does not minimize the nuclear dipole energy, but may be stable in a magnetic field much higher than the dipolar field (H ≫ H_D ∼ 50G).

9.5. Electron spin relaxation

As discussed in Sec. 3.3, the helical Majorana fermion is insensitive to the local density fluctuation. This implies that the Majorana fermion does not alter the mobility of electron bubbles injected into the free surface of^3He [360]. The Ising-like magnetic response of the surface bound states is the direct consequence of nontrivial topological property of the superfluid^3He-B. Chung and Zhang [65] proposed the most direct way to detect the Majorana Ising spin through an electron spin relaxation experiment. The experimental setup may be realized by injecting electron bubbles below the free surface of the liquid^3He. The spin of the injected electron bubbles interact with the spins of 3He nuclei through the magnetic dipole-dipole interaction. Therefore, the relaxation of the spins of injected electron bubbles reflects the anomalous spin anisotropy of low-energy surface bound states, when the electrons are injected in the vicinity of the surface. Owing to the Majorana Ising spin, the spin relaxation time T_1 is determined by the orientation of the applied Zeeman field as

T^{−1}_1 ∝ sin^2 θ_H , (330) in low temperatures [65, 69], where θ_H is the angle of the applied field tilted from the surface normal (the geometry is depicted in Fig. 3). Hence, this offers a spectroscopy for spin susceptibility of topologically protected Majorana fermons that are bound to the surface.

The local relaxation time T_1(r, θ_H ) is obtained from the spin-spin correlation function χ_{μν} (r_1, r_2; ω_n)≡⟨⟨S_μ(r_1)S_ν (r_2)⟩⟩_{ωn} with the local spin operator S_μ(r). The explicit expression for T^{−1}_1 is given as [65, 69] 1 T_1(r, θ_H )

=T lim_{ω→0} Imχ_{θH} (r, r; ω) ω , (331)

where χ_{θH} is defined as χ_{θH} ≡ χ_{xx} cos^2 θ_H + χ_{yy} + χ_{zz} sin^2 θ_H . This formalism takes account of all quasiparticle states including the continuum states. For simplicity, we here assume a contact interaction between injected electrons and^3He atoms. We also consider a weak filed regime in which the n̂-vector is aligned along the ẑ-axis that is normal to the surface. In accordance with the Majorana Ising nature in Eqs. (112) and (145), then, only the χ_{zz} component remains nonzero, resulting in Eq. (330).

We present in Fig. 24 the numerical results on T^{−1}_1 (θ_H ) obtained from the full numerical calculation of the BdG equation with a specular boundary condition. Figure 24(a) shows the temperature-dependence of 1/T T_1(θ_H ) for L = 0.24ξ_0 and 10ξ_0, where L is the depth of the injected electrons from the surface. The coherence peak is observed only in the case of θ_H = 0 and L = 10ξ_0. This corresponds to the situation that the electrons are injected in the central region of the slab and the applied field perpendicular to the surface opens a finite energy gap in the Majorana cone. The coherence peak that characterizes the full gap nature of the low-energy quasiparticle states is however fragile against the orientation of the magnetic field. Indeed, the coherence peak disappears in the case of θ_H = π/2 where helical Majorana fermions remain gapless. It is seen from Fig. 24(b) that T^{−1}_1 is strongly suppressed in the low temperature region, when the DC field is applied along the surface normal direction (θ_H = 0). As H is tilted from the surface normal direction, the relaxation time T_1

CONTENTS 90

Figure 24. Relaxation time T_1(θ_H ) of injected electrons through the interaction with^3He atoms: (a) T -dependence of 1/T T_1(θ_H ), (b) 1/T_1 (θ_H ), and (c) θ_H - dependence at L = 0.24ξ. Here, L denotes the depth of the injected electrons from the surface. In (a), T_1(θ_H ) is scaled by the relaxation time at T = T_{c0}, T^c_1 . The parameters are set to be k_Fξ_0 = 20 and D = 20ξ_0. Figures adapted from Ref. [69].

decreases, which indicates that the surface Majorana fermions contribute to the spin relaxation of electron bubbles.

This anisotropy is well explained by the concept of the Majorana Ising spin that leaves only χ_{zz} finite in χ_{θH} . The θ_H -dependence is displayed in Fig. 24(c), where T^{−1}_1 (θ_H )∝sin^2 θ_H is observed in low temperature regime T ≲0.2T_c. The contribution of the continuum states with |E| > Δ_0 is negligibly small in this temperature regime. As temperature increases, however, the anisotropic behavior of T_1 is spoilt by the thermal excitation of the continuum states. It should be mentioned that the coherence peak which appears in T^{−1}_1 (θ_H ) of the bulk^3He-B around T = T_c disappears in T^{−1}_1 (θ_H ) in the surface the surface [69].

The coupling of a magnetic impurity to Majorana fermions bound at the edge of two-dimensional topological superconductors was also studied by Shindou et al. [67]. They clarified that when a magnetic field is perpendicular to the orientation of the Majorana Ising spin, i.e., θ_H = π/2, the systems can be mapped onto an Ohmic dissipative two-level system that shows the anisotropic Kondo effect. The impurity spin has a anisotropic and singular magnetic response due to the quantum dissipation from the background Majorana Ising spins.

CONTENTS 91

10. Concluding remarks

The superfluid^3He-B confined in a slab geometry offers a prototypical system to study the interplay between topology and symmetry. In this paper, we have emphasized that the superfluid possesses unique topological phenomena associated with the intertwining of the topological phase transition with the spontaneous symmetry breaking. The topological superfluid^3He-B is accompanied by helical Majorana fermions that are bound the surface. We have unveiled the multifaceted properties of the gapless surface states as the symmetry-protected Majorana fermion in Secs. 3 and 5, the Andreev bound state in Sec. 4, and odd-frequency pair amplitudes in Secs. 6 and 7. Based on symmetry consideration and microscopic calculation, we offer the complete topological phase diagram of the superfluid^3He-B confined in a slab geometry under a parallel magnetic field. It is demonstrated that there is the critical field at which the topological phase transition takes place together with the spontaneous symmetry breaking. The helical Majorana fermions and odd-frequency Cooper pair amplitudes emergent in the surface give rise to the anomalous magnetic response and anomalous quantum criticality at the critical field.

Lastly, we would like to mention the issues of which we do not take account here: The effect of surface boundary condition [145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153] and the possibility of the stripe phase in the vicinity of the A-B phase boundary [107]. In the absence of a magnetic field, the surface density of states in the low energy region is considerably enhanced by the diffusive surface [106, 152]. The low-energy density of states filled in by the skew scattering of the quasiparticle at the rough surface might drastically change the temperature- and field-dependences of the spin susceptibility. Note that the specularity of the surface of^3He can be experimentally controlled by coating it with^4He layers [165, 168]. Furthermore, it has been predicted that the vicinity of the A-B phase transition (D ∼ 10ξ_0) is occupied by the stripe phase [107], when the magnetic field is absent. However, the robustness of the stripe phase against a Zeeman field and surface roughness is not trivial, which remains as a future problem.

Although in this paper we focus on the topological superfluidity of the superfluid 3He-B, other anisotropic superfluid states are competitive to the isotropic BW state. The ABM and planar states can be stabilized in a thin film that the thick is comparable with the superfluid coherence length [71, 75, 76, 105, 106, 107, 108, 143, 144], while the one-dimensional polar phase may be stabilized in a narrow cylinder [138, 373]. The topology of the ABM state that spontaneously breaks time-reversal symmetry is characterized by the mirror Chern number [51, 56]. The zero-energy flat band appears in the edge, vortex, and domain wall [143, 374, 375, 376, 377, 378], which is protected by topologically stable Fermi points in momentum space [379, 380]. Furthermore, the integer and half-quantized vortices are accompanied by chiral Majorana fermions protected by the mirror reflection symmetry that yield non-Abelian statistics [192, 56]. The planar state preserving time-reversal symmetry has the additional discrete symmetry that is a combination of π spin rotation and π/2 phase rotation. The discrete symmetry modifies the topological property from that of the BW state [381].

The superfluid^3He confined in a slab geometry can be a treasure house of topological superfluidity and exotic quasiparticles. In Sec. 9, we have discussed several ways to detect the manifestation of the topological superfluidity and exotic quasiparticles, especially in the^3He-B. This includes the longitudinal and transverse sound waves, spin wave, and thermal transport. It has been well recognized in the bulk^3He that such nonequilibrium Fermi liquid behavior in the collisionless

CONTENTS 92

regime is intertwining with quasiparticles and low-lying bosonic modes that are the Nambu-Goldstone and Higgs modes. Hence, understanding such intertwining effect in quantum nonequilibrium phenomena is indispensable for detecting and manipulating topological quantum phenomena in the superfluid^3He, such as helical/chiral Majorana fermions and spin/mass current.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge fruitful collaboration with M. Ichioka and T. Kawakami. We also gratefully thank W. P. Halperin, S. Higashitani, O. Ishikawa, K. Nagai, M. Nitta, R. Nomura, Y. Okuda, J. A. Sauls, J. Saunders, and Y. Tanaka for various fruitful discussions and comments. This work was supported by JSPS (Nos. 25800199, 25287085, and 26400360) and “Topological Quantum Phenomena” (No. 22103005 and 25103716) KAKENHI on innovation areas from MEXT.

References

[1] Leggett A J 1975 Rev. Mod. Phys. 47 331. [2] Wheatley J C 1975 Rev. Mod. Phys. 47 415.

[3] Vollhardt D and Wölfle P 1990 The Superfluid Phases of Helium-3 (Taylor & Francis, London). [4] Balian R and Wethaner N R 1963 Phys. Rev. 131 1553. [5] Anderson A W and Morel P 1960 Physica 26 671. [6] Anderson A W and Morel P 1961 Phys. Rev. 123 1911. [7] Anderson A W and Brinkman W F 1973 Phys. Rev. Lett. 30 1108.

[8] Volovik G E and Mineev V P 1976 Pis’ma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 24 605 [1976 JETP Lett. 24 561].

[9] Volovik G E and Mineev V P 1977 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 72 2256 [1977 Sov. Phys. JETP 45 1186].

[10] Mermin N D, Mineev V P and Volovik G E 1978 J. Low Temp. Phys. 33 117. [11] Mermin N D 1979 Rev. Mod. Phys. 51 591.

[12] Nakahara M 2003 Geometry, Topology and Physics (Taylor & Francis, London). [13] Salomaa M M and Volovik G E 1987 Rev. Mod. Phys. 59 533. [14] Volovik G E 1992 Exotic properties of superfluid^3He (World Scientific, Singapore). [15] Volovik G E 2003 The Universe in a Helium Droplet (Clarendon Press, Oxford). [16] Mermin N D and Ho T L 1976 Phys. Rev. Lett. 36 594. [17] Anderson P W and Toulouse G 1977 Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 508. [18] Thuneberg E V 1986 Phys. Rev. Lett. 56 359. [19] Salomaa M M and Volovik G E 1986 Phys. Rev. Lett. 56 363. [20] Cross M C and Brinkman W F 1977 J. Low Temp. Phys. 27 683. [21] Shanker R 1977 J. de Phys. 38 1405. [22] Nakahara M 1987 Prog. Theor. Phys. 77 1011.

[23] Thouless D J, Kohmoto M, Nightingale P and den Nijs M 1982 Phys. Rev. Lett. f49 405. [24] Kohmoto M 1985 Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 160 343. [25] Hatsugai Y 1993 Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 3697. [26] Hatsugai Y 1993 Phys. Rev. B 48 11851.

[27] Tanaka Y, Sato M and Nagaosa N 2012 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 011013. [28] Qi X L and Zhang S C 2011 Rev. Mod. Phys. 83 1057. [29] Ando Y 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82 102001.

[30] Grinevich P G and Volovik G E 1988 J. Low Temp. Phys. 72 371. [31] Bernevig B A, Hughes T L and Zhang S-C 2006 Science 314 1757. [32] Fu L and Kane C L 2007 Phys. Rev. B 76 045302. [33] Qi X-L, Hughes T L and Zhang S-C 2008 Phys. Rev. B 78 195424. [34] Schnyder A P, Ryu S, Furusaki A and Ludwig A W W 2008 Phys. Rev. B 78 195125. [35] Roy R 2008 arXiv:0803.2868.

[36] Ryu S, Schnyder A P, Furusaki A and Ludwig A W W 2010 New J. Phys. 12 065010. [37] Qi X L, Hughes T L, Raghu S and Zhang S C 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 187001. [38] Sato M 2009 Phys. Rev. B 79 214526.

CONTENTS 93

[39] Sato M 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81 220504(R). [40] Kitaev A 2009 AIP Conf. Proc. 1134 22. [41] Volovik G E 2009 JETP Lett. 90 398. [42] Volovik G E 2009 JETP Lett. 90 587.

[43] Silaev M A and Volovik G E 2012 JETP Lett. 95 25. [44] Gu Z-C and Wen X-G 2009 Phys. Rev. B 80 155131. [45] Teo J C Y and Kane C L 2010 Phys. Rev. B 82 115120. [46] Fu L 2011 Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 106802.

[47] Pollmann F, Berg E, Turner A M and Oshikawa M 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 075125. [48] Wen X-G 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 085103.

[49] Mizushima T, Sato M and Machida K 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 165301. [50] Chiu C K, Yao H and Ryu S 2013 Phys. Rev. B 88 075142. [51] Ueno Y, Yamakage A, Tanaka Y and Sato M 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 087002. [52] Mizushima T and Sato M 2013 New J. Phys. 15 075010.

[53] Tsutsumi Y, Ishikawa M, Kawakami T, Mizushima T, Sato M, Ichioka M and Machida K 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82 113707.

[54] Ezawa M, Tanaka Y and Nagaosa N 2013 Sci. Rep. 3 2790. [55] Morimoto T and Furusaki A 2013 Phys. Rev. B 88 125129. [56] Sato M, Yamakage A and Mizushima T 2014 Physica E 55 20. [57] Shiozaki K and Sato M 2014 arXiv:1403.3331. [58] Senthil T 2014 arXiv:1405.4015.

[59] Silaev M A and Volovik G E 2014 arXiv:1405.1007. [60] Read N and Green D 2000 Phys. Rev. B 61 10283. [61] Semenoff G W and Sodano P 2006 Electron. J. Theor. Phys. 3 157. [62] Wilczek F 2009 Nat. Phys. 5 614. [63] Wilczek F 2014 arXiv:1404.0637. [64] Jackiw R 2014 arXiv:1404.6200.

[65] Chung S B and Zhang S C 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 235301. [66] Nagato Y, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2009 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 78 123603. [67] Shindou R, Furusaki A and Nagaosa N 2010 Phys. Rev. B 82 180505(R). [68] Volovik G E 2010 JETP Lett. 91 201.

[69] Mizushima T and Machida K 2011 J. Low Temp. Phys. 162 204. [70] Silaev M A 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 144508. [71] Mizushima T 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 094518. [72] Grover T, Sheng D N, Vishwanath A 2014 Science 344 280. [73] Jackiw R and Rebbi C 1976 Phys. Rev. D 13 3398. [74] Ohashi Y and Takada S 1995 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 65 246. [75] Buchholtz L J and Zwicknagl G 1981 Phys. Rev. B 23 5788. [76] Hara J and Nagai K 1986 Prog. Theor. Phys. 76 1237. [77] Hu C R 1975 Phys. Rev. B 12 3635.

[78] Kashiwaya S and Tanaka Y 2000 Rep. Prog. Phys. 63 1641. [79] Volovik G E 1989 JETP Lett. 49 391.

[80] Kopnin N B and Salomaa M M 1991 Phys. Rev. B 44 9667. [81] Volovik G E 1991 J. Phys.:Condens. Matter 3 357. [82] Misirpashaev T Sh and Volovik G E 1995 Phyica B 210 338. [83] Gurarie V and Radzihovsky L 2007 Phys. Rev. B 75 212509. [84] Silaev M A and Volovik G E 2010 J. Low Temp. Phys. 161 460. [85] Volovik G E 2011 JETP Lett. 93 66.

[86] Tewari S, Das Sarma S and Lee D H 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 037001. [87] Tanaka Y and Kashiwaya S 1995 Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 3451. [88] Matsumoto M and Shiba H 1995 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 64 1703. [89] Tanaka Y and Kashiwaya S 1996 Phys. Rev. B 53 9371. [90] Stone M and Roy R 2004 Phys. Rev. B 69 184511. [91] Asano Y, Tanaka Y, and Kashiwaya S 2004 Phys. Rev. B 69 134501. [92] Machida K and Nakanishi H 1984 Phys. Rev. B 30 122.

[93] Yoshii R, Tsuchiya S, Marmorini G and Nitta M 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 024503. [94] Mizushima T, Machida K and Ichioka M 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 060404. [95] Mizushima T, Machida K and Ichioka M 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 117003. [96] Brazovskii S A, Gordynin S A and Kirova N N 1980 Pis’ma Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 31 486 [JETP Lett. 31 456].

[97] Mertsching J and Fischbeck H J 1981 Phys. Status Solidi B 103 783.

CONTENTS 94

[98] Horovitz B 1981 Phys. Rev. Lett. 46 742.

[99] Takayama H, Lin-Liu Y R and Maki K 1980 Phys. Rev. B 21 2388. [100] Yamamoto H and Ohmi T 1981 Prog. Theor. Phys. 66 805. [101] Nakahara M and Maki K 1981 Phys. Rev. B 24 1045. [102] Machida K and Fujita M 1984 Phys. Rev. B 30 5284. [103] Fujita M and Machida K 1984 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 53 4395. [104] Machida K 1989 Physica (Amsterdam) 158C 192. [105] Hara J and Nagai K 1988 J. Low Temp. Phys. 72 407. [106] Vorontsov A B and Sauls J A 2003 Phys. Rev. B 68 064508. [107] Vorontsov A B and Sauls J A 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 045301.

[108] Nagai K, Nagato Y, Yamamoto M and Higashitani S 2008 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 77 111003. [109] Freeman M R, Germain R S, Thuneberg E V and Richardson R C 1988 Phys. Rev. Lett. 60 596.

[110] Freeman M R and Richardson R C 1990 Phys. Rev. B, 41 11011. [111] Xu J and Crooker B C 1990 Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 3005.

[112] Kawae T, Kubota M, Ishimoto Y, Miyawaki S, Ishikawa O, Hata T and Kodama T 1998 J.

Low Temp. Phys. 111 587.

[113] Miyawaki S, Kawasaki K, Inaba H, Matsubara A, Ishikawa O, Hata T and Kodama T 2000 Phys. Rev. B 62 5855.

[114] Kawasaki K, Yoshida T, Tarui M, Nakagawa H, Yano H, Ishikawa O and Hata T 2004 Phys.

Rev. Lett. 93 105301.

[115] Levitin L V, Bennett R G, Casey A J, Cowan B, Parpia J and Saunders J 2010 J. Low Temp.

Phys. 158 159.

[116] Bennett R G, Levitin L V, Casey A, Cowan B, Parpia J and Saunders J 2010 J. Low Temp.

Phys. 158 163.

[117] Levitin L V, Bennett R G, Casey A, Cowan B, Saunders J, Drung D, Schurig Th and Parpia J M 2013 Science 340 841.

[118] Levitin L V, Bennett R G, Surovtsev E V, Parpia J M, Cowan B, Casey A J and Saunders J 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 235304.

[119] Serene J W and Rainer D 1983 Phys. Rep. 101 221.

[120] Higashitani S, Matsuo S, Nagato Y, Nagai K, Murakawa S, Nomura R and Okuda Y 2012 Phys.

Rev. B 85 024524.

[121] Tsutsumi Y and Machida K 2012 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 074607. [122] Daino T, Ichioka M, Mizushima T and Tanaka Y 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 064512. [123] Asano Y and Tanaka Y 2013 Phys. Rev. B 87 104513.

[124] Volovik G E 1990 Symmetry in Superfluid^3He in Helium Three edited by Halperin W P and Pitaevskii L P (Amsterdam: Elsevier Science Publishers).

[125] Fishman R S and Sauls J A 1985 Phys. Rev. B 31 251.

[126] Sakurai J J 1994 Modern Quantum Mechanics (Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley) [127] Maki K 1974 J. Low Temp. Phys. 16 465. [128] Fishman R S and Sauls J A 1986 Phys. Rev. B 33 6068. [129] Sato M, Tanaka Y, Yada K and Yokoyama T 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 224511. [130] Ambegaokar V, de Gennes P G and Rainer D 1974 Phys. Rev. A 9 2676. [131] Brinkman W F, Smith H, Osheroff D D and Blount E I 1974 Phys. Rev. Lett. 33 624. [132] Barton G and Moore M A 1975 J. Low Temp. Phys. 21 489. [133] Smith H, Brinkman W F and Engelsberg S 1977 Phys. Rev. B 15 199. [134] Kjäldman L H, Kurkijärvi J and Rainer D 1978 J. Low Temp. Phys. 33 577. [135] Fujita T, Nakahara M, Ohmi T and Tsuneto T 1980 Prog. Theor. Phys. 64 396. [136] K. W. Jacobsen and H. Smith, J. Low Temp. Phys. 67, 83 (1987). [137] Takagi T 1987 Prog. Theor. Phys. 78 562. [138] Fetter A L and Ullah S 1988 J. Low Temp. Phys. 70 515. [139] Li Y H and Ho T L 1988 Phys. Rev. B 38 2362. [140] Ullah S 1988 Phys. Rev. B 37 5010.

[141] Lin-Liu Y R and Maki K 1978 Phys. Rev. B 18 4724. [142] Salomaa M M and Volovik G E 1989 J. Low Temp. Phys. 75 209. [143] Tsutsumi Y, Mizushima T, Ichioka M and Machida K 2010 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn 79 113601. [144] Tsutsumi Y, Ichioka M and Machida K 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 094510. [145] Zhang W, Kurkijärvi J and Thuneberg E V 1987 Phys. Rev. B 36 1987. [146] Thuneberg E V, Fogelström M and Kurkijärvi J 1992 Physica B 178 176. [147] Buchholtz L J and Rainer D 1979 Z. Phys. B 35 151. [148] Buchholtz L J 1986 Phys. Rev. B 33 15579.

CONTENTS 95

[149] Buchholtz L J 1991 Phys. Rev. B 44 4610. [150] Buchholtz L J 1993 J. Low Temp. Phys. 92 43.

[151] Nagato Y, Higashitani S, Yamada K and Nagai K 1996 J. Low Temp. Phys. 103 1. [152] Nagato Y, Yamamoto M and Nagai K 1998 J. Low Temp. Phys. 110 1135. [153] Nagato Y, Yamamoto M, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2007 J. Low Temp. Phys. 149 294. [154] Nagato Y, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2011 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80 113706. [155] Ahonen A I, Krusius M and Paalanen M A 1976 J. Low Temp. Phys. 25 421. [156] Osheroff D D, van Roosbroeck W, Smith H and Brinkman W F 1977 Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 134. [157] Ishikawa O, Sasaki Y, Mizusaki T, Hirai A and Tsubota M 1989 J. Low Temp. Phys. 75 35. [158] Castelijns C A M, Coates K F, Guénault A M, Mussett S G and Pickett G R 1986 Phys. Rev.

Lett. 56 69.

[159] Ikegami H, Chung S B and Kono K 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82 124607. [160] Choi H, Davis J P, Pollanen J and Halperin W P 2006 Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 125301. [161] Davis J P, Pollanen J, Choi H, Sauls J A, Halperin W P and Vorontsov A B 2008 Phys. Rev.

Lett. 101 085301.

[162] Aoki Y, Wada Y, Saitoh M, Nomura R, Okuda Y, Nagato Y, Yamamoto M, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 075301.

[163] Saitoh M, Wada Y, Aoki Y, Murakawa S, Nomura R and Okuda Y 2006 Phys. Rev. B 74 220505(R).

[164] Wada Y, Murakawa S, Tamura Y, Saitoh M, Aoki Y, Nomura R and Okuda Y 2008 Phys. Rev.

B 78 214516.

[165] Murakawa S, Tamura Y, Wada Y, Wasai M, Saitoh M, Aoki Y, Nomura R, Okuda Y, Nagato Y, Yamamoto M, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 155301.

[166] Murakawa S, Yamaguchi A, Arai M, Wasai M, Aoki Y, Ishimoto H, Nomura R and Okuda Y 2010 J. Low Temp. Phys. 158 141.

[167] Wasai M, Murakawa S, Tamura Y, WadaY, Aoki Y, Nomura R and Okuda Y 2010 J. Low Temp. Phys. 158 268.

[168] Murakawa S, Wada Y, Tamura Y, Wasai M, Saitoh M, Aoki Y, Nomura R, Okuda Y, Nagato Y, Yamamoto M, Higashitani S and Nagai K 2011 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80 013602.

[169] Okuda Y and Nomura R 2012 J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24 343201. [170] Wu H and Sauls J A 2013 Phys. Rev. B 88 184506. [171] Sato M and Fujimoto S 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 217001.

[172] Sasaki S, Kriener M, Segawa K, Yada K, Tanaka Y, Sato M and Ando Y 2011 Phys. Rev. Lett.

107 217001.

[173] Wang Z, Qi X L and Zhang S C 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 014527. [174] Ryu S, Moore J E and Ludwig A W W 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 045104. [175] Nomura K, Ryu S, Furusaki A and Nagaosa N 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 026802. [176] Shiozaki K and Fujimoto S 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 076804. [177] Sumiyoshi H and Fujimoto S 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82 023602.

[178] Koren G, Kirzhner T, Lahoud E, Chashka K B and Kanigel A 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 224521. [179] Kirzhner T, Lahoud E, Chaska K B, Salman Z and Kanigel A 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 064517. [180] Koren G and Kirzhner T 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 144508.

[181] H. Peng, D. De, B. Lv, F. Wei, and C.-W. Chu, Phys. Rev. B 88, 024515 (2013). [182] Levy N, Zhang T, Ha J, Sharifi F, Talin A A, Kuk Y and Stroscio J A 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett.

110 117001.

[183] Fu L and Berg E 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 097001.

[184] Yamakage A, Yada K, Sato M and Tanaka Y 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 180509. [185] Hao L and Lee T K 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 134516. [186] Hsieh T H and Fu L 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 107005. [187] Mizushima T, Yamakage A, Sato M and Tanaka Y 2014 arXiv:1311.2768. [188] Wen X G and Zee A 1989 Nucl. Phys. B316 641. [189] Sato M and Fujimoto S 2009 Phys. Rev. B 79 094504.

[190] Chamon C, Jackiw R, Nishida Y, Pi S Y and Santos L 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81 224515. [191] Semenoff G W and Sodano P 2006 arXiv:cond-mat/0601261. [192] Ivanov D A 2001 Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 268.

[193] Ohmi T and Nakahara M 2010 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 79 104602.

[194] Nayak C, Simon S H, Stern A, Freedman M and Das Sarma S 2008 Rev. Mod. Phys. 80 1083. [195] Kitaev A 2003 Ann. Phys. (NY) 303 2.

[196] Freedman M, Larsen M and Wang Z, Commun. Math. Phys. 227 605. [197] Das Sarma S, Freedman M and Nayak C 2005 Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 166802. [198] Tewari S, Das Sarma S, Nayak C, Zhang C and Zoller P 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 010506.

CONTENTS 96

[199] Zhang C, Tewari S and Das Sarma S 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 220502. [200] Sato M 2003 Phys. Lett. B 575 126.

[201] Gurarie V and Radzihovsky L 2007 Ann. Phys. (NY) 322 2. [202] Mizushima T, Ichioka M and Machida K 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 150409. [203] Fu L and Kane C L 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 096407. [204] Sato M, Takahashi Y and Fujimoto S 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 020401. [205] Sato M, Takahashi Y, and Fujimoto S 2010 Phys. Rev. B 82 134521. [206] Sau J D, Lutchyn R M, Tewari S and Das Sarma S 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 040502. [207] Lutchyn R M, Sau J D and Das Sarma S 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 077001. [208] Oreg Y, Refael G and von Oppen F 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 177002. [209] Alicea J, Oreg Y, Refael G, von Oppen F and Fisher M P A 2011 Nat. Phys. 7 412. [210] Yasui S, Itakura K and Nitta M 2011 Phys. Rev. B 83 134518. [211] Hirono Y, Yasui S, Itakura K and Nitta M 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 014508. [212] Eto M, Hirono Y, Nitta M and Yasui S 2014 Prog. Theor. Exp. Phys. 012D01. [213] Slager R J, Mesaros A, Juričić and Zaanen J 2012 Nat. Phys. 9 98. [214] Jadaun P, Xiao D, Niu Q and Banerjee S K 2013 Phys. Rev. B 88 085110. [215] Paananen T and Dahm T 2013 Phys. Rev. B 87 195447. [216] Liu C X and Zhang R X 2013 arXiv:1308.4717.

[217] Alexandradinata A, Fang C, Gilbert M J and Bernevig B A 2014 arXiv:1402.6323. [218] Mong R S K, Essin A M and Moore J E 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81 245209. [219] Liu C X 2013 arXiv:1304.6455.

[220] Teo J C Y and Hughes T L 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 047006. [221] Zhang F, Kane C L and Mele E J 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 056403. [222] Kotetes P 2013 New J. Phys. 15 105027. [223] Liu X J and Law K T 2013 arXiv:1310.5685. [224] Hughes T L, Yao H and Qi X L 2013 arXiv:1303.1539. [225] Benalcazar W A, Teo J C Y and Hughes T L 2013 arXiv:1311.0496. [226] Fang C, Gilbert M J and Bernevig B A 2014 Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 106401. [227] Hsieh C-T, Morimoto T, and Ryu S 2014 arXiv:1406.0307. [228] Baym G and Kadanoff L P 1961 Phys. Rev. 124 287. [229] Baym G 1961 Phys. Rev. 127 1391.

[230] Luttinger J M and Ward J C 1960 Phys. Rev. 118 1417. [231] Andreev A F 1964 Sov. Phys. JETP 19 1228. [232] Nakahara M 1986 J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 19 L195. [233] Gross D J and Neveu A 1974 Phys. Rev. D 10 3235. [234] Nambu Y and Jona-Lasinio G 1961 Phys. Rev. 122 345. [235] Thies M 2006 J. Phys. A 39 12707.

[236] Correa F, Dunne G V and Plyushchay M S 2009 Ann. Phys. (Amsterdam) 324 2522. [237] Bar-Sagi J and Kuper C G 1972 Phys. Rev. Lett. 28 1556. [238] Shei S S 1976 Phys. Rev. D 14 535.

[239] Campbell D K and Bishop A R 1981 Phys. Rev. B 24 4859. [240] Okuno S and Onodera Y 1983 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 52 3495. [241] Feinberg J 2003 Phys. Lett. B 569 204. [242] Feinberg J 2004 Ann. Phys. (Amsterdam) 309 166. [243] Başar G and Dunne G V 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 200404. [244] Başar G and Dunne G V 2008 Phys. Rev. D 78 065022. [245] Başar G, Dunne G V and Thies M 2009 Phys. Rev. D 79 105012. [246] Takahashi D A and Nitta M 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 131601. [247] Furusaki A, Matsumoto M and Sigrist M 2001 Phys. Rev. B 64 054514. [248] Mizushima T and Machida K 2010 Phys. Rev. A 81 053605. [249] Mizushima T and Machida K 2010 Phys. Rev. A 82 023624. [250] Kawakami T, Mizushima T and Machida K 2011 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80 044603. [251] Cheng M, Lutchyn R M, Galitski V and Das Sarma S 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 107001. [252] Cheng M, Lutchyn R M, Galitski V and Das Sarma S 2010 Phys. Rev. B 82 094504. [253] Friedan D, Qiu Z and Shenker S 1984 Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 1575. [254] Fendley P, Schoutens K and de Boer J 2003 Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 120402. [255] Huijse L, Halverson J, Fendley P and Schoutens K 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 146406. [256] Yu Y and Yang K 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 150605.

[257] Bauer B, Huijse L, Berg E, Troyer M and Schoutens K 2013 Phys. Rev. B 87 165145. [258] Ishikawa K and Matsuyama T 1986 Z. Phys. C 33 41. [259] Ishikawa K and Matsuyama T 1987 Nucl. Phys. B 280 523.

CONTENTS 97

[260] Matsuyama T and Ishikawa K 1987 Prog. Theor. Phys. 77 711. [261] Volovik G E 1988 JETP 67 1804.

[262] Volovik G E and Yakovenko V M 1989 J. Phys.:Condens. Matter 1 5263. [263] Goryo J and Ishikawa K 1998 Phys. Lett. A 246 549. [264] Lin Y-J, Jimenez-García K and Spielman I B 2011 Nature 471 83.

[265] Cheuk L W, Sommer A T, Hadzibabic Z, Yefsah T, Bakr W S and Zwierlein M W 2012 Phys.

Rev. Lett. 109 095302.

[266] Wang P, Yu Z-Q, Fu Z, Miao J, Huang L, Chai S, Zhai H and Zhang J 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett.

109 095301.

[267] Juzeliūnas G, Ruseckas J and Dalibard J 2010 Phys. Rev. A 81 053403. [268] Campbell D L, Juzeliūnas G and Spielman I B 2011 Phys. Rev. A 84 025602. [269] Anderson B M, Juzeliūnas G, Galitski V M and Spielman I B 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 235301. [270] Anderson B M, Juzeliūnas G, Galitski V M and Spielman I B 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 125301. [271] Xu Z-F, You L and Ueda M 2013 Phys. Rev. A 87 063634. [272] Zhai H 2012 Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 26 1230001. [273] Zhai H 2014 arXiv:1403.8021.

[274] Galitski V and Spielman I B 2013 494 49.

[275] Liao Y A, Rittner A S C, Paprotta T, Li W, Partridge G B, Hulet R G, Baur S K and Mueller E J 2010 Nature 467 567.

[276] Olshanii M 1998 Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 938.

[277] Liu X-J, Hu H and Drummond P D 2007 Phys. Rev. A 76 043605. [278] Tewari S and Sau J D 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 150408. [279] Liu X-J and Hu H 2012 Phys. Rev. A 85 033622. [280] Liu X-J and Drummond P D 2012 Phys. Rev. A 86 035602. [281] Wei R and Mueller E J 2012 Phys. Rev. A 86 063604. [282] Stewart J T, Gaebler J P and Jin D S 2008 Nature 454 744. [283] Peng S-C, Liu X-J, Hu H and Jiang K 2012 Phys. Rev. A 86 063610. [284] Potter A C and Lee P A 2010 Phys. Rev. Lett. 105 227003.

[285] Lutchyn R M, Stanescu T D and Das Sarma S 2011 Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 127001. [286] Stanescu T D, Lutchyn R M and Das Sarma S 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 144522. [287] Kells G, Meidan D and Brouwer P W 2012 Phys. Rev. B 85 060507. [288] Tewari S, Stanescu T D, Sau J D and Das Sarma S 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 024504. [289] Tsutsumi Y, Machida K, Ohmi T and Ozaki M 2012 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 074717. [290] Joynt R and Taillefer L 2002 Rev. Mod. Phys. 74 235.

[291] Machida Y, Itoh A, So Y, Izawa K, Haga Y, Yamamoto E, Kimura N, Ōnuki Y, Tsutsumi Y, and Machida K 2012 Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 157002.

[292] Silaev M A and Volovik G E 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 214511. [293] Volovik G E 2013 J. Supercond. Nov. Magn. 26 2887. [294] Eilenberger G 1968 Z. Phys. 214 195.

[295] Larkin A I and Ovchinnikov Y N 1968 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 55 2262 [1969 Sov. Phys. JETP 28 1200].

[296] Eliashberg G M 1971 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 61 1254 [1972 Sov. Phys. JETP 34 668]. [297] Larkin A I and Ovchinnikov Y N 1975 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 68 1915 [1976 Sov. Phys. JETP 41 960].

[298] Larkin A I and Ovchinnikov Y N 1977 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 73 299 [1977 Sov. Phys. JETP 46 155].

[299] Shelankov A L 1985 J. Low Temp. Phys. 60 29.

[300] Thuneberg E V, Kurkijärvi J and Rainer D 1984 Phys. Rev. B 29 3913. [301] Shelankov A L 1980 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 78 2359 [1980 Sov. Phys. JETP 51 1186]. [302] Eschrig M, Sauls J A and Rainer D 1999 Phys. Rev. B 60 10447. [303] Eschrig M 2000 Phys. Rev. B 61 9061.

[304] Nagato Y, Nagai K and Hara J 1993 J. Low Temp. Phys. 93 33. [305] Berezinskii V L 1974 JETP Lett. 20 287.

[306] Tanaka Y and Kashiwaya S 1996 Phys. Rev. B 53 11957(R). [307] Barash Y S, Burkhardt H and Rainer D 1996 Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 4070. [308] Tanaka Y and Kashiwaya S 1997 Phys. Rev. B 56 892. [309] Higashitani S 1997 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 66 2556.

[310] Walter H, Prusseit W, Semerad R, Kinder H, Assmann W, Huber H, Burkhardt H, Rainer D and Sauls J A 1998 Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 3598.

[311] Kashiwaya S, Tanaka Y, Yoshida N and Beasley M R 1999 Phys. Rev. B 60 3572. [312] Bergeret F S, Volkov A F and Efetov K B 2001 Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 4096.

CONTENTS 98

[313] Tanaka Y, Asano Y, Golubov A A and Kashiwaya S 2005 Phys. Rev. B 72 140503. [314] Tanaka Y, Golubov A A, Kashiwaya S and Ueda M 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 037005. [315] Tanaka Y and Golubov A A 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 98 037003. [316] Linder J, Yokoyama T, Sudbø A and Eschrig M 2009 Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 107008. [317] Linder J, Sudbø A, Yokoyama T, Grein R and Eschrig M 2010 Phys. Rev. B 81 214504. [318] Yokoyama T, Tanaka Y and Nagaosa N 2011 Phys. Rev. Lett. 106 246601. [319] Asano Y, Golubov A A, Fominov Y V and Tanaka Y 2011 Phys. Rev. Lett. 107 087001. [320] Tanaka Y, Tanuma Y and Golubov A. A. 2007 Phys. Rev. B 76 054522. [321] Yokoyama T, Tanaka Y and Golubov A A 2008 Phys. Rev. B 78 012508. [322] Yokoyama T, Ichioka M and Tanaka Y 2010 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 79 034702. [323] Higashitani S, Takeuchi H, Matsuo S, Nagato Y and Nagai K 2013 Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 175301. [324] Mizushima T 2014 arXiv:1408.6664. [325] Higashitani S 2014 Phys. Rev. B 89 184505. [326] Higashitani S 2014 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 83 075002. [327] Schopohl N and Maki K 1995 Phys. Rev. B 52 490. [328] Schopohl N 1998 arXiv:cond-mat/9804064. [329] Bunkov Y M 2014 J. Low Temp. Phys. 175 385. [330] Ishikawa M 1977 Prog. Theor. Phys. 57 1836. [331] Sauls J A 2011 Phys. Rev. B 84 214509. [332] Cross M C 1975 J. Low Temp. Phys. 21 525. [333] Ashida M and Nagai K 1985 Prog. Theor. Phys. 74 949.

[334] Kyynäräinen J M, Pekola J P, Manninen A J and Torizuka K 1990 Phys. Rev. Lett. 64 1027. [335] Fisher S N, Guénault A M, Kennedy C J and Pickett G R 1991 Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 1270. [336] Leggett A J 1973 J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 6 3187. [337] Leggett A J 1974 Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 85 11. [338] Tewordt L and Einzel D 1976 Phys. Lett. A 56 97. [339] Tewordt L and Schopohl N 1979 J. Low Temp. Phys. 37 421. [340] Schopohl N 1982 J. Low Temp. Phys. 49 347. [341] Fishman R S 1987 Phys. Rev. B 36 79.

[342] Mizushima T, Kawakami T, Tsutsumi Y, Ichioka M and Machida K 2012 J. Phys.: Conf. Ser.

400 012051.

[343] Zhang W 1988 Phys. Lett. A 130 314.

[344] Winkelmann C B, Elbs J, Collin E, Bunkov Y M and Godfrin H 2006 Nucl. Instrum. Methods A 559 384.

[345] Landau L D 1957 Sov. Phys. JETP 32 59.

[346] Roach P R and Ketterson J B 1976 Phys. Rev. Lett. 36 736. [347] Roach P R and Ketterson J B 1976 J. Low Temp. Phys. 25 637. [348] Flowers E G, Richardson R W and Williamson S J 1976 Phys. Rev. Lett. 37 309. [349] Moores G F and Sauls J A 1993 J. Low Temp. Phys. 91 13.

[350] Sauls J A 1999 Lecture Notes on 1999 Les Houches Winter School (arXiv:cond-mat/9910260). [351] Sauls J A and Serene J W 1982 Phys. Rev. Lett. 49 1183. [352] Lee Y, Haard T M, Halperin W P and Sauls J A 1999 Nature 400 431. [353] Davis J P, Pollanen J, Choi H, Sauls J A and Halperin W P 2008 Nat. Phys. 4 571. [354] Davis J P, Choi H, Pollanen J and Halperin W P 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 100 015301. [355] Davis J P, Pollanen J, Choi H, Sauls J A and Halperin W P 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 085301. [356] Davis J P, Choi H, Pollanen J and Halperin W P 2008 J. Low Temp. Phys. 153 1. [357] Collett C A, Pollanen J, Li J I A, Gannon W J and Halperin W P 2013 Phys. Rev. B 87 024502.

[358] Senthil T, Marston J B and Fisher M P A 1999 Phys. Rev. B 60 4245. [359] Graf M, Yip S-K, Sauls J A and Rainer D 1996 Phys. Rev. B 53 15537. [360] Ikegami H, Chung S B and Kono K 2013 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82 124607. [361] Leggett A J and Takagi S 1975 Phys. Rev. Lett. 34 1424. [362] Leggett A J and Takagi S 1977 Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 106 79. [363] Wheatley J C 1975 Rev. Mod. Phys. 47 415. [364] Maki K and Tsuneto T 1974 Progr. Theor. Phys. 52 773. [365] Brinkman W F 1974 Phys. Lett. 49A 411. [366] Maki K and Hu C-R 1975 J. Low Temp. Phys. 18 377. [367] Maki K and Hu C-R 1975 J. Low Temp. Phys. 19 259. [368] Webb R A, Kleinberg R L and Wheatley J C 1974 Phys. Lett. 48A 421. [369] Webb R A, Kleinberg R L and Wheatley J C 1974 Phys. Rev. Lett. 33 145. [370] Webb R A, Sager R E and Wheatley J C 1977 J. Low Temp. Phys. 26 439.

CONTENTS 99

[371] Leggett A J 1975 Phys. Rev. Lett. 35 1178. [372] Maki K and Ebisawa H 1976 Phys. Rev. B 13 4845. [373] Aoyama K 2014 Phys. Rev. B 89 140502(R). [374] Silaev M A and Volovik G E 2012 Phys. Rev. B 86 214511.

[375] Tsutsumi Y, Kawakami T, Mizushima T, Ichioka M and Machida K 2008 Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 135302.

[376] Kopnin N B and Salomaa M M 1991 Phys. Rev. B 44 9667. [377] Volovik G E 1994 JETP Lett. 59 830.

[378] Misirpashaev T Sh and Volovik G E 1995 Physica B 210 338. [379] Volovik G E 2011 JETP Lett. 93 66.

[380] Heikkilä T T, Kopnin N B and Volovik G E 2011 JETP Lett. 94 233. [381] Makhlin Y, Silaev M and Volovik G E 2014 Phys. Rev. B 89 174502.