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The off-diagonal components of thermal conductance tensor, thermal Hall conductivities (THCs),
have extensively been studied in recent condensed matter experiments to investigate fractionalized
quantum spin liquids, and quantum Hall systems. Under zero magnetic field, THCs spontaneously
become non-zero for time-reversal symmetry (TRS) broken systems, and can have contributions
from topologically protected edge states. Here we focus on an additional bulk effect, impurity
mechanism in TRS broken superconductors. Inspired by Srs RuQO4, the low temperature THC was
calculated [Sup. Sci. and Tech. 29, 085006 (2016)] for the chiral p-wave superconductors induced
by point impurities. Compared to topological part of THC, this contribution can be orders of
magnitude larger as it scales with the density of states at the Fermi level. Motivated by TRS
broken superconductors, URu2Si2 and SrPtAs and SroRuQO4 as recently also been suggested as d-
wave possibly, we calculate the THCs to . finite temperatures ii. d-wave pairing states, #ii. finite
size impurities.

For this study, the non-equilibrium quasi-classical Keldysh Green’s function formalism is utilized.
The THCs are calculated by the systematic expansion of the quasiclassical transport equation in
the center of mass gradients, self-consistently. k;; are obtained analytically at low temperatures
(T — 0) and numerically at finite temperatures.

We find that the impurity mechanism is dominant in Ky, at finite temperatures when compared
to the topological part except at very low temperatures.There are two experimental signatures of IM
on Kyz: A non-monotonic temperature dependence and a sign change as a function of temperature
depending on the scattering process.

Broken time-reversal symmetry (TRS) in the context of superconductors (SCs) is possible with a complex valued
momentum dependent order parameter. In such a situation, the generalized BCS pairs can acquire a finite angular
momentum. Candidate TRS broken SCs include SroRuOy [3], UPts [5], URusSis [0] and SrPtAs [7] as summarized
in a recent paper [§].

In addition, a typical order parameter can admit nodal points and lines (or at least a suppressed energy gap), which
allows the gapless Bogoliubov quasiparticles (BQs).

Broken TRS in SCs can be investigated by a few methods. In p-spin relaxation technique [9], incident spin polarized
muons are precessed by local magnetic fields created by TRS broken phase of a SC. Secondly, the polar Kerr angle
method [I0HI2] detects changes in the polarization of a polarized light incident on the surface of a superconductor.
As it is proportional to the non-zero components of the electric Hall conductivity, o, Kerr rotation is an indication
of the broken TRS. Two recent experiments measure the asymmetry in the critical field [I3] and in dI/dV curves of
edge states [14] to detect this nature. An additional method which also constitutes the main interest of this article,
is the thermal Hall conductances (THC), K.

There has been strong interest in the thermal Hall coefficients, which have been discussed in magnetic systems
[I5HI8] as well as superconductors in the vortex phase [19] 20]. Recently, ,, has received even more attention due
to the search for anyonic and fractionalized excitations in condensed matter systems [21H23], where the quantized
thermal Hall conductivity has been proposed as a method to detect the topologically protected edge states in fractional
quantum Hall states [22] 23], Kitaev magnets [21], [24] or topological superconducting systems [22} 25H27]. Half-integer
quantized THC has already been reported for the v = 5/2 fractional quantum Hall state [2] and the a-RuCls Kitaev
quantum spin liquid [I].

THCs can spontaneously become non-zero for TRS broken SCs. Though the non-zero THCs can have a contribution
from topologically protected edge states [27H30], here we investigate an additional effect, the impurity mechanism

(IM) for ky, [4, 31].
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Impurities are present in almost all real materials. In the normal state, they scatter the Fermi quasiparticles resulting
in the decrease of the conductivities. Conventional superconductors are insensitive to non-magnetic impurities as the
impurity scattering does not change the sign of s-wave gap seen by the electrons. Consequently, there are no new
BQs which alter the qualitative properties of the system. Interestingly, unconventional superconductors are sensitive
to even a small number of impurities [32, B3]. Compared to conventional superconductors at low temperatures,
the formation of impurity band changes the transport properties dramatically. On one hand, impurities scatter the
existing BQs and reduce the transport; on the other, they break Cooper pairs and create new BQs which enhance the
thermal transport [34H37]. In this way, impurities hold a double role in thermal transport processes.

The simplest non-trivial superconductor leading finite THCs is a p-wave superconductor. Inspired by SroRuOy,
the low temperature THCs are analytically calculated [4] in the presence of point impurities. It is shown that k,, by
IM in a p-wave SC for a quasi-2D cylindrical Fermi surface with vertical line nodes is around two orders of magnitude
larger than the topological contribution [29]. Motivated by other candidate TRS broken superconductors, we focus on
the role of IM in x;; in d-wave superconductors. However, THCs for d-wave pairing are zero in the presence of point
impurities [31]. In this work, hence, k;;s are calculated for i.finite size impurities [38-41] and ¢i. finite temperatures
(numerically) and T'— 0 limit (analytically).

We consider two possible irreducible representations of d-wave pairing based on the materials named above. We

find that, under a temperature gradient, £ —-- T , the spontaneous /e””p due to IM is non-zero. At finite temperatures,

imp topo
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(n;) and phase shifts (d,, 8, # {0,7/2}). However, 77 is much smaller than the topological contribution at very low
temperatures.

Formalism.- THCs are calculated by using the non-equilibrium quasiclassical (QC) theory of a Fermi liquid [42H44].
The QC Keldysh Gfncs [45] obey the quantum transport like equation (QTE),

K is much larger than the topological contrlbutlon Ky Wlthln reasonable values of the impurity concentration
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with & € {g,5,¢} and the normalization condition §? = —72. ¢ is the energy, ¥y is the Fermi velocity, A is the pairing
gap function, & is the impurity self-energy, £ is the t-matrix and 73 = 7300 Note that R, A and K correspond to
retarded, advanced and Keldysh components. One can obtain Gincs g X(k,e), i € {0,1} up to the ith order in the

center of mass gradients. k = kyd + kyy + k.2 is the Fermi unit vector, where k; is the it component . In addition,
(G)nm denotes the 7,0, component in the extended Nambu space. The equilibrium zeroth order retarded Gfnc is,

Ra AR(T
=R o), 2
DE(k)
and DR = (JAR(E)|2—(eR)?)Y/2 and AR (k) = RAE(k)rios + SAR(k)Teios. The two irreducible representations for
the d-wave pairing gap function are Aglg (k) = AFk.(k, + ik,) and Agzg (k) = AF(k, + ik,)?, where A is the
renormalized gap size. All relations are also valid for the advanced Gfnc.

The Keldysh Gfnc, g% can be written as a combination of the equilibrium and the anomalous parts as follows,

~K ~R
9% = (5" — ") tanh ﬁ + 01y (3)
In this work, 7909 part of the anomalous (Eliashberg) Gfnc [43], (9% )00 is the key function to capture the non-
equilibrium effects in the current densities, J;(k). It consists of two parts, (§5)o0 = (575" )oo + (51" Joo. The
first term, the non-self consistent anomalous Gfnc, (gﬁ’"s)oo captures the response by neglecting the non-equilibrium
changes in self-energies. It has only k; component from the temperature gradient ¢y - VI', and leads to ky, = 0. The

second term, the vertex correction anomalous Gfne, (1" )oo is proportional to the anomalous self-energy 6% (k) (See
Eq[8) with a finite £y,

The self-energies (6745, the RA Gfncs (§74) are inputs to g%. All the equations must be solved self-consistently
at each order. The details of the transport equation and the self-energy calculations are presented in the Appx[AB|
respectively. We use only the final expressions unless the underlying calculations pose a physical significance. Once
the self-energies are calculated, the energy current density can be determined with the phase space sum of (§%)go.

dk °° dz-: .
J —QNf/ ’Uf7 / 47T'Z K 00. (4)
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FIG. 1. The dimensionless Ky, as a function of temperature (in units of 7). It is calculated both for Ei4(dotted lines) and
for Ea4(solid lines) for two different d. (or ds) and I'y. The s-wave scattering phase shift for E14 is o = —m/11 and for Es4 is
do = —7/9.

In this expression, the spin degeneracy imposes the factor of two. Ny is the density of states at the Fermi level
and vy ;s are the components of the Fermi velocity. It turns out, J; is non-zero only for the anomalous Ginc, k.
Moreover, J; and k;; are related by the phenomenological relation, J; = x;; QiJT

T-matriz.- In literature, impurities are generally modelled as points with a momentum independent scattering
potential v(lzr, % ) = vg (in units of T, x Volume), which greatly reduces the algebraic load. This approach is generally
adequate to describe the scattering lifetime and other single particle modifications. The finite size impurities allow
scattering events which depend on the momentum direction and are key to a non-zero &, in d-wave SCs. The first
non-trivial contribution to a finite size spherical impurity is a p-wave scattering term in the scattering potential,

v(l%, /;'/) =g + 311,)]2: - k'. For reasons that we shall explain below, we consider a more general form,

v(k, k') = vo + 3v, (kxk; + l;yl%;) + 3k k.. (5)

The scattering potential becomes spherically symmetric when v, = v.. We shall see that v, and v, play different

physical roles for Ag,, and Ag, . The coefficients vg, vs and v, are inputs to the transport equation and related to
the scattering phase shifts by cot dg = ﬁflmﬂ cotbs = ngflvs ,cot b, = ﬂ;flvc (see Supp )

The effect of impurities are included by the t-matrix approximation,

t=v+ Nyvgt. (6)

The diagonal momentum components of t-matrix are proportional to the self energy as (7(/%) = nif(lAf, ]Af) Expanding
Eql6] the Keldysh t-matrix is obtained as,

. A g N N € .
5 = Np (g5, = (17 — i) tanh 57+ . (7)
The recurrence relation of the anomalous t-matrix is,

N R .,
aka) pa i, 1),

T 1

t (k, k') = wNp (i) (k, ) (8)
For a d-wave SC, the zeroth order Gfncs are even in k while the first order Gfnes are odd, e.g. gk . Then, a non-zero
average in Eq is possible when even-odd combinations of #{f, ;' are matched. However, a finite anomalous self energy,
68 (k) = nit (k, k) does not automatically imply a finite #,,, as it must also have an odd momentum component in
9 direction.

A. E;4 Order Parameter, A, = Agcosfsin fe'?

The energy gap function Ag,, (k) admits a nodal line around the equator and two point nodes at both poles of
the Fermi level. For the impurity scattering potential in Eql5] one can argue that the BQs around the equator not
only are much larger in numbers but also have much larger transverse momentum components, which would lead to a
greater k,, compared to the BQs around the poles. Naturally, the main contribution to new BQs around the equator



4

should be dominated by an effective potential, v(k, k') — vo + 3v, (kzk, + l;yl%;) However, in this limit, g becomes

~K,V

an odd function of k; only. Without an odd k, part in (g the angular part of the integration in Eq vanishes,

)oo’
Jy~ [ %vf,ykgc(...) ~ 0, where (...) includes the rest of the irrelevant terms. Therefore, a finite v, is necessary for a
NON-ZETO Kyz.

For the sake of clarity, we focus on non-zero v, case, v(k, k') = vo + 3v.k. k. (see Supp. for discussion where
both vs and v, are finite). Using Eq@ the corresponding t-matrix is calculated as

ik, kY = &8 + iR -

kkl, 1 (cotdo +iFoTs
e k’]% 7TNf

cot de + 1773+ =,
3 k,k
Co c. :

R

where C,, = cot?d, + (%,)? with v € {0,¢,s}. 5o = (%‘f), Fe = 3(5& k.k.) are the momentum averages of (§&)so.
fé% is a diagonal matrix in the particle-hole space and does not contain particle—hole type scattering events. The
s-wave scattering part of the t-matrix, #% connects all incoming (k') and the outgoing (k) particles (holes) with equal
probabilities, whereas ff; favours the scattering of BQs between the poles, N - NN — S, - N, S — S.

The zeroth order self-energy, 68 (k) = nitf(k, k) is plugged back into Eq and g{¥ is obtained self-consistently (for

the self-consistency relations and the modified density of states see see Appx. Eq and Fig. |Al)). Once g and

6f are determined, the advanced components are obtained by the general symmetry relations, 274 = 73(2%)1 73 [44],

YV i a AT
where & € {6, §} and #4(k, k') = 75 (tR(k’, k)) 7.
The non-self consistent part of (§% )oo is explicitly found as,

(91" oo _ 2RD™ [ R —|AR)P ;
! = 1+W Ky, (9)

7Tb(€,T) D1

where Dy = 4[(RDF)? — (%(U{f)go)z} and b(e, T) = ivy _d‘fﬁsechzﬁ.

Plugging g1 (see Appx. Eq for the full form) and %4 into Eq the anomalous self energy is determined
as &ﬁ’m = I',Griogb(e, T)k, where G = Go + iG373 with real Gy, G3 and ', = n;/mNy. It is the non-self-

: : ~Kns . K 2RD PGl /(—m)+2iS (000 /AR ~K A
consistent solution when only §7-"* is used. Using g1o" = g0 /¢ ng Blog) (GRGK _ 5K 54) we can calculate

gﬁ’v(k, ¢) and when plugged back into Eq it reveals the self-consistency condition that renormalizes G — G. We

find g5V (k,¢) as

RS o e s
m = Xckx + Xsky + Y(kx + ZkyT3)TlZO'2. (10)
where X; = X;0 + Xi37s, with i € {¢, s} and Y = Y, +iY373 are lengthy expressions given in see Appx. Eqgs
The components of (§1")go along k, and ky, Xco(e,0) and X; (e, 8) are real, even functions of € — cos 6 and finite
only when Ag # 0. Therefore, the vertex correction vanishes in the absence of superconductivity. More generally,
all the contributions to the thermal Hall current comes from the average, ((...);A(k)¥y - VT) appearing in 61 of Eq
where (...); is odd in k and represents the rest of the terms. The average is non-zero when (...);, have components
along both VT and A(k).

The non-self consistent Ginc, g{f;”s creates only a finite longitudinal current, J* = N fvj% _d‘iT > ds%sech2 5780(e),

—0o0
and x72 is found as

Kpgle 6T /°° drr?

gt T 0o(2rT), 11
%vaj%T 72 J_ o cosh?(7) o(@rT) (1)

R |2 2 ~
7 = ¢/2T is the dimensionless energy, T, is the critical temperature and Qo(e) = <4§RDD1R (1 4 ke \|D;||2A| )ki The
1

average (g is in units of ~ .
The vertex correction Keldysh Gfnc, g{f;" leads the following THCs

{Hi@} T
Kyz|  © _ LT, /00 drr? (P2 |:)~(CO(2TT,9):|>
%ZNfUJ%T 72 ) o cosh®(r) " ’

XsO (27'T, 0)
(12)



where the both sides of Eq[l1] and Eq[I2] are dimensionless.

The expressions obtained in Eq[TI] and Eq[I2] are general where the explicit forms are investigated in the low
temperature limit (for the finite temperature analysis see Appx. and . For 4 case in the low tem-
perature limit, the BQs populates only the vicinity of Fermi level as ¢ — 0 and (§{%)so remains only the impurity
bandwidth, ef4 — +iy(0) = i(yo + 7.k2) with vo,v. being positive definite. With the help of explicit 7 integration

in Eq 5 [drr*sech®t = 1, the energy integral leads to =55 [~ dr(...) — Q0(0) = 2(3—23%)9 ~ 1/Ag, where

~ 1/2 ns
D= (\A(k)|2 + 72) . Then, the diagonal current is found as % ~ T./Ag [35] with a universal value. The
3 VU

vertex correction coefficients, Ii}/iS become,

[%} T
Arge] © b _4830) {cot 8y cot 5 — %%] '

ﬂ-?sz’l)JQcT T cm COtéO:Yc+COt56:YO

(13)
The integral average is 3 = 2(%%1}2) is finite for A(k)E1s o k., (ky + z/%y) due to the factor of k, coming from

the potential v, and the factor of k, from the temperature gradient and evaluated as $3(0) ~ 3% In % as T — 0.
0

Also, 39 = <@> ~ A In %, e = 3(%/{3) ~ A (see Appx. Eq for Det). Eq shows that both dy and .

must be non-zero for a finite k.. Interestingly, even in the unitary limit of s-wave scattering phase shift o = 7/2,

this is achieved for 6. € (0,7/2), and vice versa. The vertex correction coefficients in Eq are evaluated as

2
N Evg ln% cot § cot 6, — %%ln% 1 14)
Ay A} Z—% (cot 0o + cot O, In %) Ce.

For non-zero and finite values of cot §g and cot ., the sign of ky, and cot d. are same. In addition, the unitless form
of Ky, is significantly a small number.

. . . . . . . NyviT .
At finite temperatures, in Flg we numerically calculate k,, (dotted lines and in units of f;f ) as a function

of temperature for two sets of phase shifts {(do,d.)} € {(—5,5),(—5,5)} and 'y, € {0.03,0.05}71 (for kyz vs. Ty
relation see Appx@. It peaks within the range 0.1—0.8 T,.. Similar to this finding, the THCs were predicted previously
for p-wave pairing to have its maximum value around T ~ Aq/2 [31]. In our case, there are several contributions to

Ky in competition which can lead opposite directions. Depending on the temperature and the phase shifts, x,, can
change sign (for full x,, in the space of §y — d. see FiglA3)).

B. FE34 Order Parameter, A, = Ay sin? fe?2®

The energy gap function Ag,, has two point nodes at the poles. Even if v, part of v(/%, % ) in Eq is dominant for
BQs around the poles, it can again be shown that it generates no thermal current in y-direction. It is because the
integral average in Eq vanishes due to the orthogonal components in momentum space, 6% ~ ((...)cvenkzkz) ~ 0,
then ky, — 0. Note that (...)epen corresponds to the rest of the irrelevant terms in Eq (see Supp. Therefore,

we focus on the equator scattering potential v(k, k') = vo + 3vs (ko k., + l%yl%’y) In this limit, the t-matrix is
3o

0 Li(p+d)Psz ;5 ) in 0 sin 6’
e T1109 | sInosinf",
271'Nf 12

h 77 i . 1 . N

i85 (k1) = iy + (5. lcos (6 — ¢/) — Sae!@=907)
fr _ 3 cotd, 47ty

ssc T 7TNf Cs .

(15)

Note £ has the same form with Eq@ ap =1 /Csa, a = Frag, Cgo = cot? §5 + (75)% + (71)? where 4! = <%%)
and J, = (%#) Ay = % is the renormalized gap size with d = |1 + %Fug—:\? For the sake of simplicity,
Aé% “ is considered as real and equal to avoid the sufficiently small £+ imaginary parts arising in the retarded and
the advanced components. In Eq[I5] the term with the coefficient « clearly shows the asymmetry in the particle-hole
space. It is a spontaneously generated skew-scattering effect [46] not present in Ey, case (unless both v, and v, are
included) and leads an additional contribution to x,, in the superconducting state (o ox 3* # 0).

As discussed in the paragraph following Eq@, the other sources of k,, are the non-zero averages from ((...) ,;A(k)v Fu)

in Eq Each term contributes to the x,, through the anomalous self-energy 6% . Note that g{f;”s and J'* have
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the same form as in the Ey, case (see Eq@ and Eq and 6§ can be obtained though acquires a more complicated

form. Plugging &ﬁ’m (k,€) into gﬁ’v(l;:, €), one can see that the anomalous vertex Gfnc has the same form with Eq.

The only difference lies in the explicit expressions of Xc, X, and Y (see Appx. Eq . In Fig Kyg (in units
2
of M) is numerically calculated for two different pairs of phase shifts for the impurity concentration I';, = 0.047,.
The center of the peak for ., varies as a function of phase shifts and changes sign at low temperatures.
There are two groups of contributions to k,, with opposite signs. At low temperatures, the first group (Eq is
finite and in Fig leads k,,; < 0 for the given phase shifts within. In addition, around T ~ A/2, the second group

(Eq ) dominates the heat current as it is proportional to (%(&(ﬂ%) 00)2 > 0 where the sign is reversed, ry, > 0.

Beware that non-zero %(6(1)%) 0o Creates an asymmetry in the lifetime for electrons and holes (for details see below

Appx. EqjA52).

In the low temperature limit, /¥ — i(y9+, sin? #), where 7o and v, are positive definite bandwidths. s (%N [’ v? Tl)

Qo ~ Z—;g—o. The explicit vertex corrections to THCs are lengthy (see Appx. Eq 7 but for non-vanishing and
0
non-divergent values of cot dy and cot d,, we can estimate the magnitudes in Eq[T4] as,

T. v , Ao {— cot ‘55}
~——In—Ra Cs | cot o 16
Ag Ay 0 1 0 (16)

Note that o ~ m > 0. The sign of k,, and cot dy are same and the unitless form of x,, is again a very
small number.
In summary, we find that even a very small anisotropic phase shift can lead to very large THC at finite temperatures.

Noting the phase shift dependence of xP, the unit that is used to non-dimensionalize it, N fv]% can be re-expressed

yo
as ~ {3’; k¢, where typically g—-; ~ 10? —10%. Therefore, i"? can be an order of magnitude larger than the topological

A
contribution KZ‘;I’O which is of the order k¢[29] (Boltzmann constant, kg = 1), except for very low temperatures.

There is also one allocated section in the Appx@ for the discussion of the relation between k., and the impurity
concentration.

Our results are not only specific to superconductors but should be considered as an example of a more general effect
in TRS broken systems which host the emergent excitations as the heat carriers. The impurity generated contribution
to THCs due to emergent excitations such as broken BCS pairs, phonons, magnons and fractional excitations could
be significantly important along with the topological contribution. We believe this point of view could enrich the
discussions on the recent thermal Hall conductance measurements cited above. It still requires further investigations
to pose a quantitative universality of such a result.
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Appendix A: Quasi-classical Quantum Transport Equation

The quasi-classical approach is an effective description of the dynamics of fermions. It is a renormalized and
linearized theory [44], which is is capable of describing both the static and dynamical properties of quasiparticles.
After &, integration, the quasi-classical Green’s functions (Gfncs) are obtained with the following 73 convention,
g~ ffk 73G, where G is the full Ginc in the Keldysh space. § is guided by a quantum kinetic equations similar to
classical systems and also it inherits microscopic properties such as spin, electron and holes within a classical transport
formalism. In this respect, it is much easier to obtain system observables including density, currents, magnetization
etc. In addition, the Keldsyh QC Gfncs expand the capability of this theory to non-equilibrium behaviour. In our
case, a temperature gradient generates a non-equilibrium bulk thermal Hall current. The &;;s are obtained by a
systematic expansion of the QTE in the gradients of the slowly varying bulk center of mass coordinate (CoM), R.
The QC method can correctly address the new energy scale due to the formation of impurity bands even at low
temperatures and allows for non-zero THCs meanwhile the Boltzmann kinetic equation approach fails to describe
[31].

The quasi-classical Gfncs obey the equation transport like equation as follows,

[efs — A —&,9] + iU - Vz5=0 (A1)

with the normalization condition §? = —a2. There are two d-wave pairing gap functions considered in this work,
. . - 2
AT = Do(T) =) and AP = A (T) Bz,

In the presence of the impurities, the translation invariance can be re-established by the impurity averaging. The
effects of impurities are introduced through the impurity self-energy term by a t-matrix approach. Starting from the
clean equilibrium limit, one can at each order obtain the RAK components of Gfncs, % (k, R,e,T). Let us expand
all terms up to the first order in the CoM gradients, V 5.

g=go+ g1,
A=Ag+ Ay, (A2)
0 =00+ 01.
A(k) is self-consistently determined by with the following sum.
7. dif/ 7.1\ £ K (710
Ay = [ VR ). (43)

Note that the first order off-diagonal component of Keldysh propagator, f¥ (]A-c’ ) is odd in k' and V(l;:,l%’ ) is even,
therefore A; = 0. In addition, for the practical reasons, we consider a model for the maximum gap size Ay(7T) as in

2]
Plugging the expanded terms into the Eq[AT] the equations for RAK components at each order can be obtained.
The zeroth order transport equations for R, A Gincs,

[e75 — Do — 60,5077 ] = 0, (§74)? = —=2. (Ad)

75 component of &y commutes with G4 and it should be dropped in the zeroth order. The zeroth order RA Gfncs
are found as

A — _WngAﬁo, — AFA (k)
0 DR’A(k) ’
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with a normalization condition (§&"*)2 = —n2 and DF-A = \/|AR7A(IA€)|2 — (ef4)2. The effect of impurity scattering

process is introduced through the self-energy term, &R(l%. It modifies the elements of the equilibrium Gfncs as
eft = ¢ — (of)30 and AR = A(k) + (08 of f—diag

Expandmg the Keldysh component of Eq/A1l the zeroth order Keldysh Gfnc can be expressed as g& = (§& —
g¢)) tanh 5 57- The retarded and the advanced components have the information on the spectral density of the system

while the Keldysh component reveals how these states are occupied.
Eq[AT]in the first order for R, A are

) NrRA .
~R,A - R, ~RA ~RA
M) = o i 9 gl — o84 45)

We do not have to calculate g{“ explicitly as the main concern of this article is to obtain the first order Keldysh
Gfnc. ¢f has the equilibrium and the anomalous parts as follow,

9 = — ) tanh 4 55,

The anomalous Gfnc (Eliashberg propagator), g is the key function for the current densities Ji(I%) and consists of

two parts, §i = g}ﬁ e gﬁ" The first term is

917 h.2) = NG — ) FEHe.T). (A6)
where,
s _ (D4 DNGE/(=m) + (08 )00 — (o 5‘2)00, (A7)
(D% + D)2 + ((e¢)oo0 — (')oo)
and b(e, T) = ivy =2L £ sech? Z. The second term is
1q" (kye) = NR(g5'a1, — 61493)- (A8)

915V is determined by 6K (k) = n;iX (k, k). The strategy to obtain £X is to first ignore §i-"" and calculate the non-self
consistent 1™ as well as 615", Then, one can calculate §15" Wthh can be plugged back into the recurrence relation
for t 1 in EqJA4] to obtain the self—consistency relations. The vertex correction is the only Gfnc to contribute to the
thermal Hall conductivity, #,,, whereas g{‘ "% can only contribute to k. along the temperature gradient.

The energy current density is non-zero only for the anomalous Gfnc, §£ .

dk ®de
Jj —2Nf/ 'Ufj/ & (97a) 0o (A9)

Appendix B: Impurity Pair Breaking T-matrix approximation

The first non-trivial finite size effect of a spherically symmetric impurity is the additional p-wave term on top of
the s-wave scattering potential, v(k, k") = vg + v1k - kK’. In spherical coordinates,

v(k, k') = v + 3vg sin O sin 0 cos(¢p — ¢') + 3v, cos f cos 6.

Note that, the imbalance between v; and vs allows for higher order terms scattering terms.

The impurities are included by the single impurity ¢t — matrixz approximation with an impurity averaging approach.
Each impurity independently and randomly modifies the system in the mean-field level. The impurities are invisible
unless intentionally placed, therefore they cannot break the symmetries of the crystal but modify the system observ-
ables. It neglects the weak localization effect. The contribution from such impurity-impurity correlation is expected
to be an order of magnitude smaller in the ”small” expansion parameter, (k:fl)_l, where [ is the typical impurity
scattering length.

The t — matrix recurrence relation within the self-consistent full Born approximation is,

t=wv+ Nyvgt. (A1)
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Expanding the t —matriz in the CoM gradients to the first order, f(l;;, K, g) = to(k, K, e)+t (/Ac, kK g), the recurrence
relations for RAK components are found as

iF=v+ Nf <”L}QR{R>E,,, <A2)
i = Np(ERg54),, = (i — i) tanh % +iK
(A3)

In addition, the anomalous t-matrix is
CK R Ite oA
tia = TNy (to 77: ) (A4)

Note that A(k),T,, and T/T, are sufficient to calculate the THC coefficients, Kij-

Appendix C: Thermal Conductivities

1. Normal State Limit

The coefficients of the scattering potential in Eql5| vg, vs and v, are inputs to the transport equation. They are
obtained from the normal state or Fermi liquid limit. Therefore, normal state limit has a fundamental role determining
the inputs of the transport equation in superconducting limit. The physical observables are the phase shifts in a typical
scattering experiment, the coefficients of the scattering potential, vy, vs, v, are parametrized in terms of the phase

shifts of partial waves, cot §y = #flvo, cot 0y = ———, cot §, =

7\'va5 ’
In the normal state limit, Ag — 0, RA components of the Gfncs are g(? A = Fin7y and the impurity averages are
1, 90 = e = Js = 1. The t-matrix in Eq[A2]is easily determined,

Ter,UC

cot O, + 173

sin@sin 0’ cos(¢p — @) + cot20, +1

iR —1 [cotdyg+iT3 cotds +iTs
oN 7Ng \ cot? 6y + 1 cot? 8y + 1

cos 6 cos 9’)

(sin dpe’™ % 4 3sin d,e'™% sin O sin 6’ cos(¢p — @) + 3sin 6.9 cos 6 cos ¢’
TN
The most general zeroth order t-matrix in the normal state can be simplified into the partial waves with the
corresponding phase shifts as

l
R Ar & . N - -
tO;N = T Z Z sin 6lmez5zmT3Y'lm*(k/)}/lm(k)7
TS 120 m=——
1 o o o
= (sin 800€7007s 4+ 3sin §11€7017 sin O sin 0’ cos(¢ — ¢') + 3sin §10€*1°7 cos 6 cos 0’) )
T
Comparing each term (in our case ly,qe = 1) and setting dog = 6o 61,1 = 611 = 05, 610 = J¢, it is verified that d;s are
actually the normal state phase shifts, which are also valid in superconductor state.

The normal state self-energy is 6(1;:]\, = nif{f ~We can now also calculate the normal state Gfncs, §f. Firstly, the

non-self consistent part becomes,

~K,ns 0 k:r
ms — T T
Nia = gerg, & T)

Then, anomalous self-energy only has 790y component,

kj”z k2
v /Kp ke (A1)

aﬁla = T,b(e, T)6sin dg sin d cos (65 — dp) SoR >k:f

The vertex Gfnc is a scaled version of the non-self consistent Ginc,

k.2 /k>
gﬁ’v — T, (6 sin dg sin 05 cos (05 — o) (— /Rf >> gﬁfj
, Se ,

However, the full self-consistency demands a correction on the order of I';,. For this purpose let us define @y =

6 sin &g sin 5 cos (05 — dg) where QJI\,(KI =T.Q5Zx z—’;b(e,T) is the full self-consistent Gfnc. In the non-self-consistent
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limit, @ — Qo = 6sindgsinds cos (ds — dg) naturally. In this setting, if gﬁ}; is plugged back into the Eq Q is
obtained self-consistently in terms of Q.

Qo
Q=1— T. 00 (A2)
The thermal current is non-zero only for the longitudinal component, K,
N _ _N,ns N,V
Koz = K’wi + Rz
K, 6 s L2k k2K
T / drr2sech®r [1+ruQ< Aol (A3)

R R

where 7 = ¢/2T is the dimensionless energy, Se™* = —S(0g )30 = 77(9) where () = —y9 — Vs sin® 0 — y.cos?§ =
'y (sin2 8o + 3sin? 6, sin? O + 3sin’ §, cos? 0). The I'y, dependent expression is obtained by the self-consistency rela-
tions for v, s and v, in Eq.s and |[A38]

In Fig|A2| we plot the x.,/k" as a function of temperature. At T/T. = 1, k. /K" — 1, where the exact normal
state limits are reproduced both for Fy, and Es, as given in Eq Keep in mind that either §. or d, are omitted in
our work, then the integral averages multiplied with I';, are evaluated as

k2 /K2 1 1\ arctan /< 1

E1g(0s = 0) 1 Ty Sng>:§ <1+C> \/cTc\/;_c E<..>E1g, (A4)
kf/k2 1 1\ arctanh +b 1

Egg(éc — O) : Fu< Sng> — 5 (1 — b) W + g = <~~>E2g (A5)

where (a,b,c) = (sin? 8y, 3sin? d,, 3sin? §.). The averages, (..) By, and (..)g,, hence are independent of the impurity
concentration. Finally, normalizing both side of Eq. by I'y, we can obtain %', for Ey4 and Ey, gap parameters,

/dTT sech*7(.)p,,, (A6)

Kz 2g]-—‘u 6
721“ = ﬁ dTTQSGChQ’T <1 + 1_621_‘0620<..>E2g) <~.>E2g~ (A7)

The two final expressions are useful not only to discuss the longitudinal currents and the superconducting contribution
but also to analyse the thermal Hall conductivity as a normalization factor when the impurity concentration, Iy,
dependence of ky, is discussed in the last section of the Appendices.

2. THCs for the order parameter AkElg = Ag cos 0 sin fe'®

a. Eig, the zeroth order t-matriz and the self-energy

Expanding the Born series and collecting the common terms for Ei,, the general form of the t8 matrix can be
found by inspection as,

iRk k) =18 + {ffsc cos (¢ — ¢') + ffei(‘ﬁ*‘;y)“} sin @ sin @’ + £ cos 6 cos ¢’
+ (1211 cosOsin0'e®’ ™ + Ay cos @ sin 96i¢7—3) 71069. (AB)

Plugging f{f(iﬂ, % ) in Eq back into the recurrence relation and matching the terms with respect to the angular
functions and Nambu space components 7;6;, we obtain the elements of the fOR(k, k') as

tR _ —1 cot 50 +7/?07A'3 ‘R —3 cot (55 —‘r—l’?sf"g

0o 7TNf CO ’ sse 7TNf Cs

o e a1 it

= co — - 7 ~
ce 7Ny c — 1YcT3 cot 05 + 7573 Cs = cot” ds + (’YS) ,
-3 ~1 ) where C. :C0t26,—|— (~,)2

iR _ 7" cot O¢ c e Ve)
+ 7Ny (cot d. + i7.73)(cot 05 — i773) cot 0. cot d5 + 2(F1)2 {fﬁ = (ff)oo . (ff)3073

. P _ A NAL L
A = —(cotés—l—i'?STg)tf’ , Ay = il 3f’y tr iR

ssc cc
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-+ .{r, =7.0.001} ’

FIG. Al. Density of states for AF1s and AP29 gap functions in the space of {cos @ — e}, where z is the polar angle. First two
plots on the left are for APl the density of states for the clean limit (T', = 0.001 T.) and the finite impurity (T, = 0.06 T),
where T' = 0.4 T, and the two right most are for A®2s. The phase shifts are equal, dp = 65 = §. = 7/3.

The integrals are different momentum averages of the Gfncs are,

- —ie(0 . 3 Agsin®fcos? 0
’Yo<l;p¢(é>)>a ’71 :§<ODW>’
(A9)
—i R —i R
Fe = 3(D€R($) cos?0), A, = 2(1;(‘(9? sin? 6).
(A10)

Then, the zeroth order self-energy is,
5t (k) = nat " (k. k),
= NIy, [f& + (&, + 1) sin® 0 + £ cos® 0 + cos fsin O(A; + Ag)e™® ™10, .

where it is an even function of k. Using &(If(l;) in Eq the self-consistency relation for the diagonal element is
found to be,

e? = ¢ —7N;T, <(f§))30 + [(#E )30 + (£5)30] sin® 0
+(8)30 cos? 9). (A11)

Another relation is for the off-diagonal terms, AF = Ag + TN (Al + Ag).

Inspecting the t-matrix, it should be emphasized that d. plays the most important role. Along with &, they lead to
a spontaneous skew scattering [46] channel, fﬂf which contributes both diagonal and off diagonal part of the t-matrix.
If it goes to zero, t-matrix is reduced to two channels £}, #2  which is inadequate to produce a finite Hall current.
Actually, it is possible to retain the finite k. only with . component as will be shown at the beginning of next
subsection. Even if d is introduced back, it only renormalizes the contributions due to d..

The density of states p(cos,e) can be calculated in the presence of impurities. The (un)modified distribution is
shown in Fig for equal phase shifts, dp = 0, = d3 = 7/3 and the temperature is 7' = 0.4 T.. The first plot is the
clean limit DOS while the second plot is for the impurity concentration I'y, = 0.06 T.. The modified DOS graphs
shows the new BQs are due to the broken pairs on the Fermi level. The equator line and the two polar nodes are
modified with finite DOS even at low temperatures, which clearly indicates the formation of the impurity band as a
new energy scale as ¢ — 0. Hence, there are BQs available for thermal transport even at low temperatures.

b. Eig Anomalous t-matriz and the self-energy

Using Eq the anomalous t-matrix £15™* can be calculated with a known initial condition, which is §i-"™* given
in Eq[AGIt vanishes in the absence of the external field, the temperature gradient. The whole procedure including

the self-consistent equation to calculate the vertex correction Gfnc is straightforward. In the first step, g, — gﬁ’"s

as the initial condition. It is called the non-self-consistent solution, corresponding to tﬁ’m. In the second step, plug

)
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gk = gﬁ’V.Then, the resulting ¢ — matriz is 5, = tX and fﬁm Comparing the the coefficients of the self-energies
6% &K | the self-consistency relations can be solved for the full-self consistent result for §& as 0¥ = 6% — ffﬁ’m =
PR KV 24

niNg (o' 9ra 10)- o

The scattering potential, v(k, k') is effectively present for quasiparticle momentum states around the equator of the
Fermi level, where the gap function A(l;;) is suppressed with a line node. Considering the effect of only the anisotropic
term v, the gapless nodes with momentum k'~ (cos ¢'% + sin ¢'§) are strongly scattered around the same horizontal
plane dividing the equator at 6 ~ 7/2. The effective scattering potential is 2-d, v(l;, % ) &~ vg + 3vscos(¢d — ¢') and
has a rotational symmetry. In this limit, however, the Hall conductivity is zero, which can be understood as follows.
The anomalous self energy for equator scattering case is,

K ‘R K ns;A
01 ~ (to g1 " th)

7 ~K,ns PA v

(tO )even <('gla )diag (to )odd> kf

'R ~K ns TA ki

+<(t0 )odd (gla >diag> (to )even kf
=T (") even sin @ cos ¢b(e, T').

The even and odd parts of the t-matrix are (tAg”A)even = fgidA and (fg’A)odd = fOR’A —f(l)%A. Using Eq the anomalous
Ginc has the form,

. S . <Ay Ko
gﬁ7V = FUNR (gé2 ~)even - ()evcngé) Eh(&,T),

(2
o ke
~Tu(even 2 (ET).

As seen clearly, all components of g{f;v is proportional to k, whereas the non-zero Hall current density strictly requires
vf.y ~ ky, component. Therefore, J, ~ [ dkvs ks (..) = 0.

Below, we therefore consider only wvg,v.. The polar scattering potential v(k, k") = vg + 3v.cosfcosf’ is
considered as the dominant scattering process. It gives rise to finite x,,. It preserves the rotational symmetry of
the system and does not break any extra symmetry even when the equator scattering part is dropped. The t-matrix
becomes,

e e —1 /cotd + o7 £ 6 + i9e7
ik, k') = i + 1% cos O cos 0 = (CO 0+ oTs | 39000 ¥ MeTs

N, o o cos 6 cos 9’). (A12)
PP apa A N\T
Note that t4(k, k') = 73 (tR(k’,k)) 73. - Step 1: The non-self consistent anomalous Gfnc, gﬁ’”s has the following

form,

R R|2 _ 7.)[2 oRA A
gK,ns:W<2%D Klgsmw) ;SR RA

4Saly
— 21
ta Dy |DE|2 |DE|2

D,

\S'm

R

Plugging gﬁ’"s into the t-matrix relation in Eq the non-vanishing terms arise from the off-diagonal part of g{f;"s as
the integrals have the form ~ <g{§”s’,§—;> which is clarified below. Taking 61, ,,, = n;itX (k, k) limit of the anomalous
t-matrix, 61, ,,, is a odd function of k and proportional to %7

. > . oA K

615" (k) = Dyl (Bo + iBsts) F1iG2—b(e, T), (A14)

ky

where o, = (7Ny)? (£ + ffcfg‘o_) /2 = (t5.)o0 + (f5.)3073. The averages are the various integrals of the 7;5;
components of the non-self consistent anomalous Gfns,
— 4%0—(1)%C\A0 20 : 20 Al5
Bole) = <D71\Yﬁ cos” fsin” §), (A15)
R xR
ﬁg(&) _ ARD*™ e RAQO
D, |DE|

cos® fsin? ). (A16)
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FIG. A2. Longitudinal thermal conductance, Kz as a function of temperature (in units of %), for the non-self consistent part
Koe(T)/kpa(Te) (dashed lines) only and for kzz(T')/kzz(Te) (solid lines) where the vertex correction is included. The upper
two pairs of lines are for F14 and lower two pairs are for Ea4. For both cases 6o = 7/3 and ds € {w/9,7/3}. The unity limit is
reproduced at T' = T,. The vertex correction is significant only for non-zero ds, in this case for Fag.

Note that D1 = 4(%DR)2 + 4%(05)002 and {édi = (1?640)(]0 + (faqo){g()’rg.
We simplify 6% by defining,

Go| _ [ (toe)ooBo + (itg.) 3083
{GJ B [(5(?6)0053 - (ifogc)goﬁo. (A17)

The self energy becomes,
. R k.
Grms (k) = LuGhids =b(e, T), (A18)
where G = Gy +iG373. Plugging &% into Eq g{f;‘/ is obtained in terms of G. We know that G should be replaced

by G in the full self-consistent case. Its explicit form is long and will not be given here in detail, but it can be cast
into the following form,
G5V (k,e) = nlub(e, T) sin(0) [XC cos ¢ + Xy sin ¢ + Xoge'2™ + Vel rioy | . (A19)

Note that all Xis are diagonal matrices, which can be written as linear combination of Gy and G3. In addition, the
vertex corrections modify these coefficients, let us denote them as Gg,G3, and consequently the coefficients of the
vertex correction Gfnc are also modified. .

- Step 2: The same procedure can be repeated if we replace §¥ — g{f;v. The corresponding t-matrix is #5 =
tK — f’ns. The only non-vanishing averages in the renormalization comes from the off-diagonal components of g1,
in Eq Y which is given as

. RDF e’ Soll eF 2
Y =4 ——0-|==]?) - 2R . A2
(o= 15aP) - 28R m ) & (A20)

In this way, the anomalous self-energy can be obtained with the following relation z; = z; — z;,

Go] _ 1 [4TuFy TuA Go (A21)
G3 Det _FuFl 1+ FuFO G3 '
where Det = 1+ 20, Fy + 2 (Fg + F}).
Fo Ao (toe)oo + Az(to.)s0
_ Oc Oc A22
{Fl] {)\S(toc)oo — Ao(tge)30 (422)
where the integrals are defined as,
Xo(e)] _ 4, 1 [RDP(1— [/ DM?) 2
We finally obtain all necessary terms to calculate the components of current density. The current density, J; is pro-
portional to 79o¢ component of §¥ . The non-self consistent part, f]ﬁ’"s yields only non-zero longitudinal conductivity,
KT, 6/°° de ¢€? hQ(E)Q() (A24)
— =T, — — ——sech”(— €).
TNp3T  “m? o 2T 4T? 21"
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The integral average is defined as Qq(e) = <2§RD (1 le \|D;||2A | ) sin? @)y. The whole expression is dimensionless.

Omitting 2¢ dependent terms of 7y component as the corresponding integrals would vanish, (Qﬁ’v)oo becomes,

R Ky k,
(5 oo = AT T) | Xeof + Xeof?] . (A25)
_RDRGeR -
o] - bt o 3ot B | iG] -
Xs0 Dy §R|DDR|2 SodiS1/DE| |Gs
Then, the conductivity elements are found to be,
5]
Ky, 6 [ de o(e,0)
vzl _p 2 & (= 12 9 1= A2
2 N3 T 72 ) oT <2T) sech” (gp) 7 {sin” [X (5,0)]> (A27)
6 [~ Bo(27T)Go — B3(27T) G G
=T,— [ drr’sech® 2) [ —— T,B3(002] 2 |. A2
2 /, AT sech™(T)(=2) {53(27T)G0 T BTGy e 02| g (A28)
In the low temperature limit, ¢4 — i’y(@) DRA = D — \/|A(K)|? +~2(6), and the following two integrals vanish
50( ), Ag( ) = 0. Also, (0) — (%5 sin?6) ~ 33, B3(0) = (5£ cos? Osin® ) ~ 70/A3, Ao(0) = (BOE (052 9) ~
2, and {Fo, Fi} = Xof{(fo.)oo, —(to)a0}, Det = 1+ Tu2Xo(to.)oo + TG [((fo0)00)? + ((Fo)30)?] =~ 1+

4(t00)00 Ao hl 7

(tO_c)OO N 1 cot 50 cot 5C - :}/0:)/0
(tac)go CoC, |cot 00%e + cot 0.0

The conductivities are found to be,

o
K - C ~
= {TCQS(O)} + T B3(0)2 [ ® ] ; (A29)
N2 T ~Z0
| Te0(0) T. [cotdgycotd. —F07.] 453(0)
~ { 0 +Tu CoC.. |cotdoFe +cotdcYo | Det (A30)
Eli Ao cot &g cot 0, — Z—% In % 1 (A31)
Ay A2 2 (cot dp + cot d. In A—é’) Ce

Note that qu are the upper limits for x;; obtalned for cotd; ~ 7;, i € {0,c} along with Det ~ 1 and the
self-consistency relations in Eq[A9]

To get more insight into the expressions for r;; in Eq@ but if 8 is fixed, 8 = 0y and § = 7 — 6y, the order
parameter becomes identical to a p-wave superconductor with s-wave scattering. The scattering potential takes a
constant value, V = vy + 3v, cos? fy in the upper hemisphere (or lower hemisphere), while it does not scatter between
8y and 7 — 6 if we choose vy = 3v.cos®6y. Then the vertex correction to the conductivities converge to the result,
[ as

{HL@] )

fa)  Tu [eot? 8 (30)°] 78 2, Bolf (R,
NyT  Det | 2cotdoto | Cf f D3 ’
where the momentum dependent part of the order parameter is separated as A(k) = Agf(k) and f(k) is the repre-
sentation in k-space. For simplicity, we assumed the impurity band to be constant, v(6) & .

(A32)

3. THCs for the order parameter A;?? = Agsin?fe'??

a. Eag, The zeroth order t-matriz and the self-energy

Expanding the Born series for AE29 gap symmetry, and by inspection, the zeroth order t-matrix takes the form,

A ~ ~ ~ 3o : AP
tlt =t + 18 sin O sin 0’ (cos (¢ — @) — =€ (@975 ) +t2 cosfcos @' — T]\(;fel((ﬂ‘b )73 71679 sin 'sin 0/,
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Similar to K14 case for non-zero J,, there is one distinct term in the t-matrix with the coefficient, o. It indicates a
skew scattering effect which spontaneously distinguishes the particles and the holes. Plugging these functions back
into the recurrence relation (§)) and matching the terms with respect to momentum direction and 7;6; matrix forms,
we obtain the coefficients of t{t as

—1 cot 5() + ’L"?07A'3

i = - N Co= cot® 8o + (50)%, (A33)
i _ W—]\if cot 6021; i’~Yc7°3, C. = cot20. + (3)?, (A34)
i, = Wﬁf LD 0y = o, + ()" (A35)
ap = g;, a= (Z,ls):, Ca2 = Co+ (7). (A36)
In addition, the Gfnc averages are same with except 4! = 3 <W> The self-energy is found as
oli(k) = TNy, {foo + 18 cos? 0 + £ . sin? 0 (1 — a/2) — 2:7);0][\(;]0 2973416y sin 9} (A37)

For simplicity, we neglected the complex valued self-energy contribution to A(If self-consistently, and only keep the

scaling part as AR = Aq /d, where d = |1 + %Fu%ﬁ Hence, Ay becomes identical for the retarded and the

advanced part. Using &(I)%(l;:) in Eq another self-consistency relation of the diagonal elements is also found to be,
R = ¢ — 7N, T, [(too)go 4 (#R)30 cos2 0 + (2 )30 sin? 0 (1 — a/z)} (A38)

The density of states for Eo4 is p(cosf,e) = f%%(g{f")go are given as the two right figures of Fig The first plot
is the clean limit DOS while the second plot is for the impurity concentration I', = 0.4 T.. The phase shifts are
equal to each other ég = ds = 6. = /3 and T = 0.4 T.. In the modified DOS, the second plot, there are new BQs
along various momentum directions certain momentum directions and it again gives non-zero contribution to thermal
conductance even at low temperatures.

b. E2g, Anomalous t-matriz and the self-energy

% vanishes in the polar scattering limit (vs, 8 — 0), v(k, k') = vo + 3v, cos 0 cos §, with the zeroth order t-matrix
fé%’A = fé%A + 84 cos O cos 0.
~K iR AK,
10 ~ (0 J1a nsto ) (A39)

~ ) syen () epen sin 0" cos0” cos @) + ((~)oyep, sin 6 cosO cosd”) (1), | sind
=0.

Both averages disappear and therefore the anomalous Keldsyh self-energy is zero, g{f;" — 0. The components of
(even and (+)eyen have either m = 0,2 angular momentum components meanwhile the multiplicative integrand has
m = 1 component.

Below, we consider only vy, vs. The effective scattering potential is, v(l; IAc’) = vp + 3vssinfsin b’ cos (¢ — ¢').
In this limit, (6, — 0), the components of the k,-channel in the t-matrix vanishes, #& — 0. The form of §i-™* is given
in EqJAT3] The only difference is the order parameter and the momentum dependence of the modified particle-hole
energies, ¢4 ().

- Step 1: Inserting gﬁ " into the anomalous t-matrix equation, the anomalous self-energy is obtained.
~K.ns

Kne Y1a

e = Nf <tR 17T tO >7 (A4O)
gK ns gK ns
= TN ftg00( 17T (8 )oda) + TN {(t6) 0dd =2—) {300, (A41)
;o ~ky s ky ky + ik,
G by =T, | PRz g%y ghet T s e, 7). (A42)
ky ky ky

Note that P = Py + P53, S =Sy+ S373, G = Gy + iG475 are diagonal matrix coefficients. The general symmetry
considerations of Keldysh Gfncs and the self energies constraints these matrices as PT = [P, Ps, So, S3, Go, G3] € RS,
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The relation between each of the coefficients and the integral averages, QT = [Qq, Q3, 5o, B3] are
r (5, (1 — Ra) — it g, Sav) O-— 3TNy [Rao (R(E5) B0 — S(E) B373) + San (S(E) Bo + R(E8) Bs3) ]

S| =5 | (Fitge-Ra+ 15, Sa) Qg — 3rNy [Rao (S(E65) B0 + R(EG5)Ba7s) — S (R(E) Bo — S(Ep) B573)] 73

G [ 50+ (—0.5 + Ra) + ZtSO— \soz] B— 3TNy [?Rozo (tooQO + tOOQ:;Tg) —1Sag (tooQO + tooﬂng)]
(A43)

Note, f = (& j:foo ~) and the matrix 1?007 indicates the same matrix {5, with negative 73 component. The integrals
deﬁned in E14 section, which are given in Eqm ,80 ), B3(¢) are modified by the replacement cos — sin 6 as there

is no cos @ term in Ey4 order parameter. Moreover, ﬂ Bo + B373 and 0= Qo + Q373 integrals can be group into two
as follow,

IERIZ—IA(’%)I2
Qo(é‘):| 2%DR 1+ R‘Q .2
e sin“ 61)g, , Ad44
{53(5) < D, 2“‘5,{'%0 sin? @ 1o, (Ad4)

is categorized as the first group with finite values at low temperatures. Also,

[g(?((;))] B <Lﬁ(1(;§%) [SE)OR 23}3? ] sin? 61)g,, (A45)

S 5% sin” 6y
is the second group that domlnates at finite temperatures.
Finally, the matrices tso<i) are abbreviations for tso(i) = (7Ny)? (tictéoi(i)tootif) /2,

SO+/(7er) = R[tlt05],
= %[( ssc)OO(tOO )00 + ( ssc)30(t00 )30] + §R[( ssc)OO(tOO )30 + ( ssc)30(t00 )00] 73,

f;o /( 7er :z%[ ggptoo]

= i[5 )oo (165 oo + (t55)30(to0 )z0] + i [(Ee)oo (s )30 + (£5Le)z0(tay )oo] 3,

A§0+/(7TNf) = R[(t 350)00( ) — (t80)30(t05 )30] — iS[(#5, oo (t55 )30 — (tEie)30 (16 )oo] 73,

tso-/( 7rNf =i3[(tL, 00 — (tLe)s0(toy )ao] — %[(tic)m(té%*) — (te)s0(tds Joo] 3.

- Step 2: Plugging & 01 "*(k) into gla (k‘) the explicit form of § gla ( ) is found to be,
R o kg ky ks ky
G () = D[R+ X7 et ikyTs i62]b(e, T). (A46)

[T ks

where the coefficients X7 = [X. 0, X¢.3, Xs.0, Xs.3, Y1,0, Y1,3] € RS are related to P, X = wXp,

Ri2_A(R)12 S(eP)Ag sin? Jai
2D [(1 4 [ELTR0R) gy — 2 Se0 Gy | 4 S 2
o] oRDF |2 |AxR)[? 25(c%)Ag sin® 0 450l o R
X.o D, [(1 [DR]2 ) So — [DFE2 GO} + D, \YWSS
R R |2 RyAq sin? Soll Ag sin?
X..s 2%1? [(1 le ‘Ig’l*AP( )2 )P3+ 2%(s|g%(|,2 QGO} N oo(\E [ — RBesin GGS}
Xs3 2@,%1?1% [<1+ lERngl‘%A‘z(l%)F) S5+ 2§R(5Tl))ART2sin 9G3} 4 45000 [SO+§RA0 sin (’Go]
YO 2RDE R 2 Ag sin? 6 R R 430} R Ag sin® 6 1 1
Y3
R Solt R Ag sin?
252 ([1 - 150 G+ Sppiit [R5 — 9= R] ) + 15 (-R(5m)Go + 224 [S 5080 + R 2] )|
(A47)

The coefficients of the vertex correction Keldysh Gfnc is obtained. However, the coefficients are renormalized if the
problem is treated with full self—consistency, X — X. For full self-consistency, we first replace P — P in the above

relation and secondly replace §75"* (k) — g1oV (k) in Eq The anomalous t-matrix relation becomes,

R K, ~ gK 14 . gK 14 R
B, = 815 = [0 T2 (' oaa) + (EDoda ™) {1 )oo]. (A13)
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FIG. A3. Thermal Hall conductance Ky, (in units of NfoT) in the phase shift space do — d. for Ei4 on the left plot and
in the phase shift space do — s for Ea4 on the right plot for I'y, = 0.047,, T" = 0.37c. The inversion of the phase shifts,
{d0,ds} — {—0d0, —ds} effectively means the particle-hole transformation, and as can be seen, Ky, is reversed in both cases, as
expected.

Repeating the same procedure retains a self-consistency relation for the renormalized coefficients of o1, P by con-
necting the renormalized X and P with the relation, X = QX P P. Together, we obtain the following relation,
P — P =T,(sin? oW *w¥rp), (A49)

P=(1-T Wsinow*F)) " P (A50)

At low temperatures, T — 0, the excitations are only possible in the vicinity of the nodes (poles) where e — 0. Then,
el — i(yo+s sin? ), and 7o and 5 are the bandwidths with positive definite values. The two of the integral averages

vanish in this limit, Q3 = Sy — 0. Non-self consistent contribution to the longitudinal conductivity is % = Q.
3 NfUy
B, ' _ (220 2 Yo _ (@A o4 21 Ag
The non-zero integrals, €29 and f3 are evaluated as £0(0) = (*55~ sin”0) ~ Xz, B3(0) = (S5 sin” 0) ~ 7o/AgIn ¥
0
and 4 &~ constant. The vertex corrections to THCs, kY, FLZZ are found to be

v

K

T Tc o o o

[&XJ 3/4 (1 — Ra) (cot dg cot 85 + FoTs) 28 — Rav (cot b cot ds — Fo7s) B3 — 2%;059053

%QNfUJ%T 7004 | (cot 6gTs + cot s0) (1 + Ra) B2 + Rar (cot 575 — cot 5570) Q3 + Ray cot 692083C; |
(A51)
- L, .
In addition, 39 = (&) ~ Zf:) In %, s = (%ﬁ‘% ~ %:) and ! = <A°ST‘“40) ~ constant, where Rag ~ Ra ~ Clsz =

(cot? §s + %)*1.

Eq[A5]] isoa complicated expression, but the low temperature integrals are estimated in orders of magnitudes above.
For typical, non-vanishing and non-diverging values of cot §y and cot ds, the terms with 32 cot dp or Q3 cot 5 has the
dominant contribution for ;. while it is the mixed term, cot 6o€2pf3 for k.. Evaluating the vertex corrections with
the dominant terms along with I", /Cy = 70/%0, we obtain the following expression,

2 Ao cot Oy
~ gm%a [_ Cs ] cot dg (A52)
VANAY: 1
At finite temperatures, the thermal Hall conductance is dominated by 33 or Q% (with the vertex correction it
is complicated mixing of all averages) due to the non-zero (c{)go term. Physically, if the bare Gfncs are to be
used, the imaginary parts of (3f4)y, change the lifetime of electrons and holes. As an overall, the lifetime for
electrons and holes differ, 7, ,1 o *%[(ER):;O + (ZR)OO]. This effect is not visible directly in quasiclassical approach
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FIG. A4d. £y2(T)/Kze(T) vs. I'y/Te, Thermal Hall conductance normalized to the longitudinal conductance as a function of the
impurity concentration in units of the superconducting critical temperature. T%19 = 0.35T, and T%29 = 0.65T.. The presence
of kg, avoids a possible divergence occurring in I';, — 0 limit.

aR’A)OO commute in Eq and 95 4 does not include Toog component. Interestingly, it still modifies the

as g4 and (
R.AY00 are explicitly present in Eq

non-equilibrium occupation because (o

Appendix D: k,, dependence on the impurity concentration, I',

In literature, up to our knowledge, there is no discussion on the . vs. I',, dependence. At finite temperatures,
Ky in the clean limit diverges as the typical scattering lifetime 1/7 — 0. In this limit, x5 ~ [ (..)Q(e) in Eq
and expression in the paragraph above Eq and Qg(e) also diverges with the same trend Qg ~ 1/T',,. We therefore
examine the ratio Kyy/Kpg-

1
KB AT, / (B Fole) ~ o (A1)

1
<~ T [(I9BE), %)~ 1oy (A2)
Ky Kgz ~ constant. (A3)

The expression (..) is the rest of the uninteresting terms that determine the finite numerical scale in Eq Note
that the integrals have the same form for E;, and Esg, one should consult with the subsequent subsection for the
explicit functions. At small concentrations, the impurity contribution dominates over the topological part due to the
longer scattering lifetime (7) for the Bogoliubov quasiparticles. However, in the extremely clean limit, ballistic regime
will be reached and the approach of the present paper does not apply. Our discussion in this section assumes that
the ballistic regime has not been reached.

Quantitatively, in Fig[A4] we calculate the thermal Hall conductivity normalized to £, as a function of the impurity
concentration, I';, (in units of 7). The immediate observation validates our claim that suggests the decrease in Kyz/Kaz
as a function of I';, up to the physical values of I',, where the superconducting phase is not suppressed by the impurity
scattering [47, [48]. k,, can change sign as the different contributions overcome at different impurity concentrations,
though we neglect the suppression of superconductivity for large I',, values in our approach. It should also be noted
that k. is also dependent on the phase shifts and it can be suppressed at all I', values as seen on the right plot for
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Esg case in Fig In summary, the impurity contribution, n?ﬂ/f typically dominates over /ig(;po' since the topological

contribution is independent of I',,. For completeness, let us show the low concentration impurity limit for the integrals.
2 ~ |12

We present the results in terms of the BQ lifetime, 77! = Fu%%&o. For I'y, — 0, 7 — oco. We omitted

anisotropic part of the impurity scattering for clearer forms as they do not change the relevant scales. Note that

T = Aio,
constant, lz] <1,
Qo(z) = 2_ 7. 2 2 A4
o(z) e ) (kméky)>’ 2 > 1. (Ad)
Va2 —f2(k)f? (k)
Bo(z) = 4 TN G pame e e el <1
constant, |z > 1.
(A5)
Bs(x) — constant (A6)
e numerical values for the averages changes for each order parameter and it is denote k). k)Ero =
Th ical values for th ges changes for each order p d it is denoted by f2(k). f2(k)F

k2(k2 + k) /k} and f2(k)P2e = (k2 + ki)Q/k% Also, h(e) is independent of k and has an explicit dependence on the

phase shifts, h(e) = —3 g?:j%o‘z 3(

== >m2<f2'
V12 (k) —a?
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