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We investigate the intrinsic anomalous thermal Hall effect as an effective probe of the or-
der parameters of non-unitary pairing states of the putative spin-triplet superconductor UTe,.
We consider all symmetry-allowed non-unitary states under magnetic fields comprehensively,
and calculate the anomalous Hall conductivity arising from time-reversal symmetry-breaking
Weyl point nodes of the gap functions, assuming three types of Fermi surfaces; ellipsoid-
shaped, cylinder-shaped, and ring-shaped ones, which are predicted by previous band calcu-
lations. We find the nonzero anomalous thermal Hall conductivity in the certain ratio of the
two irreducible representations. The results may be utilized for future exploration of pairing

states of UTe,.

1. Introduction

The recently discovered heavy fermion superconductor UTe; has attracted much attention
in the condensed matter physics.” UTe, exhibits some characteristic properties, including
an extremely large upper critical field beyond the Pauli limit,>™* field-reentrant supercon-
ductivity,*> small reduction of the NMR Knight shift.> These indicate that the spin-triplet
pairng seems to be realized in the superconducting state. In common with other uranium-
based ferromagnetic superconductors like UGe,, URhGe, and UCoGe, UTe, shows strong
Ising anisotropy along a-axis from the magnetic susceptibility experiment at low tempera-
ture."*®7 On the other hand, the temperature dependence of the magnetization and electrical
resistivity in the normal state does not indicate a phase transition to a magnetically ordered
state, but rather suggest that UTe, is situated in the vicinity of the metallic ferromagnetic
critical point. Although UTe, itself is paramagnetic, the behavior of the H., curve is simi-
lar to that of UCoGe and URhGe, suggesting that the ferromagnetic fluctuations mediates

forming the Cooper pair.” In addition, the superconducting transition temperature 7. is about
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1.6K, which is rather higher than that of other uranium-based ferromagnetic superconductors.
Therefore, UTe, can be an ideal platform to study pure spin-triplet superconductors.

However, the symmetry and the gap structure of UTe, which determine the topological
properties, remain controversial.Y’ Previous studies such as supecific heat, magnetic penetra-
tion depth support the existence of point nodes.”!" In particular, the magnetic field penetra-
tion depth measurement indicates low-energy quasiparticle excitations away from the symme-
try axes (the k, and k. axes), ruling out the possibility of a single-component odd-parity states
and suggesting the non-unitary state.!" In addition, the multiple superconducting phases have
been observed under pressure and magnetic field, suggesting a multi-component order param-
eter.!? These results suggest a non-unitary pairing in UTe,, and in this case, Weyl point nodes
in the superconducting gap behave as Weyl fermions, resulting the Weyl superconductivity in
UTe,.

In this paper, we show the results of the numerical calculation of the intrinsic anomalous
thermal Hall effect (ATHE).!3~!> The ATHE, where a thermal Hall current occurs without an
external magnetic field, is a basic property of Weyl superconductors.'® In particular, the in-
trinsic effect originates from Berry curvature arising from point nodes in non-unitary states.
For the band structure of the normal state, we assume the following three-types of Fermi
surfaces. In the first one, an ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface is assumed as a minimal model
that reflects the anisotropy of the crystal structure of UTe,. Note that the possibility of an
ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface surrounding the I" point is discussed in the previous band cal-
culation studies.!”!'® Of course, we need a more realistic model but the Fermi surface of
UTe, has not yet been observed experimentally. According to the band calculation includ-
ing the Coulomb interaction U, cylinder-shaped and ring-shaped Fermi surfaces have been
proposed.'®?? Therefore, the second and third types of Fermi surfaces are assumed to be
cylinder-shaped and ring-shaped, respectively. It is noted that the intrinsic ATHE does not
depend on the details of the band structure such as the density of states, because it is deter-
mined only by the distribution of the Berry curvature, i.e. the position of monopole charges
carried by Weyl point nodes on the Fermi surfaces at sufficiently low temperatures for which
Eqn.(13) holds. Therefore, it is sufficient to use normal band models which reproduce the
qualitative shape of the Fermi surface obtained by band calculations for UTe, (See Sec.2.2).
Our results directly reflect the topology of each d-vector and are useful for the distinction of
order parameters based on future thermal conductivity measurements.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec.2, we introduce the pairing states

considered in this study. In Sec.3, we present a theoretical model and parameters we use
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Table I. List of irreducible representations and basis functions for Dyy,.

IR gap structure basis functions

A, full gap kadt, kb, k.&
By, point node kpa , kalA)
B>, point node k,C , k.a
B3, point node kcla , ky¢

Table II. Possible admixtures of IRs for D,;, under magnatic fields.

H || a-axis H || b-axis H || c-axis
Au + B3u Au + B2u Au + Blu
Blu + B2u Blu + B3u BZu + B3u

in our numerical calculation. In Sec.4, we show our results comparing the cases with the
magnetic field along a-, b-, and c—axes. We summarize our study in Sec.5. In Appendix,
we present the details of the numerical calculation and also, gap node condition of each

irrecudible representations (IRs).

2. Theoretical model

In this section, we describe the model and method used in calculations.

2.1 Model Hamiltonian
Firstly, the BAG Hailtonian of the system is given by

ek)d, Ak ]

H(k) =1 .
—A* (k) —e(k)Fy

ey

Here, o is the identity matrix, e(k) is the energy band in the normal state, and A(k) is a
gap function. Particularly, in the case of spin-triplet superconductors, by using d-vector(see

Sec.2.3 in more detail), A(k) is represented as,

Ao = [—da<k> vidyk) (k) ]
dil)  du(k) + idy (k)

2)

2.2 Energy band in the normal state
We consider three models for the energy band e(k) which realize three types of the Fermi

surfaces, 1.e. ellipsoid-shaped, cylinder-shaped, and ring-shaped Fermi surfaces.
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In the case of the ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface, we used the tight-binding approximation

model only including the nearest neighboring(NN) hopping given by
e(k) = =2(t,cos(k,a) + t,cos(kyb) + t.cos(k.c)) — u 3)

where 1, (u = a, b, c) is the NN hopping energy for u direction. We take the parameters as
(4, tp, 2., 1) = (1.0, 0.80, 0.40, =3.5).
In the case of cylinder-shaped Fermi surface, we consider the following tight-binding

model given by

e(k) = =2(t,cos(k,a) + tycos(kyb) + t.cos(k.c)) + \/4(tacos(kaa) — tycos(kpb))? + 4V2—pu, (4)

e(k) = =2(t,cos(k,a) + tycos(kyb) + t.cos(k.c)) — \/4(tacos(kaa) — tycos(kpb))? + 4V2—pu. (5)

Here, Eq.(4) and Eq.(5) corresponds to the electron Fermi surface and hole Fermi surface
respectively. According to GGA+U, and DFT+U calculations,'®?? an electron-like and hole-
like cylinder-shaped Fermi surfaces are predicted for certain parameters. Eq.(4) and (5)
qualitatively reproduce these Fermi surfaces. We take the parameters as (¢, ., u, V) =
(1.0,-0.80,0.10,0.0,0.5) in Eq.(4) and Eq.(5).

In the case of ring-shaped Fermi surface, we used the tight-binding approximation model,
e(k) = 2t,cos(k,a) + 8tycos(k,a/2)cos(kyb/2)cos(k.c/2) + 2t,cos(kyb) —u+ Ey  (6)

which includes the first and second NN hoppings. Here, 7, is the hopping energy of the NN
uranium atoms and ¢,, t, are the second NN hopping energy, and Ej is the constant energy
shift. The parameters are given by (¢, ty, t,, 4, Ep) = (—1.0,0.78,0.56,0.0,0.67). Fig.1 shows
the Fermi surfaces for each cases. For simplicity, we set a = b = ¢ = 1, and the crystal
anisotropy of UTe; is considered only in terms of hopping energy.

In this paper, we only consider the non-unitary pairing state. In this case, one of the two
Fermi surfaces, which constitute the Kramers pair, has Weyl point nodes and the other does
not, i.e. the full gap state. The latter one does not contribute the intrinsic ATHE. Since the
Zeemen effect gives rise to a constant shift in the Fermi surface with the Weyl point nodes, it
does not affect the qualitative results. Therefore, we do not consider the Zeeman term in the
normal band in our calculations. Also, the effect of the Lorentz force-induced thermal Hall
effect due to the magnetic flux in the superconductor whose origin is different from intrinsic

ATHE is not taken into account here.
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2.3 Non-unitary pairing states

The point group of UTe, belongs to D,;, and the IRs and the basis functions of the d-
vector for which odd-parity superconductivity is possible are shown in Table I. Symmetry
breaking under magnetic field in each direction can also be considered, and the resulting
admixtures of the different IRs are shown in Table II. It is suggested that the results of the
magnetic field penetration length measurement for H || a are consistent with the non-unitary
A, + iB;, state.'V

In this paper, we consider six admixtures of IRs for non-unitary pairing states as follows:
the A, +iB3, state and the By, +iB,, state corresponding to the magnetic field along a-axis, the
By, + iB;, state and the B,, + iA, state corresponding to the magnetic field along b-axis, and
the By, + iA, state and the B,, + iBj, state corresponding to the magnetic field along c-axis.

The expression for each d-vector is given by

da, iy, = (@1ke, a2ky + Bike, aske + Baky), (7
dp,,+in,, = (Yikp + 01k, yaka, 02k,), 8)
dp,+iBy, = (Yikp, Voka + Bike, Bokp), )]

dp, via, = (@1ky + O1kc, arky, sk, + 62k,), (10)

dp,+ia, = (@1ky + y1ky, @2ky + y2ka, a3k,), (11)
dp,, iy, = (O1ke, Brke, Bakp + 02ky), (12)

where the coefficients «, 8, y, d correspond to A, B3, B1,, B2, respectively. In the following,

(a) (b) (c) (d)

Fig. 1. Fermi surface used in our calculations. (a)Ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface given by Eq.(3).
(b)Cylinder-shaped Fermi surface given by Eq.(4). (c)Ring-shaped Fermi surface given by Eq.(6).(d)Cylinder-
shaped “’hole” Fermi surface given by Eq.(5)
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we focus on the behavior of the thermal Hall conductivity which is determined by the posi-
tions of the point nodes. For this purpose, we calculated the thermal Hall conductivity as a
function of the ratio r of the amplitudes of the two IRs.

Here, we will discuss the details of the d-vector given by Eq(7)-(12) in our calcula-
tion. First, in the case of the magnetic field along a-axis, for the the A, + iBs, state, we
set (a1, @y, 3,B1,B2) = (r,1.1r,2.0r,i,i). Here, r = |a;/B;| and i represents the imaginary
unit. The parameters for «; (j = 1,2, 3) are set to be consistent with Ising anisotropy with
easy-axis parallel to the a-axis. For the By, + iB,, state, we set (yy,¥2,01,02) = (r,r,—i,—I)
and r = |y;/0,]. Next, in the case of the magnetic field along b-axis, for the By, + iB3,
state, we set (y1,v2,51,82) = (r,r,i,i) and r = |y;/B;|. For the B, + iA, state, we set
(1, 2,@3,01,02) = (0,,i,r,r) and r = |0;/a,|. We set @; = 0O to take the Ising anisotropy
into account. Finally, in the case of the magnetic field along c-axis, for the By, + iA, state,
we set (a1, @, a3,Y1,Y2) = (0,i,i,r,r) and r = |y;/a,|. For the B,, + iB3, state, we set
(B1,P2,01,02) = (i,i,r,r) and r = |0;/B;]. In the numerical calculations, the basis of the
d-vector is replaced as k,a — sink,a to be consistent with the tight-binding model of the

normal state. We note that the essential physics remains the same.

2.4 The intrinsic anomalous thermal Hall effect

Three-dimensional intrinsic anomalous thermal Hall conductivity is given by
_al 1
122

Here, the subscripts y, v, & correspond to the crystallographic axes a, b, c and C(k;) represents

Ky

dkC (k). (13)

the momentum-resolved Chern number defined at momentum k; which given by

1 OP 0P 0P OP
Clke) = — | ki, Te|P| S22 - 2220 14
(ke) 2m'f g r( (0k#8kv Gkvé)kﬂ)) 14

where P is the projection operators into the ground-state manifold of occupied bands.?® Al-

though the Chern number is also expressed in terms of the Berry curvature in the momentum
space, Eq.(14) is more advantageous for numerical calculations. Since the Weyl points in the
gap structure can be a source or drain of the Berry curvature, the intrinsic anomalous thermal

Hall conductivity directly reflects detail of the order parameter of Weyl superconductors.

3. Results of numerical calculations of Intrinsic ATHE
In this section, we, first, present the results for a simple ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface to
explain the condition for nonzero «,, which is deeply related to the positions of Weyl point

nodes on the Fermi surface. Then, we present the results for the cylinder-shaped, ring-shaped
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Fermi surfaces predicted by the band calculations.!”- %20
3.1 Ellipsoid-shaped fermi surface

First, we discuss the condition for the non-vanishing intrinsic ATHE which is deeply
related to the positions of the Weyl point nodes in the case of the simple ellipsoid-shaped

Fermi surface.

3.1.1 The A, + iB3, state and the By, + iB,, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to a-axis

First, the result of the thermal Hall conductivity for the ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface
are shown in Fig.2. The x-axis refers to the ratio of the two component of each IRs, i.e.
r = |a;/B| for A, + iB3, and r = |y, /6| for By, + iB,, indicating that the larger the value of
r, the more the A,(or By,) component becomes dominant. In Fig.2, we see that the thermal
Hall conductivity has a peak at r = 0.5. In Fig.3(1), we show the positions of the point nodes
on the Fermi surface for the certain values of r. The sign +(—) represents the source(drain) of
the Berry curvature.

In the case of the A, + iBj3, state, when r = 0, i.e. only the Bj, state exists, there are
two point nodes on the k,-axis. They are Dirac points which do not break the time-reversal
symmetry, and thus, the Berry curvature is zero. In the region 0.0 < r < 0.5, there are 8 point
nodes which break the time-reversal symmetry resulting the finite Berry curvature. In this

case, however, the integration of the Berry curvature over the 1st Brillouin zone vanishes, i.e.

A By, —
B HiBar o s
—~~ o
L te,
S
S
SN—
\
Q
)
Neg
-0.1 : : :
0 0.5 1 1.5 2

Fig. 2. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the A, +iB3, state(red
solid line) and the By, + iB,, state(blue dotted line) in the case of ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface. The d-vector
and the ratio of two IRs are given by da, +ip,, = (1kq, @2kp + B1kc, azke + S2kp) and r = |1 /| for the A, + iB3,
state, dp,, +ip,, = (Y1kp + 01ke, y2kq, 02k,) and r = |y /6] for the By, + iBy, state.
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the thermal Hall conductivity is zero. On the other hand, in the region 0.5 < r < 0.9, among
these 8 point nodes, the pair of point nodes on the k,k.-plane which has opposite sign anni-
hilate. As a result, there are 4 point nodes on the k,k.-plane. In this case, the Berry curvature
does not cancel and we get finite thermal Hall conductivity. This pair annihilation of half
number of point nodes is due to the orthorhombic crystal system. We can easily understand
that thermal Hall conductivity becomes zero after all point nodes disappear at r =~ 0.9.

On the other hand, the structure of point nodes for the By, + iB,, state, shown in Fig.3(2),
dramatically changes around r = 1. In the range of r < 1, where B,, is dominant, the point
nodes move closer to the &, axis as r increases. In this case, the distance between the point
nodes along the k, direction increases, i.e., the region where the Chern number is non-zero
increases, and the thermal Hall conductivity also increases. On the other hand, in the range
of r > 1, the point nodes move closer to the k. axis as r increases. In this case, the distance
between the point nodes becomes smaller, and the opposite happens, resulting in a decrease
in the thermal Hall conductivity.

As shown above, there are important differences in the qualitative behaviors of these two
states. For the A, + iBj, state, when r > 0.9, the full gap state is realized and the thermal
Hall conductivity is completely zero, but for the By, + iB,, state, it slowly decays to the limit
where By, is dominant. As mentioned earlier, this originates from the change in the point-
node structure, and thus, the behavior of the thermal Hall conductivity provides an important

information for the determination of the gap function.

(1 )Au + iB3u (Z)Blu + iBZu
(al)r=0.0 (b1)r =03 (a2)r =0.0 (b2) 7 =0.5
kg -1 ke —1 kg -1 kg —1
0 0 0. 0.
1 e 1. l” y S 1~ —
1 . i b A b
k0 k0 ) s T -
-21 -2 -2l -2\
-1 -1 I -1
0 0 0 0
kp 1 kp 1 kp 1 kp 1
(c1)r =06 (d1)r=1.0 (c2)r =15 (d2)r=2.0
ke —1 ko —1 ke -1 ke —1
0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 B
2.7 2. 2. 2. ——
1 1 1 1| %
i ke ke Q! ke Q!
“ 4 9 S
-2 -2 ) - -2! -
-1 -1 -1 -1
0 0 0 0
kp 1 kp 1 kb 1 kp 1

Fig. 3. The positions of the point nodes for (1)the A, + iBj, state and (2)B;, + iB,, on the ellipsoid-shaped

Fermi surface for several r values. The sign +(—) represents the source(drain) of the Berry curvature.
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3.1.2 The By, + iB3, state and the B,, + iA, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to b-axis
In Fig.4, the horizontal axis represents the ratio of two IRs r = |y, /]| for the By, + iB3,
state and r = |0;/a,| for the B,, + iA, state, respectively.
In both cases, thermal Hall conductivity monotonically increases up to r =~ 1, while it
shows a quite different behavior for r > 1.0. The similarities and differences in these behav-

iors can be explained by the point node structure, as well as former cases. In Fig.5, we show

By, +iBg, m—
é;u+i&3 R

Kea /(T /12)

Fig. 4. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the B, + iBj,
state(green solid line) and the By, + iA, state(purple dotted line) in the case of ellipsoid-shaped Fermi sur-
face. The d-vector and the ratio of two IRs are given by dp,,+ig,, = (Y1ks, Y2ka + Bike, B2k) and r = |y, /B4 for

the By, + iBs, state, dp, +ia, = (@1ky + O1kc, anky, a3k, + 02k,) and r = |01/ a| for the By, + iA, state.

(1)B1y + iB3y (2)Byy + i4y
(al)r=0.0 1) r=05 (32)r = 0.0 (b2)r =05
kg =L ky —L ky —L kg —L
0.~ 0 0~ 0~
1 1. 1~ 1/,//
2.7 S 2 > 27 - 27 4 &,
i &/ N Ve &N L &
ke q e ke ({,‘ -y ke (}w‘ Nl ke (1).“ il
2 2l 2 2l
B I S By
0 0 0 0
kp 1 kp - kp [ kp -
e)r=15 @)r=20 (©)r=15 (d2)r =20
ke -1 ky -1 ky -1 ko L
Q/ S O/ s 0/,/ 9/ o
Lo, L + e g Lo
2.7 - 2. ~ 2. - 0 > S
N Ve A e R A Y
ke ({’, I ke ({’, sl ke q‘w Nl ke ({\ I ‘
2l -2l 2 r D
T T B B
0 0 0 0
kp [N kp 1 kp 1 kp 1

Fig. 5. The positions of the point nodes for (1)the By, + iB3, state and (2)B,, + iA, on the ellipsoid-shaped

Fermi surface for several r values. The sign +(—) represents the source(drain) of the Berry curvature.
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the positions of point nodes in each values of r. In the region r < 1.0, the point nodes split off
from the k, axis in both cases and move closer to the &, axis as r increases.

However, the behavior of point nodes changes drastically when r becomes larger than 1.0.
In the case of the B,, + iA, state, the point nodes split from the k;, axis into four, but in the
case of the By, + iB3, state, they split into two. Recalling the case of the A, + iBj;, state, the
total Berry curvature cancels out by the integration over the first Brillouin zone when there
are eight point nodes and the thermal Hall conductivity is strongly suppressed. On the other
hand, in the case of the B, + iBj;, state, the Berry curvature does not cancel, and the thermal
Hall conductivity decreases monotonically with increasing r until all nodes disappear on the
k. axis. These results are consistant with our calculations and directly reflect the point-node

structure.

3.1.3 The By, + iA, state and the B,, + iBs, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to c-axis

In Fig.6, we show the result of the case for an ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface. In this case,

x-axis represents the ratio of two IRs r = |y /a»| for the By, + iA, state and r = |6, /| for the
By, + iB;, state, respectively.

The overall behavior and the difference between two states are similar to that shown in

Fig.4. In other words, as shown in Fig.7, the rate of decay of the anomalous thermal Hall

conductivity with respect to r is due to the difference in point node structure at r > 1.

02 B1u*.'iAl;
o0t BZu+'B3u
~
N
— -0.2
ST
N—"
\
S -0.8
3
$ o1
-1.2 :
0 1 2 3 4 5

Fig. 6. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the Bj, + iA,
state(light blue solid line) and the B,, + iB3, state(yellow dotted line) in the case of ellipsoid-shaped Fermi
surface. The d-vector and the ratio of two IRs are given by bmdp, +ia, = (@1ks + yikp, a2k, + y2kq, ask:) and
r = |yi/a| for the By, + iB3, state, dp, 1ip,, = (01kc,Bike, Baky + 02k,) and r = |61 /B4 for the By, + iBj3, state.
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3.2 Electron-like and hole-like cylinder-shaped Fermi surfaces
According to the recent band calculations,'”-!*-2% the possibility of two cylinder-sheped
Fermi surfaces composed of electron and hole bands is discussed. We, here, consider the

anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for this type of Fermi surfaces.

3.2.1 The A, + iBs, state and the By, + iB,, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to a-axis

The result of the thermal Hall conductivity is shown in Fig.8. Focusing on the electron sur-

face contributions(blue line), we find that the finite thermal Hall conductivity can be obtained

in the region 0.5 < r < 0.9 in the case of the A, + iB5, state, as in the case of ellipsoid-shaped

(1)Byy, +i4y

(a1l)r=10.0

(2)Bay + iBsy

(b1)r=05 (@2)r=0.0 (b2)r =05
kg =1 kg =1 kg =1 kg =1
0 - 0 - 0.~ 0~
1 1 + 1 i
2.7 4 i 2.7 /4 . 2 4 < 2.7 4 .
| ( N | ‘ b i ‘ N I\ ‘ N\
ke ({ | Nl ke 01\ v ke q i ke ({ s
o 2T 2 RS
I I B I
0 0 0 0
kp 1 kp 1 kp - ke 1=
) r=15 @)r=20 (€@)r=15 (@2)r=20
ko -1 ke -L ke -1 ke -1
0~ 0~ 0 (O
1 - & 17 - A Lo, L +
| N | N b | N
kr({\ Sl k"({\ ol k“({ N kc(}k Nl
2 - 2 - -2 ) -2l
-1 - -1 - -1 -1
0 0 0 (U
kp 1 kp 1 ke 1 ks 1

Fig. 7. The position of the point nodes for (1)the By, + iA, state and (2)B,, + iB3, on the ellipsoid-shaped

Fermi surface for each r values. The sign +(—) represents the source(drain) of the Berry curvature.

0.1 ‘ : 0.1 ‘ :
0.08 | AutiBau oo - 008 | ButiBou . oo e
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~~ 002} K ~ 002} . E
002} 0.02 f
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r

r

Fig. 8. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the A, +iB3, state(left

figure)) and the By, + iB,, state(right figure) in the case of two cylinder-shaped Fermi surfaces.
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Femri surface condidered before. The distinct difference from the ellipsoid-shaped case is the
behavior in the vicinity of the peak. This is because the shape of the Fermi surface is flat
compared to the ellipsoid-shaped case. In particular, the k,-coordinates of the point nodes
shown in Fig.9(1) does not change monotonically from r =~ 0.5, when half of the point nodes
disappear, to r =~ 0.6. This is reflected in the fact that the peaks in our results are relatively flat
in this range. As in the case of the A, + iB3, state, the behavior of the thermal Hall conductiv-
ity for the By, + iB,, state is not monotonous like the ellipsoid-shaped case, but a peak-like
structure is obtained in the range of r where the B;, component becomes dominant. The im-
portant result here is that at » ~ 1.5 the point nodes completely disappear, i.e., the full gap
state is realized and the thermal Hall conductivity is completely zero.

In both cases, however, the overall behavior is completely suppressed by the contribution
from the hole surface. The hole surface is given by Eq.(5), and the qualitative behavior in
thermal hall conductivity is explained by the opposite sign of the results of the electron band.
The complete cancellation of the ATHE is due to the fact that the system is a compensated
metal. In contrast to the normal Hall effect, which depends on the relaxation time and the
effective band mass as well as the band curvatures, the intrinsic ATHE is determined solely
by the Berry curvature. Because of this reason, the compensated metal band given by Eqgs.(4)

and (5) result in the total cancellation.

(2)B1y +iBay

(b1)r=03 (@2)r=0.0
ke =2 ka -2
0 0«
2 2 2
ke 0 ke 0}
-2 -2
) 5 iy - 5 5 5
ks 2 ky 2 ks 2 2"
(c1)r =106 (d1)r=1.0 (c2)r=1.2
ke -2,

ky =2 ke =2
0 ¢ 0%

0

Fig. 9. The positions of the point nodes for (1)the A, + iBj, state and (2)By, + iBj, on the cylinder-shaped

Fermi surface for several r values.
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3.2.2 The By, + iB3, state and the B,, + iA, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to b-axis

The result of the case with the cylinder-shaped Fermi surface are shown in Fig.10 and

we show the positions of the point nodes for several r values in Fig.11. In this case also the

thermal Hall conductivity results in the total cancellation due to the band structure of the

compensated metal.
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Fig. 10. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the By, + iBs,

state(left figure) and the B,, + iA, state(right figure) in the case of two cylinder-shaped Fermi surfaces.

(1)B1y + iB3y (2)Bay + iy
(a1)r=0.0 (b1)r =05 (a2)r =0.0 (b2)r =05
ke =2 kq —2‘ kg —
0
2
2| 2}
ke ol ke 0l
-2| -2|
>~ _ S
0 - 0
ky 2 2 ky 2
(c)r=12 (d2)r =2.0
ko =2 k -2
0
2
24 |
ke 0\‘ \
-2} —2\
T -
[ — ~_ |
kp 2 2

Fig. 11. The position of the point nodes for (1)the By, + iB3, state and (2)B,, + iA, on the cylinder-shaped

Fermi surface for several r values.
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3.2.3 The By, + iA, state and the B,, + iBs, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to c-axis
The results in this case are shown in Fig.12. As in the cases discussed so far, the contri-

bution from the hole surface completely suppresses the thermal Hall conductivity.

3.3 Ring-shaped Fermi surface + cylinder-shaped hole Fermi surface

Here, we consider the combined results of a ring-shaped electron-like Fermi surface and
a cylinder-shaped hole-like Fermi surface. According to the band calculations,'*?” these two
Fermi surface may coexist for certain parameters. The following results are the combination

of the contribution from the cylinder-shaped and ring-shaped contributions which are calcu-

lated independently.
2 ” ‘ electron 2 in ’ ‘ eléctron
15781u+lAu /’\\ hole »« =+ | 157BZu+lB3u I thole = === |
—~ ’ ’ N combined —~ ’ ] combiheg —
(@] 1 / N (@] 1t 4 S o
Al P \ — . ’ ~
~ 0.5 -, - \ ~ 05 -’
&~ - . &~ -
ke 0 po k 0%
— 05} e, . — o5t .,
~ T, . ~ e .
o . R ) 1 . Lt
] ‘e . 3 .
N e € sy
-2 . | L 2 . s . .
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Fig. 12. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the By, + iA,

state(left figure) and the B,, + iB3, state(right figure) in the case of two cylinder-shaped Fermi surfaces.
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Fig. 13. The position of the point nodes for (1)the By, + iA, state and (2)B,, + iB3, on the cylinder-shaped

Fermi surface for each r values.
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3.3.1 The A, + iBs, state and the By, + iB,, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to a-axis

For the A, + iB;, state, the peak width is wider than in the ellipsoid-shaped case, but the
overall behavior is similar. The distinct difference from the ellipsoid-shaped Fermi surface is
the sign change at 0.7 < r < 0.9. In the case of «;., the distance of the point nodes in the
k, direction and whether they are sources or drains of Berry curvature are important. Such a
sign change suggests a drastic change of the configuration of the point nodes, i.e., a reversal
in the width of the regions with positive and negative Chern number. Note that the number of
point nodes in the Brillouin zone is lager than that of the ellipsoid-shaped and cylinder-shaped
cases, and the model dependence is also stronger. However, all cases discussed so far suggest
that finite thermal Hall conductivity are expected to be obtained in the range of r such that the
half of the point nodes which split into four by the admixture of the two IRs are annihilated
and the half remain.

On the other hand, for the B;, + iB,, state, the overall behavior is also similar to the
ellipsoid-shaped case and the sign change is also seen. This result also depends on the details
of the shape of the Fermi surface, but it is interesting to note that in the ellipsoid-shaped case
the thermal Hall conductivity is finite up to the limit where B, is dominant, whereas in the
ring case it is completely zero at r ~ 1.5. This is because the point node structure changes at
r =~ 1.5, i.e., the Weyl point node partially disappears.

A comparison of the peak intensities between cylinder-shaped Fermi surface and ring-
shaped Fermi surface shows that the ring-shaped one gives the dominant contribution. There-

fore, if the Fermi surface of UTe, consists of the ring-shaped and the cylinder-shaped ones,

1.2

Eing

—_— ‘ fing B
l Ay +iBsy hole cylinder = = « - os | Byy + Bz hole cylinder =« = =
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A A ’
= Kk 02!
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Fig. 14. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the A, + iBj,
state(left figure) and the By, +iB,, state(right figure) in the case of cylinder-shaped Fermi surface + ring-shaped

Fermi surface.
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the contribution to the thermal Hall conductivity is dominated by the ring-shaped Fermi sur-

face.

3.3.2 The By, + iB3, state and the B,, + iA, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to b-axis

As in the case under the magnetic field along a-axis, the contribution from the ring-shaped
Fermi surface is dominant compared to that from the cylinder-shaped Fermi surface. There-
fore, we discuss the contribution of the ring-shaped Fermi surface.

As shown is Fig.15, the behavior of the thermal Hall conductivity is the same for » < 0.5
because the point-node structure is also the same for the two states, as in the case of the
ellipsoid-shaped and cylinder-shaped cases. For r > 0.5, the position of the two split point
nodes become closer as r increases, however, at a faster rate in the B;, + iB3, case than the
B,, + iA, state(due to the fact that the k, component in the A, state is set to zero to take into
Ising anisotropy account). This results in different peak positions between the two states. The
important difference in this case is the sharp peak at r ~ 0.75 in the the B;, + iB3, state.
This is due to the annihilation of the point nodes at this point. The flat behavior in the range
0.8 < r < 1.0 is comes from the fact that the point nodes are located only inside the ring
and the k;, coordinates of them moves slightly with increasing of r. On the other hand, in the
case of the B,, + iA, state, when r > 1, the point nodes gradually gather inside of the ring.
As r increases, the point nodes inside the ring split into two (the By, + iB3, state) or four (the
B,, + iA, state) as before, which can be confirmed as the difference in the behavior of the

thermal Hall conductivity due to the cancellation of Berry curvature.
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Fig. 15. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the Bj, + iBj,
state(left figure) and the B, + iA,, state(right figure) in the case of cylinder-shaped Fermi surface + ring-shaped

Fermi surface.
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3.3.3 The By, + iA, state and the B,, + iBs, state, candidates of pairings in the magnetic
field parallel to c-axis

The results shown in Fig.16 are similar to those for the cylinder-shaped case shown in
Fig.12. This is because that the contribution from the ring-shaped Fermi surface for «,, is
dominated by the partially cylindrical parts surrounding the k-points (0, J_r;—‘ir, 0). However, in
this case, the exact cancelation between electron and hole surfaces does not occur, because of
the deviation from the cylindrical shape of the electron surface for large |k.|.

In the case of the By, + iA, state, thermal Hall conductivity has two peaks around r ~ 1
and r ~ 1.4. Also, the vanishing of «,, from the contribution of the ring-shaped Fermi surface
for r > 1.6 is not due to the full gap state at this point as in the case of the cylinder, but to
cancellation of the Berry curvature.

On the other hand, in the B,, + iB3, state, the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity has
only one peak. The difference of the peak structure between the By, + iA, and B,, + iB3, state
can be utilized for the distinction of these two states. We note that the sign of «,, depends
on the relative phase between two gap function which are hybridized via a magnetic field.
The relative phase depends on the detail of the microscopic pairing mechanism. Thus, the
difference of the sign «,, between the two states shown in Fig.16 is model-dependent.

In the case with the magnetic field along the a and b-axes discussed so far, the contribution
from the ring-shaped Fermi surface is dominant compared to that of the cylinder-shaped
Fermi surface. However, this point is quite different from the case with the magnetic field
along the c-axis. In this case, the electron contribution of the ring-shapes Fermi surface is

mostly cancelled by the hole contribution of the cylinder-shaped one, partially because of the
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Fig. 16. The comparison of r dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity for the By, + iA,
state(left figure) and the By, +iBj3, state(right figure) in the case of cylinder-shaped Fermi surface + ring-shaped

Fermi surface.
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compensated metal character.

4. Discussion

In this study, we performed theoretical calculations focusing on the intrinsic anomalous
thermal Hall effect as an effective probe of the order parameter of non-unitary paring states
in UTe,. As a result, we found that the thermal Hall conductivity depends on the positions
and the total number of time-reversal symmetry-breaking point nodes (Weyl points) in the
gap structure. In particular, in the case of non-unitary d-vectors which are composed of two
different IRs, the peak structure is seen in a certain region of the ratio of the amplitudes
of the two representations, reflecting the fact that there are regions where Berry curvature
cancellation does not occur due to the orthorhombic crystal structure. Our results imply that
the r-dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity exhibits distinct behaviors for
different symmetries of the paring states. It is expected that the mixing ratio of different IRs
in the non-unitary states can be controlled by applied magnetic fields. Thus, the systematic
investigations of the magnetic field-dependence of the anomalous thermal Hall conductivity
provide information on paring states.

As explained before, the intrinsic ATHE is completely determined by the positions of
monopole charges carried by Weyl point nodes on the Fermi surfaces, and not affected by
other details of the band structure such as the density of states. Thus, we would like to em-
phasize that in the case of a compensated metal with electron and hole cylinder-shaped Fermi
surfaces, the exact cancellation of the contributions from the electron and hole surfaces to the
anomalous thermal Hall conductivity is a universal result independent of the details of the
model.

In the case with both the electron ring-shaped Fermi surface and the hole cylinder-shaped
surfaces, which is suggested by band calculations,'*?? for a magnetic field parallel to the a
and b-axes, the-ring shaped Fermi surface dominates, while for a magnetic field parallel to
the c-axis, both types of the Fermi surfaces give comparable contributions, leading to the sub-
stantial cancellation of the ATHE. However, we note that in this case, the cancellation is not
exact even though the system is a compensated metal, because of the different dimensionality
of the electron Fermi surface (three-dimensional) and the hole Femri surface (quasi-two-
dimensional). We stress again that the informations of the Fermi surface are important for the
determination of the pairing states from the thermal Hall measurements.

In this paper, we consider only the intrinsic anomalous thermal Hall conductivity, which

directly reflects the topology of the system and are robust against the effects of impurities.
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On the other hand, impurity scatterings give rise to the extrinsic anomalous thermal Hall ef-
fect.?*27 Therefore, the calculation of the extrinsic thermal Hall conductivity, which strongly
depends on impurities, and its comparison with the intrinsic effect obtained in this study are

an important future issue.
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Appendix: Superconducting gap node
In this section, we describe the gap node structure of UTe,. The energy spectrum of the

spin-triplet superconductor is given by

E.(k) = \e(k)) + |d(k)P = |d(k) x d*(k)|. (A-1)
and the condition for the appearance of gap nodes is given by
AP = |d(k) x d* (k)| = 0 = da(k) + dj(k) + d;(k) = 0. (A2)

From this equation and equations Eq.(7)-(9), the position of point nodes for each d-vector are

as follows. The schematic of the node structure for each case is shown in Fig.A-1.

The A, + iBs, state

) a
(1) k) = | kqgy, O, "—'—lka(i)
VB - a;
(A-3)
(ii) kiy = | kqgiy, £ l kagiiy» 0
Bal? — a3
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Here, we take «; (i = 1,2,3) as real and ; (i = 1,2) as pure imaginary. The condition (i)

leads to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that |8;| > a3. Here, ki 1s determined by

(431

V1813

(i1) leads to 4 point nodes on k,kj,-plane provided that |8,| > a». Here, ki 1s determined

crossing points of the line k, = 0, k. = + k, and the Fermi surface. The condition

i
2_,2
18212 ~a3

conditions is determined by the magnitude correlation of coefficients |8;| > |a3| and |8 > |as|

by crossing points of the line k. = 0, k, = £ k, and the Fermi surface. These two

independently. Therefore, when these two inequality are satisfied simultaneously, 8 point

nodes can appear.

The B, + iB,, state

(i) ki = iLkb(iii),kb(iii)’ 0
162 =73
(A-4)
0
(iv) kv = ich(iv)a 0, ke(ivy
\/75 - 162

Here, we take y; (i = 1,2) as real and 9; (i = 1, 2) as pure imaginary. The condition (iii) leads

to 4 point nodes on k,k;-plane provided that |0,| > y,. Here, ki 1s determined by crossing
Y1

162123
to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that y, > [6,|. Here, ki) 1s determined by crossing

— Ik k, = 0 and the Fermi surface. Unlike the case of the
Vror < P '

A, + iBj3, state, these two conditions are only determined by 7y, and ¢,, so there are always

points of the line k, = +

ky, k¢ = 0 and the Fermi surface. The condition (iv) leads

points of the line k, = +

four point nodes.

The By, + iB3, state

|
(V) k(v) = 0, iIﬁ—lkc(v)a kC(V)9
\/)’f — |82
(A-5)
(vi) kiy = | kagviys = 2 kawviy, 0
1Bl — ¥2

Here, we take y; (i = 1,2) as real and B; (i = 1,2) as pure imaginary. The condition (v) leads

to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that y; > |B,|. Here, k., 1s determined by crossing
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points of the line k, = 0, k, = i%kc and the Fermi surface. The condition (vi) leads
Yi—p2

to 4 point nodes on k,k;-plane provided that |5,| > ;. Here, ki is determined by crossing

points of the line k. = 0, k, = +—=2—=k, and the Fermi surface. Unlike the case of the

1B22—¥3

A, + iBj, state, these two conditions are only determined by y; and (3,, so there are always

four point nodes.

The B,, + iA, state

(vii) keyiiy = | 0, kpyiiy, £———=kpii)
\J05 — a2

(A-6)

|avs|

\JO7 — las?

Here, we take o; (i = 1,2) as real and «; (i = 1,2, 3) as pure imaginary. The condition (vii)

(Vlll) k(viii) =|=x kb(viii)’ kb(viii)a 0

leads to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that 6, > |as|. Here, ki) 1s determined by
crossing points of the line k, = 0, k. = i%kb and the Fermi surface. The condition
2711
(viii) leads to 4 point nodes on k,kp-plane provided that §; > |a3|. Here, kyiii) 1s determined
. . . _ _ |zl . .
by crossing points of the line k. = 0, k, = i\/ﬁkb and the Fermi surface. In this case,

when two inequality, 6, > |@;| and 6; > |as|, are satisfied simultaneously, 8 point nodes can

appear.

The By, + iA, state

|a3]

—————ke(ix)» kecix)
\D’% — |asf?

|as]
(X) k(x) = i—3kc(x)’ 0, kc(x)

V)’% — |y [?

Here, we take y; (i = 1,2) as real and «; (i = 1,2, 3) as pure imaginary. The condition (ix)

(IX) k(ix) =10, +

(A-T)

leads to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that y; > |a,|. Here, kp« 1s determined by

las|

V7i-laaf?

(x) leads to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane provided that y, > |a;|. Here, k) is determined by

crossing points of the line k, = 0, k, = + k. and the Fermi surface. The condition

crossing points of the line k;, = 0, k, = i%l@ and the Fermi surface. In this case, when
Yy ~lan

two inequality, v, > |a;| and y; > |a,|, are satisfied simultaneously, 8 point nodes can appear.
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The B, + iBs, state

16|
\JOT = 1Bi?
02

—————kuii)
V1Bl =67

Here, we take 6; (i = 1,2) as real and B, (i = 1,2) as pure imaginary. The condition (xi) leads

(x1) kxiy = |0, kpxiy, £ kpxi)
(A-8)

(xi1) Kxiiy = | Kagxiiy» 0,

to 4 point nodes on kk.-plane provided that 6; > |B,|. Here, ki) 1s determined by crossing

points of the line k, = 0, k, = i(f—2||ﬁ|2k" and the Fermi surface. The condition (xii) leads
—IP1
to 4 point nodes on k,k.-plane proviéled that |8;] > 6. Here, ki) 1s determined by crossing

62

ViBiP—v}

B,, + iB3, state, these two conditions are only determined by ; and ¢, so there are always

points of the line k, = 0, k. = + k, and the Fermi surface. Unlike the case of the

four point nodes.

Ay+iBgy, Biy+iByy Biy+iB3y Bay +iAy By tiAy Boy+iB3y

@)IBs]> s, 1B1] > a3 ©18,1 >y, @ <p (9) 8, > |as] M) yz <lay| (k) B1] > &1
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c

Fig. A-1. Point node structures for all states considered in this paper. The red point represents the point nodes

and the black triangle represents the direction of them against the increase of r.
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