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A Though the superconductivity in UP t3 isone ofthem ost
well studied, there are still lingering questions about the nodal
directions in the B and C phase in the presence of a m ag—
netic eld. Lim iting ourselves to the low tem perature regin e
(T (0)), we study the m agnetotherm al conductivity w ith
in sem iclassical approxin ation using Volovik’s approach. T he
angular dependence of the m agnetothem al conductivity for
an arbitrary eld direction is calculated for both phases. W e
show that cusps In the polar angle dependence appear in B
and C phases which are due to the polar point nodes.

PACS numbers: 7420Rp, 7425Fy, 74710 T x

I. NTRODUCTION

Perhaps due to the exosptional appearance of two su—
perconducting (sc) transitionsw ith tw o associated critical

eld curves, UP % is one of the m ost well studied Heavy
Fermm ion supercondugfors. The history of this sub fct
was described in Ref?. The T linear dependence of the
low tem perature them al conductivity both parallkel to
the c axis and the a axiswas in @vqr of the E,, rather
than E 1, type sc order param eter? { 8. Purther Pt-NM R
experin ents con m ed the triplkt nature of the super-
conductivity and the details of the triplet % p finction
d k)nA,B,and C-phaseswere determ ined Q. Thisas-
signm ent of the spin con g‘u];aigon is consistent w ith the
weak spin-orbit coupling lim i {8 also assum ed here. H 2
along the c axis requires a strong Pauli lin g e ecf.
This favors strong spin orbit coupling but then He, re—
sults are inconsistent with the NM R data. W e assum e
that d k)= ()2 to be weakly pinned along c. Then
the E,, gap functions of for the low tem perature B and
C phases of UP t3 are given by
21")
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Here #;’ arethepolarand azin uthalanglesofk . The
angular dependence of (#;’ ) isshown In Fjg.:g.'. In the
B -phase the poles are second order node points and the
equator is a node line. In the C-phase two additional
vertical nodal lines appear at 45 degrees away from the
vertical plane containing H . The them al conductivity
In the vortex phase for eld along the symm etry axis

a]so decided In favor of the Egu- state and against the
4 stateld, this is reviewed i%i. The angular depen-—
dent them al conductivity has been m easured %3 and
analyzed in- ntd. Unfortunately the experim ent was done
for T>03 K which is not su ciently low to determm ine
node structures. Recently we have been studying the
them al conductivity in nodal superconductor4 {24, m
partjcig]arwe shall restrict to the low tem perature ]In it
Tp_v eH 0) and‘lchesupen:]ean Im it ( )2
v eH ,wherev= (vav.)2, is the scattering rate and
viyC are the anisotropic Fem i velocities. T he condition

v_eH (0) can be satis ed in the B- phase whik
v eH (0) In the C-phase since the latter appears
only for H 06 T and H 12T or eld along a and

c respectively. Our resulks in the C-phase m ay there-
fore only have qualitative signi cance. R estriction to the
superclean lim it doesnot in uence the m ain conclisions
on the connection between node topology and m agne—
tothem al conductivity. W e st exam ine the quasipar-
ticle DO S and the them odynam ic properties of the B
and C phase of UPt3 in the presence ofa m agnetic eld
w ith arbitrary orientation at low tem peratures. Then we
study the them al conductivity in the B and C phase
In the low tem perature regin e which provides clear ev—
dence for the nodalpositions in () . In this regine
the n uence ofthe AF order in UP§ m ay be neglected
contrary to the A —phase regin e.

II.DENSITY OF STATES AND
THERM ODYNAM ICS

The quasiparticke DO S in the vortex state of UPt3 is
given by
* +
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W here the bracketsdenote both Femm isurface apd vor-
tex]attjoeaverage W ith the Hm factor f (z)= 22 (1
z?)z and £ (= (22’2—1)1‘;'3 (z) (z= cos#, z'= cos’ ) forB
and C —phase J:espectmely the average m ay be com puted
and one obtains
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where x= is the nomm alized D oppler shift of
quasiparticle energies, Co = lm,, ¢ Im (= ) and * is
the renom alized quagiparticle energy in the presence of
in purity scattering®429. Furthem ore v is the quasipar-
ticle velocity and 29 is the pairm om entum around the
vortex . Follow ing Volovik?s we cbtain

p

, 2 eH
hxipg = —v Iz ()
2 2 eH
kh()ic = —v—5L () Inh p—
X v eH
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Here E (sin ) is the com plkte elliptic integral of the
second kind. Furthem ore we used the de nition

2 i Zsin® j
+ cos (E tan® ( tan ))g 6)
£y = oosi ( sm ) ﬁ)rp:sm( )< 1
cosh™ (sn ) or sin()>1
where = v.=v, is the anisotropy of Fem i velocities

and isthepolarangl ofH with respect to c axis. The

averages In E q.-'_4 are evaluated by replacing the k space

integration by a sum m ation overnodalpositionsand then

ntegrating out the super uid velocity etitd. We as

sum e a square vortex lattice for sim plicity, a hexagonal

lattice would lead to an additionalnum erical factor 0.93.
Substituting Eq.:fl into Eq.:_ﬂ we obtain
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ngle_SV Iz ()
2 eH
G = Pp=vy—L () Ih po— (6)
3 v eH

FIG .1. Sphericalplotsof j
phase (right). For the C —phase two additional vertical nodal
planes appear an angle ; away from the verticalplane which

containsH assumed at = 7.

(#;’)joorB phase (eft) and C

In addition we have Co=— [g(0)]* . The low temper-
ature speci c heat, the spin susceptibility etc. are given
by

Cs =5 -1
N T N

s®)
s )

=g) (7

where ¢ isthe super uid density. The -—dependence
of g(0) for B—and C-phases is shown in Fjgs.:_z and g
respectively.

ITT.THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY IN THE
VORTEX PHASE

T he them al conductivity tensor in the vortex phase
depends on the angles ( ; ) of H due to the angl de-
pendence of the D oppler shift energy x. Here is the
azin uthalanglke between H and the dirgction ofthe heat
current 3, in the ab-plane. Follow ind'? we abtain for
the B—phase

2z 2VaVe 2z
=372 €H )Ig ( )Eg” ()

XX 1 a XX
= 3 E B ORT()

g zz

XX

/
0 L L L L

15(6) , I5(6)F'(6,45)

0 15 30 45 60 75 90
0 [deg.]
FIG. 2. Polar eld anglk dependence of % () and

Ik ( )Féj( ;45) (iF xx, zz, xy) which determ ine the -de-
pendence ofD O S g(0), them alconductivities ( xx; zz)) and
them alHallcoe cient ( xy) respectively.

Thethem alHallcoe cient in the B —phase isobtained
as
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The -and -anglk dependenges of i (ij: XX ,ZZ,XY)
In the B—phase are shown in Fjg.g and FJgfl For heat
current along ¢ ( ;) no -—dependence appears.

Inthelinit =5,k )= + 2 and then

—sin@ ) 10)
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Themaximum In 4y (90; )at = 90 occurs for heat
current ? H when the D oppler shift gives rise to the
largest quasiparticle D O S parallelto the heat current and
we have = 90)= 4x ( = 0)=2.
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FIG. 3. Polar eld angle dependence of & () and

I ( )F(i:j( ;45) (F xx, zz, xy)

Now we consider the C-phase. Again ,, does not
exhibita -—dependence. The C-phaseaccordingto E q.:_i
has two additional perpendicular node lines. R otating
the eld at a given around ¢ (le. changihg ) will
Jead to a co— rotation of these node lines such that the
vertical plane containing H always stays at half angle
between the jwo perpendicular planes of the node lines
parallel to cé (see Inset of Fig. :5). Consequently ,, ( )
w ill again be independent of whike xx ( ; ) depends
on both eld angles.W e nd for heat current along c:
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O n the other hand we obtain for heat current along a:

XX

vi
—

1
—  EH ) (VEFF(; )M p— (12)
3 v eH

n o )
FE*(; )=F*(; )+ 20+ cof )

As is readily seen ,, depends only on , while ,x
dependsboth on and . Both angular dependences are
shown In Fjg.:_j and Fjg.:_E; respectively.
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FIG .4. Azinuthal eld angledependenceoff ( )F3™ ( ; )
forvarious .For ! 0the dependence is suppressed com —
pletely. The zz—com ponent is always - independent.

In both B and C phase ;5 (iF xx,zz) and also the
speci ¢ heat which is detemm Ined by § c exhibit clear
cusps at thepoles =0 (@nd = ) caused by the con—
tributions from the respective second order node points
which are present in both B and C phase. This is very
sim ilar to what has been recently observed and analyzed
in YN$B,C%. There the second order node points lie
along the equator and hence the cusps appear as func-
tion of . Themost signi cant di erence in the B—and
C —phase results can be seen in the behaviour of ,, for
an allpolarangle . W hilk in the B-phase i approaches
zero it rem ains nie In the C-phase. Furthem ore the

xx zz anisotropy or = 5 is considerably smaller
In the C—phase as com pared to the B-phase. In both B—
and C —phase the xx— com ponent exhibts nonm onotonic
behaviour as function of

The them alHallcoe cient in the C —phase reads

— ()=

@3)

S @)L (Y ()X p—
n v eH
where F2¥ ( ; ) = F.¥( ; ) holds because the con-
tribbutions from perpendicular node linesw ith H lying at
halfangl in between canceland so as in the B-phase one
is keft w ith polar and equatorialcontributions to the ther-
m al Hall constant. For num erical calculations we used
the anisotropy ratio = 7= =1.643. Tt can be directly
obtained from experim qltaal anisotropies of therm aland
electrical conductivities! —<= =27 which are equalto
2
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FIG .5. Azinuthal eld angledependenceof ( )F&* ( ; )
for various . The zz— com ponent is again - independent.
The Inset showsthe eld and node geom etry in the C —phase.
The node lines along c are lying In the planes perpendicular
to ab (dashed lines) which are m utually orthogonal. The eld
H liesathalfanglk (7) n between form ingan anglke with the
heat current 3, along the a—axis. T his geom etry is preserved
for any because the nodalplanes co—rotate w ith the eld.

IV.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

We hav% found that in UPt3 at low tem peratlures
(be_T v el ) and in the superclean lim it (( )2
v eH ), the them al conductivity exhibits clear angular
dependence which will help to identify the nodal direc—
tions in (k) and to verify the predictions of the com —
monly discussed E,, model for the gap function in B
and C phases. M ost signi cantly we predict that i) cusps
appear In the them al conductivity and speci c heat for

=0 @nd = ) dueto thepolrpointnodesofUP% in
both B—and C-phase. i) in the C-phase or heat cur-
rent along the nodaldirection ( = Z) a nie ,,( ;Z)
occurseven for ! 0which is caused by the contrbution
from the additional perpendicular node regions. For the
B-phase this contrbution vanishes. iii) the xyx 2z
anistropy ©rH in the ab-plane ( = 3) is considerably
larger in the B-phase as com pared to C—-phase. This
is again caused by the perpendicular node lines which
contrbute and enhance ;yx only for the C—phase.

W ehope that these di erent features in the eld-angle
dependent them al conductivity tensor above and below
the critical eld ofthe B-C transition w ill resolve a part
ofthe rem aining controversy surrounding () mUPts .
W e recall that them al conductivity experim ents have
been very usefil to identify (k) in unconventional su—
perconductors. For exam ple Izaw a et glhave succeded o
dentify (k) - SpRUO 423:,.CeCoIr15'34, organic sal<4
and m ore recently YN £B,C2%%. Indeed the themm al con—
ductivity appears to provide a unigue w indow to acoess

the nodal structure In unconventional superconductors.
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