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Abstract. W e derivethe expression forthetherm alconductivity � in the low-tem perature lim itT ! 0 in

d-wave superconductors,taking into accountthe presence ofcom peting orderssuch asspin-density wave,

is-pairing,etc..The expression is used for analyzing recent experim entaldata in La2� xSrxCuO 4.O ur

analysis strongly suggests thatcom peting orderscan be responsible foranom alies in behavioroftherm al

conductivity observed in those experim ents.

PACS. 74.25.Fy Transport properties (electric and therm alconductivity,therm oelectric e�ects,etc.) {

74.72.D n La-based cuprates { 74.72.-h Cuprate superconductors (high-Tc and insulating parent com -

pounds)

The existence offour nodalpoints in d-wave super-

conductorsprovidesrich and,som etim es,controllabledy-

nam ics ofquasiparticle excitations at zero tem perature.

In particular,the expressionsforelectrical,therm al,and

spin conductivity sim plify considerably in the universal-

lim it! ! 0;T ! 0 [1,2].Itisnoticeable thatthe role of

thetherm alconductivity � isspecial:whilevertex and/or

Ferm i-liquid correctionsm odify thebare,"universal",val-

ues ofboth electric and spin conductivities,the univer-

salvalue ofthe therm alconductivity isnotinuenced by

them [2].Itis:

�0

T
=
k2B

3

v2F + v2�

vF v�
; (1)

where vF is a Ferm ivelocity,v� is a gap velocity,and

kB is the Boltzm ann constant (we use units with �h =

c= 1).Thebasisforsuch a rem arkably sim pleexpression

is that there is a �nite density ofstates N (0) ofgapless

quasiparticlesdown to zero energy [2,3]:

N (0)=
2

�2vF v�
�0 ln

p0

�0
; (2)

where �0 � �(! ! 0),with �(!)an im purity scattering

rate,and p0 =
p
�vF v� =a is an ultraviolet m om entum

cuto� (a is a lattice constant) [2].Note that expression

(1) itselfis valid in the so-called \dirty" lim it,T � �0.

Therefore,although this expression does not contain �0
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explicitly,a nonzero �0 is crucialboth for Eqs.(1) and

(2).

But what willhappen ifthose quasiparticles becom e

gapped? O ne m ay think thatin thatcaseboth N (0)and

�0 arezero.However,aswillbeshown in thispaper,they

both are�niteeven in thatcase,iftheim purity scattering

rateisnon-zero.In fact,itwillbe shown thatthey are:

�
(m )

0

T
=
k2B

3

v2F + v2�

vF v�

� 2
0

� 2
0
+ m 2

(3)

and

N m (0)=
2

�2vF v�
�0 ln

p0
p
� 2
0
+ m 2

; (4)

wherem a quasiparticlegap.Thenoticeablepointisthat,

for allvalues ofthe gap up to m ’ �0,the suppression

ofboth therm alconductivity and quasiparticle density is

m ild:�0=�
(m )

0
and N (0)=N m (0)areoforderone.However,

the suppression in therm alconductivity rapidly becom es

strong asm crossesthisthreshold.Thesecond noticeable

point is that,as we willdiscuss below,the gap m plays

herea universalroleand m ay representdi�erentcom pet-

ingordersin d-wavesuperconductors,such asasspin den-

sity wave,chargedensity wave,is-pairing,etc..Although

their dynam ics are di�erent,expressions (3) and (4) for

�
(m )

0
and N m are the sam e.This happens because,�rst,

allthosegapsm correspond to di�erenttypesof"m asses"

in the Diracequation describing nodalquasiparticleexci-

tations,and,secondly,unlikeelectricand spin conductiv-

ities,the therm alconductivity k
(m )

0
isblind with respect

to quantum num bersdistinguishing thosem asses.

The expression k
(m )

0
corresponds to the dirty lim it

when T � �0.In d-wave superconductors,�0 can be as

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306143v3
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largeasoforder1 K oreven 10K ,and k
(m )

0
can bean im -

portantm easurablecharacteristicthere.Recently,two ex-

perim entalgroupshave observed an anom alousbehavior

in thetherm alconductivityin underdoped La2� xSrxCuO 4

(Refs.[4,5]and Refs.[6,7]).O ne ofthe m ostinteresting

observationsofexperim ent[6]isthatatverylow tem pera-

turesthevalueofthetherm alconductivity in underdoped

La2� xSrxCuO 4 (LSCO )islessthan theabsolutem inim um

km in=T = 2k2B =3 ofexpression (1)fork0=T,correspond-

ing to the isotropic case with vF = v� .This puzzle can

be naturally explained by utilizing the m odi�ed expres-

sion (3) with a nonzero m describing a com peting order

in the superconducting phase.W e willdiscuss this and

otherresultsofexperim ents[4,5,6,7]below.

Atsubkelvin tem peraturesrelevantto the low-T heat

conduction experim ents,we willuse the continuum ,low-

energy,description for the nodalquasiparticles in the d-

wavestate.Ateach node,thequasiparticlesaredescribed

by a two-com ponent Nam bu �eld.It willbe convenient,

followingRef.[8],toutilizefour-com ponent�elds,bycom -

bining Nam bu �elds corresponding to the nodes within

each ofthe two diagonalpairs.Thus we have two four-

com ponentDirac�elds.Thecorrespondingrepresentation

forthreeDiracm atricesis

0 = �1 
 I; 1 = � i�2 
 �3; 2 = i�2 
 �1; (5)

where�i arethe Paulim atricesand while the �rstfactor

in thetensorproductactsin thesubspaceofthenodesin

a diagonalpair,thesecond factoractson indicesinside a

Nam bu �eld.The m atricessatisfy the algebra f�;�g =

2g��,g�� = (1;� 1;� 1),�;� = 0;1;2.

W e willconsider quasiparticle gaps with the m atrix

structureO i = (I;i5;3;35).Herethem atrices3 and

5,anticom m uting with m atrices�,are

3 = i�2 
 �2; 5 = �3 
 I: (6)

Then,foreach ofthetwofour-com ponentDirac�elds,the

bareM atsubara G reen’sfunction can be written as

G 0(i!n;k)=
1

i!n0 � vF k11 � v� k22 � miO i

: (7)

Therefore,di�erentgapsm i correspond to di�erenttypes

of Dirac m asses.As was pointed out in Refs.[9,11,10,

8],these gapsrepresentdi�erentcom peting ordersin low

energy lim it.In particular,the m ass m 1,with O 1 = I,

describesthe (incom m ensurate)cosspin-density-wave

(SDW ),and the m ass m 2,with O 2 = i5,describes sin

SDW .The m asses m 3 and m 4,with O 3 = 3 and O 4 =

35,correspond to the idxy-pairing and the is-pairing,

respectively.O necan alsoconsideragap correspondingto

thecharge-density-wave(CDW ).In thatcase,oneshould

introduce a Dirac m assterm m ixing the four-com ponent

Dirac �elds corresponding to the two di�erent diagonal

pairsofthe nodes.Forsim plicity,we willnotconsiderit

in thisletter.

The scattering on im purities can be taken into ac-

countby introducing a M atsubara self-energy �(i! n),so

that the dressed G reen’s function becom es G (i!n;k) =

G 0(i!n � �(i!n);k).Asusual,retarded G reen’sfunction

isobtained by analytically continuing G reen’sfunction G ,

G R (!;k)= G (i!n ! ! + i�;k),and theim purity scatter-

ing rate isde�ned as�(!)= � Im �R (!).Atlow tem per-

atures we take �0 � �(! ! 0).The size of�0 depends

on the im purity density nim p aswellason the scattering

phase shift �.Solving the Schwinger-Dyson equation for

the self-energy in the self-consistentt-m atrix approxim a-

tion,one can �nd thatin the unitary lim it(� = �=2)the

equation determ ining �0 for a nonzero m i has the form

[12]

�
2

0 = �
2
vF v� ~�

�

N f ln
p20

� 2
0
+ m 2

i

�� 1

; (8)

where N f is the num ber offour-com ponent Dirac �elds

and ~� = nim p=��0 with �0 the norm alstate density of

states.Since v� � �0,the m agnitude ofthe supercon-

ducting gap,the scattering rate�0 isproportionaltop

� 0
~� �

p
� 0nim p.

Thelongitudinaldctherm alconductivity iscalculated

by m eansoftheK ubo form ula.In thebubbleapproxim a-

tion,followingthestandard procedure,itcan beexpressed

through thequasiparticlespectralfunction A(!;k)asfol-

lows

�
(m ) =

�N f

8kB T
2

Z
1

� 1

d!!2

cosh
2 !

2kB T

Z
d2k

(2�)2

�
�
v
2

F tr[1A(!;k)1A(!;k)]

+ v
2

� tr[2A(!;k)2A(!;k)]
	
: (9)

Herethespectralfunction isgiven by thediscontinuity of

the ferm ion G reen’sfunction

A(!;k)= �
1

2�i

�
G
R (! + i�;k)� G

A (! � i�;k)
�
: (10)

W ith G reen’sfunction athand,wecan calculateA(!;k).

For exam ple,for the gap proportionalto the unit Dirac

m atrix,ithasthe form (m � m1)[13]

A(!;k)=
�0

2�E

�
0E � vF k11 � v� k22 + m

(! � E )2 + � 2
0

+
0E + vF k11 + v� k22 � m

(! + E )2 + � 2
0

�

; (11)

where E (k) =
p
v2
F
k2
1
+ v2

�
k2
2
+ m 2 is the quasiparticle

energy.Substituting thelastexpression in Eq.(9)and tak-

ing the lim itT ! 0,wearriveat

�
(m )

0

T
=

2�N fk
2
B

3

Z
d2k

(2�)2

� 2
0

(E 2 + � 2
0
)2

=
k2B N f

6

v2F + v2�

vF v�

� 2
0

� 2
0
+ m 2

; (12)

i.e.,wederived expression (3)forthetherm alconductivity

(in which N f = 2).The resultfor three other gaps,m 2,

m 3,and m 4,introduced above,isthe sam e.
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W ith the spectralfunction (11),the density ofstates

(perspin)

N m (!)=
1

2

Z
d2k

(2�)2
tr[0A(!;k)] (13)

iseasily calculated

N m (!)=
N f

2�2vF v�

"

�0 ln
p0

p
� 2
0
+ (! � m )2

+ �0 ln
p0

p
� 2
0
+ (! + m )2

+ j!j

�
�

2
+ tan� 1

!2 � m2 � �20

2j!j�0

��

: (14)

Ityieldsexpression (4)forthedensity ofstateswith zero

energy.Therefore,in thepresenceofim purities,thequasi-

particle band surviveseven fora �nite m .1 The physical

reason forthisisthe form ation ofim purity bound states

inside the gap [14].O verlap between these states leads

to im purity band supporting the quasiparticle heat(and

electric)current.

The observation ofa residuallinearin T term in the

therm alconductivityin cuprates(YBa2Cu3O 7� � (YBCO )

[15],Bi2Sr2CaCu2O 8 (Bi-2212)[16]aswellasLSCO [6])is

usually interpreted asadirectconsequenceofnodesin the

gap.However,asitfollowsfrom Eq.(12),a subdom inant

orderparam eter,leadingtoagap fornodalquasiparticles,

does not exclude such a linear term in the therm alcon-

ductivity,although the latter does not have a universal

form anym ore.2

Thusweconclude thatnonperturbativedynam ics,re-

sponsible for the creation ofcom peting ordersin the su-

percriticalphase,can violatethe universality in the ther-

m alconductivity in the low tem perature lim it T ! 0.

Recent experim ents indicate that the existence of such

com peting ordersisquitepossible[17].Severaltheoretical

m odelshave been proposed to describe thisphenom enon

(fora review,seeRef.[18]).Aswewillnow discuss,using

theexpression forthetherm alconductivity derived above,

thisphenom enon can berelevantforunderstandingrecent

experim entsin La2� xSrxCuO 4 [4,5,6,7].

The m easurem entsofthe therm alconductivity in

LSCO atlow tem perature [4,5,6,7]showed the following

characteristicfeatures:

a) At subkelvin tem peratures,the value of�=T de-

creaseswith x [4,6].Attem peratureaslow as40 m K ,the

1 Note thatin the absence ofim purities [�0 = 0],we would

get N m (!)j�0= 0 = (N f=2�vF v� )j!j�(!
2
� m

2
),i.e.,in that

case,the m assm would lead to a gap in the density ofstates.
2
Although thefactthatopeningofagap fornodalquasipar-

ticles leads to changes in �
(m )

0
is naturalfrom physicalview-

point,therehasbeen acontroversy concerningthispointin the

literature.For exam ple,in the recent paper [12]the authors

claim thatin the lim itT ! 0 the universalexpression forthe

therm alconductivity,Eq.(1),surviveseven forgapped quasi-

particles.Expression (12)derived aboveclearly showsthatthis

isnotthe case.

value of�=T in som e underdoped sam ples is either less

than the absolute m inim um �m in=T = 2k2B =3 ofexpres-

sion (1)(forx = 0:06)orquiteclosetoit(forx = 0:07and

x = 0:09)[6].O n the otherhand,thisanom alousbehav-

ior in the therm alconductivity disappears in overdoped

sam ples(x = 0:17 and x = 0:20)[6].

b) The evolution of �=T across optim um doping is

sm ooth [4,6].

c) The therm alconductivity is sensitive to m agnetic

�eld.W hile in overdoped sam plesitincreaseswith m ag-

netic �eld,in underdoped sam ples the therm alconduc-

tivity decreaseswith increasing m agnetic �eld [5,7].The

authorsofRefs.[5,7]describethisasa �eld-induced ther-

m alm etal-to-insulatortransition.

d)Although rem aining sm ooth,the evolution of�=T

across optim um doping becom es visibly faster with in-

creasing m agnetic �eld [5].

The resultsofitem a)can be easily understood ifone

assum esthatthereexistsa com peting order,described by

the Dirac m ass m ,in the superconducting phase ofun-

derdoped LSCO .Then an appropriate value ofm in ex-

pression (3)willprovide the necessary suppression ofthe

therm alconductivity.The fact that such an anom alous

behavior in �=T disappears with increasing x, in over-

doped sam ples,can be understood if one assum es that

the dynam icalgap ("m ass")m decreaseswith increasing

x.As to this assum ption,it is wellknown in quantum

�eld theory that,indeed,an increase ofthe ferm ion den-

sity often suppressesadynam icalDiracm ass.Thereasons

forthatare sim ple.W ith increasing the ferm ion density,

the screening e�ects becom e stronger and the quasipar-

ticle interactions becom e weaker.In addition,at a su�-

ciently large quasiparticle density,the energy gain from

creating a gap m in the quasiparticle spectrum willbe

surpassed by the energy lossofpushing up the energy of

allstates in the band above the gap.In the case ofthe

m odelwith Diracferm ionsdescribing highly oriented py-

rolytic graphite (HO PG ) [19,20],this fact was explicitly

shown in Ref.[20].Although the presentsystem isquite

di�erentfrom HO PG ,thatexam ple supportsplausibility

ofthisassum ption.

Itistem pting to speculate thatthe dynam icalgap m

disappearscloseto optim um doping (x0 = 0:16in LSCO ).

A sm ooth evolution of�=T acrossoptim um doping then

suggests that it could be a continuous phase transition

with thescaling law oftheform m � (xc� x)� in thescal-

ing region with 0 < (xc � x)=xc � 1,where the critical

value xc ’ x0.The criticalindex � = 1=2 would cor-

respond to the m ean-�eld phase transition.In thatcase,

therewould beakinkin expression(3)atthecriticalpoint

x = xc.Indeed,since the therm alconductivity (3) de-

pendson m 2,and thereisa linearin m 2 term asm 2 ! 0,

itsderivativewith respectto x willhavea �nitedisconti-

nuityatx = xc for� = 1=2.In thecaseofanon-m ean-�eld

continuum phase transition,with � > 1=2,the evolution

ofk=T acrossxc ’ x0 would be sm oother.

Thispicture,with appropriatem odi�cations,can sur-

vivein thepresenceofa m agnetic�eld.In particular,the

factthatin overdoped sam ples� increaseswith m agnetic
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�eld as
p
H [5,7],im pliesthatthedynam icsin am agnetic

�eld in overdoped sam plesisapparently conventional.In-

deed,the
p
H behavioriswelldescribed by sem iclassical

m odels[21].Thisseem sto suggestthatthereisno gap m

(com peting order)in overdoped sam ples.

The situation isdi�erentin underdoped sam ples.The

m agnetic �eld enhancesthe suppression in � observed in

thesam esam plesatzero �eld (item c)above).M oreover,

the evolution �=T across optim um doping becom es visi-

bly fasterwith increasing H (item d)).Thissuggeststhat

m agnetic�eld playsheretheroleofa catalyst,enhancing

thegap m .Forsu�ciently largevaluesofm ,thesuppres-

sion in � willbesolargethatasam plee�ectively becom es

a therm alinsulatoraswasobserved in experim ents[5,7].

M icroscopicdynam icsresponsibleforcreatingcom pet-

ingorderscan bequitesophisticated [18].Thisissueisout-

sidethescopeofthisletter.Herewewillonly com m enton

theroleofa m agnetic�eld asa catalystin generating the

gap m .In non-superconducting system s,itiswellknown

thata m agnetic�eld isindeed a strong catalystin gener-

ating gaps(m asses)forDiracferm ions[22].In particular,

thise�ectwasstudied in them odeldescribing HO PG [19,

20].Itisclear,however,thatthe dynam icsin the vortex

phaseofd-wavesuperconductorsisvery di�erentand the

question aboutthe relevance ofa m agnetic �eld forgen-

erating (or enhancing) a quasiparticles gap there is still

open.Forexam ple,whiletheauthorsofpapers[23,24,25]

believethatsuch a rolefora m agnetic�eld in thatphase

isplausible,the analysisofthe authorsofRef.[26]indi-

catesthatthem agnetic�eld can actually supressidxy and

is gapsin a d-wavestate.

In this paper,we willuse a heuristic approach and

dem onstratethattheexperim entaldata in Refs.[5,7]can

be qualitatively understood ifone requires a gap that is

generated below a criticaldoping and increases with a

m agnetic �eld.To m ake thispointto be transparent,we

arelookingforan ansatzforthegap m (H ;x)which would

be as sim ple as possible.W e assum e that a) the phase

transition atthecriticaldoping x = 0:16 isthem ean-�eld

(ornearlym ean-�eld)one,and b)thegap increasesas
p
H

with them agnetic�eld (such ascalecovariantdependence

ofm on H was�rstconsidered in d-wavesuperconductors

in Ref.[23]).Thisleadsusto the ansatz:

m (H ;x)= (1� x=0:16)
1=2

�(0:16� x)(m0 + bE H ); (15)

where� isthe step function,EH = �hvF =2R

= (�hvF =2)
p
eH =�hc isa characteristicenergy scale in the

presenceofa m agnetic�eld in thevortex state(2R isthe

averagedistancebetween vortices),and m 0 and barefree

param eters.TakingvF = 2:5� 107cm =sforLSCO cuprates

[7,27],we�nd E H = 38K �
p
H (T)wherethe�eld H (T)is

taken in Teslas.Theconstantbisoforder1(fornum erical

calculations we take b = 2:2).As to the param eter m 0

thatdeterm inesthe gap forH = 0,itcan be found from

the ratio �=�0 = 2=3 (i.e.,�=T ’ 12�W K
� 2
cm � 1) for

x = 0:06,H = 0 and T ! 0,asreported in Ref.[6].Then,

taking �=�0 = �m0 =�0,with �
m
0 from equation (3),weget

m 0 = a�0 wherethe constanta ’ 0:9.

Letusnow calculate the therm alconductivity by us-

ing ansatz (15)form (H ;x).The im purity bandwidth for

LSCO isestim ated to be�0 ’ 25K � 30K [7,27]which is

two ordersofm agnitudelargerthan forvery clean

YBa2Cu3O 6:99 sam ples.W hilein clean YBa2Cu3O 6:99 the

scattering ofquasiparticles from vortices m ust be taken

into account,onecan neglectthedependenceofthewidth

�0 on them agnetic�eld (atleastfornotvery high �elds)

in the caseofratherdirty LSCO .O n the otherhand,the

presence ofa circulating supercurrentaround vorticesin

thevortex statecan betaken intoaccountin thesem iclas-

sicalapproach by m aking theDopplershiftin quasiparti-

cleenergies,! ! ! � vs(r)k,[28](vs(r)isthe superuid

velocity at a position r which depends on the form of

vorticesdistribution).In thiscase,the localtherm alcon-

ductivity �(r)hasto beaveraged overtheunitcellofthe

vortex lattice[29],

�(H ;T)=
1

A

Z

d
2
r�(r)=

Z

d�P (�)�(�;T); (16)

where

P (�)=
1

A

Z

d
2
r�(� � vs(r)k) (17)

isthevortex distribution,and A = �R 2 isthearea ofthe

vortex unit cell.W e use the G aussian distribution func-

tion P (�)= (1=
p
�E H )exp[� �2=E 2

H ]which isbelieved to

be the m ostsuitable distribution in the presence ofhigh

disorder[30].Thusweneed to calculate

�(H ;T)=
�N f

8kB T
2

Z
1

� 1

d!!2

cosh
2 !

2kB T

Z
1

� 1

d�P (�)

Z
d2k

(2�)2

�
�
v
2

F tr[1A(! � �;k)1A(! � �;k)]

+ v
2

� tr[2A(! � �;k)2A(! � �;k)]
	

(18)

(com parewith Eq.(9)).

Taking thelim itT ! 0 in thelastequation,wearrive

atthe following expression:

�(H ;0)

�0
=
1

2

Z
1

� 1

d�P (�)

�

1+
�2 � m2 + � 2

0

2j�j�0

�

�
�

2
� tan� 1

� 2
0 + m 2 � �2

2j�j�0

��

; (19)

wherewenorm alized thetherm alconductivity on theuni-

versalvalue Eq.(1).

In Figs.1,2 we presentthe ratio �(H ;0)=�0 calculated

asa function ofthem agnetic�eld H (Fig.1)and thedop-

ing x (Fig.2).Theform ofthesedependencesisquitesim -

ilarto thatofexperim entaldatapresented in Fig.2ofRef.

[7]and in Fig.4 ofRef.[5],respectively.

At sm all values of the doping, x = 0:06 and x =

0:13 (low curves in Fig.1),the therm alconductivity de-

creaseswith increasing �eld asa resultofincreasing the

gap m (H ).For supercriticalvalues ofthe doping (x =

0:17;0:2 -upper curves in Fig.1) the �eld dependence is

approxim ately
p
H .This behavior is in accordance with

theincreasein quasiparticlepopulation duetotheVolovik
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0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

H

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

κ
(H

)/
κ
(0

)

x=0.06

x=0.13

x=0.17

x=0.2

Fig. 1. �(H )=T [norm alized to the value �(0)=T] versus

H at T = 0 and for the doping with the values x =

0:06;0:13;0:17;0:2.The im purity width is �0 = 25K (for the

uppercurve (x = 0:2)�0 = 30K ).

e�ectthatisvalid evenforgapped quasiparticles[31]when

the vortex scattering isneglected.

Fig.2 shows the dependence of � on the doping for

two di�erent values of the m agnetic �eld.O ne can see

thesuppression of� in theunderdoped regim easa result

ofthe presence ofthe m agnetic-�eld-induced gap.Note

thatboth curvesgrow fastnearthe criticaldoping xc =

0:16 where the gap disappears.It is also noticeable that

this growth is m uch faster forthe H = 13 T curve than

that for the H = 1 T curve.These facts agree with the

experim entaldata [5]discussed in item d)above.

Although thepresentanalysisisbased on theparticu-

laransatz(15)form (H ;x),onecan expectthatthem ain

characteristicsin the behaviorofthe therm alconductiv-

ity willretain qualitatively the sam e for a wide class of

gapsm (H ;x)sharingthefeaturesthatthey aregenerated

below acriticaldoping and increasewith a m agnetic�eld.

In conclusion,we derived the expression forthe ther-

m alconductivity in d-wave superconductorsin the pres-

ence ofcom peting orders.The derived expression (3)for

�
(m )

0
=T is sim ple and transparent.W e also analyzed the

dependence of the therm alconductivity on a m agnetic

�eld and adopingin thevortex state.O urresultsstrongly

suggestthatthepresenceofcom peting orderscan becru-

cialfor understanding recentexperim ents in LSCO [4,5,

6,7].
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