arXiv:cond-mat/0306143v3 [cond-mat.str-el] 31 Jan 2004

EPJ m anuscript N o.
w illbe Inserted by the edior)

Them al conductivity and com peting orders in d-wave

superconductors

V P.Gusynin® and V .A .M iransky®®

D epartm ent of A pplied M athem atics, U niversity of W estem O ntario, London, O ntario N 6A 5B 7, C anada

the date of receipt and acceptance should be Inserted later

Abstract. W e derive the expression for the them al conductivity in the low —tem perature Iim it T !

0in

d-w ave superconductors, taking Into account the presence of com peting orders such as spin-density wave,
ispairing, etc.. The expression is used for analyzing recent experim ental data in La, xS CuO4.O0ur
analysis strongly suggests that com peting orders can be responsble for anom alies in behavior of them al

conductivity observed In those experin ents.

PACS. 7425Fy Transport properties (electric and them al conductivity, them oelectric e ects, etc.) {
74.72Dn Labased cuprates { 74.72-h Cuprate superconductors (high-T ¢ and insulating parent com -

pounds)

T he existence of four nodal points In d-wave super—
conductors provides rich and, som etin es, controllable dy—
nam ics of quasiparticle excitations at zero tem perature.
In particular, the expressions for electrical, them al, and
soin conductivity sin plify considerably in the universal-
Imi ! ! 0;T ! 0 [i,8]. It is noticeable that the rok of
the thermm alconductivity is special: while vertex and/or
Ferm iliquid correctionsm odify the bare, "universal', val-
ues of both electric and spin conductivities, the univer—
salvalue of the them al conductivity is not in uenced by
them []. & is:
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where v is a Fem i velocity, v is a gap velociy, and
kg is the Boltzm ann constant wWe use units wih h =
c= 1).Thebasis for such a rem arkably sin ple expression
is that there is a nite density of states N (0) of gaplss
quasiparticles down to zero energy {_Z,-'_Z%]:

P
N ()= — oI =; @)

Vg V 0
where | (!p! 0),wih (!) an Inpurity scattering
rate, and pg = V¢ V =a is an ultraviolet m om entum

cuto (@ is a lattice constant) 'E:]. N ote that expression
é_].') itself is valid in the so—called \dirty" lim i, T 0-
T herefore, although this expression does not contain ¢
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" But what will happen if those quasiparticles becom e
gapped? O nem ay think that in that case both N (0) and
o are zero.H owever, asw illbe shown In this paper, they
both are nite even In that case, ifthe In purity scattering
rate is non-zero. In fact, it willbe shown that they are:

(m ) 2 2
0 zk_vi,+v2 0

3
T 3 wv g+m? ©
and 5
b
No 0)= — 0o h = @
VE V g+m?

wherem a quasiparticlke gap.T he noticeable point is that,
for all values of the gap up to m o, the suppression
ofboth them al conductivity and quasiparticle density is
mid: o= ém " and N ()=, (0) are oforderone. H ow ever,
the suppression in them al conductivity rapidly becom es
strong asm crosses this threshold. T he second noticeable
point is that, as we w ill discuss below , the gap m plays
here a universal role and m ay represent di erent com pet—
Ing orders in d-w ave superconductors, such as as spin den—
sity wave, charge density wave, is-pairing, etc..A Ithough
their dynam ics are di erent, expressions ('@:) and @:) for
ém ) and N, are the sam e. T his happens because, rst,
allthose gapsm corresoond to di erent types of "m asses"
In the D irac equation describing nodal quasiparticle exci-
tations, and, secondly, unlike electric and spin conductiv—
ities, the them al conductiviy kém ) isblind wih respect
to quantum num bers distinguishing those m asses.
T he expression kém ) corresponds to the dirty lim it
when T 0. In d-wave superconductors, o can be as


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306143v3

2 V P.Gusynin,V .A .M iransky: T hem al conductivity and com peting orders in d-wave superconductors

largeasoforder 1 K oreven 10 K , and k(;m ) can bean In —

portant m easurable characteristic there. R ecently, tw o ex—
perin ental groups have observed an anom alous behavior
in the them aloconductivity in underdoped La, »Sr,CuO 4
R efs. EI,-B] and Refs. Er_d,:j])_. O ne of the m ost interesting
observations ofexperin ent [§] is that at very low tem pera—
tures the value ofthe them alconductivity in underdoped
La; xS, CuO4 (LSCO )is kssthan the absolutem inin um
kn in=T = 2k2 =3 of expression {l) fr ko=T , correspond—
ing to the isotropic case with v+ = v . This puzzle can
be naturally explained by utilizing the m odi ed expres—
sion '_) wih a nonzero m describing a com peting order
In the superconducting phase. W e will discuss this and
other results of experin ents Eﬂ,-g,:f;,:j.] below .

At subkelrin tem peratures relevant to the low-T heat
conduction experim ents, we w ill use the continuum , low —
energy, description for the nodal quasiparticles in the d—
wave state. At each node, the quasiparticles are described
by a two-com ponent Nambu eld. It will be convenient,
follow ngRef. E_g], to utilize four-com ponent elds, by com —
bining Nambu elds corresponding to the nodes w ithin
each of the two diagonal pairs. Thus we have two four-
com ponent D irac elds. T he corresponding representation
for three D irac m atrices is

o= 1 I; 1= 1, 3; 2= 1, A )]
where ; are the Paulim atrices and while the rst factor
in the tensor product acts in the subspace ofthe nodes in
a diagonalpair, the second factor acts on indices Inside a
Nambu eld.Them atrices satisfy the algebra £ ; g=
29 ,9 =@ 1; 1), ; = 0;1;2.

W e will consider quasiparticle gaps with the m atrix

structure O ;= (T;1i5; 37 3 5).Herethem atrices ; and
5, anticom m uting w ith m atrices , are
3=1, 27 s= 3 1I: (6)

T hen, foreach ofthe two fourcom ponent D irac elds, the
bare M atsubara G reen’s flinction can be w ritten as

1

Go@!'y;k)=
0 (n i) ilno wkii1 vko

mo; " (7)
T herefore, di erent gapsm ; correspond to di erent types
of D irac m asses. As was pointed out in Refs. E,ﬂy,:_ld,
:g], these gaps represent di erent com peting orders in low
energy lm it. In particular, the massm,, wih O; = I,
describes the (Incom m ensurate) cos spin-density-wave
(SDW ), and themassm,, with O, = i 5, describes sin
SDW .Themassesms3 andmg4,with O3 = 3 and O4 =

3 5, correspond to the idy,-pairing and the is-pairing,
regpectively.O ne can also consider a gap corresponding to
the chargedensity-wave (CDW ). In that case, one should
Introduce a D irac m ass termm m ixing the four-com ponent
D irac elds corresponding to the two di erent diagonal
pairs of the nodes. For sin plicity, we w ill not consider it
In this letter.

The scattering on inpurities can be taken Into ac—

count by introducing a M atsubara selffenergy 1! ), so
that the dressed G reen’s function becomes G {!,;k) =

Go @y, @i!'4);k).A susual, retarded G reen’s function
is obtained by analytically continuing G reen’s function G,
GR (1;k)=G @'y ! !+ 1 ;k),and the in puriy scatter—
ngrateisde nedas ()= Mn R (!).At low temper
atures we take | (! ' 0).The size of ( depends
on the in purity density ni, p aswellas on the scattering
phase shift . Solving the Schw ingerD yson equation for
the selfenergy in the selfconsistent tm atrix approxin a—
tion, one can nd that in the uniary lm it ( = =2) the
equation detemm ining ( ©r a nonzero m ; has the om

)]

2 2
0

= “wv " Ntk ; (8)

where N ¢ is the number of fourcom ponent D irac elds
and ¥ = nyp= o wih o the nom al state density of
states. Since v o, the m agnitude of the supercon-—
guﬂg ga}ga, the scattering rate ( is proportionalto
0" 0Nimp -

T he Iongitudinaldc them alconductivity is calculated
by m eans of the K ubo form ula. In the bubbl approxin a—
tion, follow ing the standard procedure, it can be expressed
through the quasiparticle spectral function A (! ;k) as ol
ows

m)_ N& SERPTRE d’k
8kg T 2 cosh? 2k;T @ )?
vetr [ 1A (1 7k) 1A (15k)]
+ Vtr [ LA (15k) oA (1K) e ©

H ere the spectral finction is given by the discontinuity of
the ferm ion G reen’s fiinction

i,GR(Hi;k) G (!

A (k)= >3

W ith G reen’s function at hand, we can calculate A (! ;k).
For exam ple, or the gap proportional to the unit D irac

m atrix, it hasthe om @  m;) {3]
E k vk 2+m
A (k) = 0 0 ¥ K11 22
2 E (! EF+ ¢
E+wky 1+ k m
+ 0 VK1 1TV 22 ; a11)
'+ E)P2+ ¢
P 2 2 ; . :
where E k) =  vZki+ v*ki+ m? is the quasiparticle

energy. Substituting the last expression in Eq.(d) and tak—
hgthelimi T ! 0,we arrive at

z
o 2N T gk 5
T 3 @12 E2+ §)?
KN + v @
-2+ F 0 a2)
6 wv g+ m?

ie., we derived expression (3) forthe them alconductivity
(in which N¢ = 2).The result for three other gaps, m 2,
m 3, and m 4, Introduced above, is the sam e.
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W ith the spectral function C_l-]_: the density of states
foer spin)

N, (I)= ! &k tr[ oA (! ;k)] 13)
m 2 (2 )2 0 -7
is easily calculated
"
N ¢ Po
! ng
rn() 22VFV 0 F 02+(| m)2
P
+ thZO—Z
g+ (t+m)
12 g2 2
+ 33 Pe———= 14)

— + tan
2 2330

Tt yields expression @) for the density of states w ith zero
energy. T herefore, in the presence of in purities, the quasi-
particle band surviveseven fora nitem . :L: T he physical
reason for this is_ the form ation of im purity bound states
inside the gap fl4] O verbp between these states leads
to In purity band supporting the quasiparticlke heat (@nd
electric) current.

T he observation of a residual linear In T temm in the
them alconductivity in cuprates (Y Ba,Cus0 5 (YBCO)
I15 1, BLSrnCaCu,0g Bi2212) [lé]aswe]lasLSCO fé]) is
usually interpreted as a direct consequence ofnodes in the
gap.However, as it follows from Eqg. ClZ), a subdom inant
order param eter, leading to a gap rnodalquasiparticks,
does not exclude such a linear term in the them al con—
ductiviy, although the latter does not have a universal
form anym ore.ﬁ

T hus we conclude that nonperturbative dynam ics, re—
soonsible for the creation of com peting orders in the su-
percritical phase, can violate the universality in the ther-
m al conductivity in the low temperature Imi T ! O.
Recent experim ents indicate that the existence of such
com peting orders is quite possble {17‘ Severaltheoretical
m odels have been proposed to describbe this phenom enon
(for a review , sce Ref. [18 .Aswewillnow discuss, using
the expression for the themm alconductivity derived above,
this phenom enon can be relevant for understanding recent
experin ents in La, S5, CuO 4 K96,

T he m easurem ents of the themm al conductivity in
LSCO at low tem perature ¥,8,6,1] showed the ollow ing
characteristic features:

a) At subkelvin tem peratures, the value of =T de-
creasesw ith x Ef,:_d].Attemperature aslow as40mK, the

1 Note that in the absence of inpurities [ ¢ = 0], we would

get N (1),-0 = Ne=2 wv )33 (* m?), ie, in that
case, themassm would lad to a gap in the density of states.

2 A Though the fact that opening ofa gap for nodalquasipar-
ticles leads to changes in ém ) is natural from physical view —
point, there hasbeen a controversy conceming t_h_JS point in the
literature. For exam ple, in the recent paper [12] the authors
clain thatin thelm it T ! O the universal expression for the
them al conductivity, E g. (:]1 survives even for gapped quasi-
particles. E xpression {121 derived above clearly show s that this
is not the case.

valuie of =T in som e underdoped sam ples is either less
than the absoluite m ninum g, =T = 2kZ =3 of expres—
sion (].) (orx = 0:06) orquite closeto it (forx = 007 and
x = 0:09) Eﬁ]. O n the other hand, this anom alous behav-
jor in the them al conductiviy disappears in overdoped
samples (x = 017 and x = 020) fal.

b) The evolution of
am ooth EI,:_é]

c) The them al conductivity is sensitive to m agnetic

eld.W hilk in overdoped sam ples it increases w ith m ag—

netic eld, n underdoped sam ples the them al conduc-
tivity decreases w ith increasing m agnetic eld E -7' The
authors ofR efs. 5,-"} describe thisasa eld- Jnduoed ther-
m alm etalto-insulator transition.

d) A though rem aining sm ooth, the evolution of =T
across optinum doping becom es visbly faster wih in-
creasing m agnetic eld ﬁj].

The results of ftem a) can be easily understood if one
assum es that there exists a com peting order, described by
the D irac mass m , in the superconducting phase of un—
derdoped LSCO . Then an appropriate valie ofm in ex—
pression 6'_3) w ill provide the necessary suppression of the
them al conductivity. The fact that such an anom alous
behavior in =T disappears wih Increasihg x, in over—
doped sam ples, can be understood if one assum es that
the dynam icalgap ("m ass") m decreases w ith Increasing
x. A s to this assum ption, i is well known in quantum

eld theory that, Indeed, an increase of the ferm ion den-—
sity often suppressesa dynam icalD iracm ass.T he reasons
for that are smplk.W ith increasing the ferm ion densiy,
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 w ill be
surpassed by the energy loss of pushing up the energy of
all states In the band above the gap. In the case of the
m odelw ith D irac ferm ions describing highly ordented py-—
mlytic graphite HOPG) [[9,20], this fact was explicitly
shown in Ref. QO] A though the present system is quite
di erent from HOPG, that exam ple supports plausbiliy
of this assum ption.

Tt is tem pting to speculate that the dynam icalgap m
disappears close to optim um doping (xg = 0:16 in LSCO).
A amooth evolution of =T across optinum doping then
suggests that it could be a continuous phase transition
w ith the scaling law ofthe form m (¢ x) Inthescal
Ing region with 0 < (Xc X)=% 1, where the critical
value x. ’ Xo. The crtical index = 1=2 would cor-
respond to the m ean— eld phase transition. In that case,
there would be a kink in expression d atthe cr:n:JcalpOJnt
X = Xg. Indeed since the them al oonductJVJty G de-
pends on m 2 , and there isa linear in m 2 term asm? ! 0,
its der:iyatjye w ith respect to x willhave a nite disconti-
nuity atx = x. for = 1=2.In the caseofanon-m ean—- eld
continuum phase transition, wih > 1=2, the evolution
of k=T acrossx.’ Xp would be sm oother.

T his picture, w ith appropriate m odi cations, can sur-
vive in the presence ofa m agnetic eld. In particular, the
fact that In overdoped sam ples increasesw ith m agnetic

=T across optinum doping is
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eld asp H 1_5,-'_"2], In plies that the dynam ics in a m agnetic

eld in oveydoped sam ples is apparently conventional. In—
deed, the H behavior is well described by sem iclassical
m odels lZl T his seem s to suggest that there isno gap m
(com peting order) in overdoped sam ples.

T he situation is di erent in underdoped sam ples. T he
m agnetic eld enhances the suppression in  observed in
the sam e sam ples at zero eld (item c) above).M oreover,
the evolution =T across optinum doping becom es visi-
bly fasterw ith ncreasing H (item d)).T his suggests that
m agnetic eld plays here the rok ofa catalyst, enhancing
thegapm .Forsu ciently lJarge values ofm , the suppres—
sion In willbe so large that a sam ple e ectively becom es
a therm al insulator as was cbserved in experin ents E,- 1.

M icroscopic dynam ics responsible for creating com pet—
ing orders can be quite sophisticated [18].T his issue isout-
side the scope ofthis letter.Herewe w illonly com m ent on
the role ofa m agnetic eld asa catalyst in generating the
gap m . In non-superconducting system s, it is well known
that a m agnetic eld is indeed a strong catalyst in gener-
ating gaps (m asses) forD irac ferm ions [2fi] In parthuJar,
thise ect was studied in them odeldescnbmg HOPG I:L9|
20] Tt is clear, however, that the dynam ics in the vortex
phase of d-w ave superconductors is very di erent and the
question about the relevance of a m agnetic eld for gen-
erating (or enhancing) a quasiparticles gap there is still
open.For exam ple, whilk the authors of papers [2-Z§ @-4',:2-5]
believe that such a role or a m agnetic eld in that phase
is plausible, the analysis of the authors of Ref. t26] indi-
catesthat them agnetic eld can actually supress idy, and
is gaps In a d-wave state.

In this paper, we will use a heuristic approach and
dem onstrate that the experin entaldata in Refs. E_E;,-':/:] can
be qualitatively understood if one requires a gap that is
generated below a critical doping and increases wih a
m agnetic eld. To m ake this point to be transparent, we
are looking foran ansatz orthegapm #H ;x) which would
be as sinple as possble. W e assum e that a) the phase
transition at the criticaldoping x = 0:16 isthem ean—pe;]d
(ornearly m ean— eld) one, and b) the gap increasesas H
w ith them agnetic eld (such a scale covariant dependence
ofm onH was rstconsidered in d-wave superconductors
in Ref. 3]). This leads us to the ansatz:

m@E;x)= 1 x=016)"" (016 x)fu+ Ey); (15)
where isthe step function, Ey = hvy =2R
= (vr =2) eH =hc is a characteristic energy scale In the
presence ofa m agnetic eld in the vortex state (2R is the
average distance between vortices), and m ¢ and b are free
param eters. Taking vr = T@m =s rLSCO cuprates
27, we ndEy = 38K H (T)wherethe edH (T)is
taken In Teslas.The constantb isoforder1 (for num erical
calculations we take b = 22). A s to the param eter m
that detem ines the gap forH = 0, it can be found from
theratibo = o = 2=3 (e, =T ’ 12 WK ‘am ') for
= 006,H = 0and T ! 0, as reported in Ref.[4]. Then,
taking = o= { = o,wih § from equation (g),weget
mo= a o wherethe constanta’ 0:9.

Let us now calculate the them al conductivity by us—
ing ansatz @5) form #H ;x).The in purity bandw idth for
LSCO isestinated tobe ' 25K 30K /,27]which is
tw o orders of m agnitude larger than for very clean
YBa,Cuz0 g.99 sam p]es.W hile in clean YBa,Cus0g.99 the
scattering of quasiparticles from vortices m ust be taken
Into acoount, one can neglect the dependence ofthe w idth

o on them agnetic eld (at last rnot very high elds)
In the case of rather dirty LSCO .0 n the other hand, the
presence of a circulating supercurrent around vortices in
the vortex state can be taken Into account in the sem iclas—
sical approach by m aking the D opp]er shift in quasiparti-
ceenergies, ! ! | w @k, 28] (v, (r) isthe super uid
velocity at a position r which depends on the form of
vortices distribution) . In this case, the lJocalthem al con—
ductivity (r) has to be averaged over the unit cell of the
vortex lattice @9],

d P () (;T); 16)

&r ( ¥@k) @7)
is the vortex distribution, and A = R? isthe area ofthe
vortex unit W e use the G aussian distrdbution fiinc—
tionP ()= (1= Ey)expl ?=EZ ]which isbelieved to
be them ost suitable distribution in the presence of high
disorder BO Thus we need to calculate

HT) Nle drt2 Zldp()z 2k
' 8ka T2 1 oosh’ o 1 @ )?
Ve tr [ 1A (! k) 1A (! k)1

+ VP tr [ LA (! k) oA (! k)] as8)

(com pare w ith Eq.{_ﬁ)).
Takingthelm i T ! O in the last equation, we arrive
at the follow Ing expression:

Z

;0 1 2 mz4 2
@i _ 1 P()1+ ——
0 2 1 23 7Jo
2+m2 2
- tn'-*—v— 19)
2 23 3o

w here we nom ahzed the therm alconductivity on the uni-
versalvalie Eq. (L)

n FJgsﬂ.;Z we present the ratio ® ; O)— o caloulated
asa ﬁmctJon ofthem agnetic eld H CFJg:L) and the dop—
ngx CFJgQ.) T he form ofthese dependences is quite sin —
ilarto that ofexperin entaldata presented in Fig2 ofRef.
ﬁ] and in Fig4 ofRef. Eﬂ 1, respectively.

At anall values of the doping, x = 006 and x =
043 (low curves in Fjga'}'), the them al conductiviy de—
creases w ith increasing eld as a result of ncreasing the
gap m (H ). For supercritical v:all]ues of the doping x =
047;02 —upp%iurves In Figa) the eld dependence is
approxin ately H . This behavior is In accordance w ith
the increase in quasiparticle population due to the Volovik
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H )=T hom alized to the value
0 and for the doping with the valies x =

Fig. 1. (0)=T ] versus
H at T =
0:06;0:13;0:17;02. The Inpurity width is ¢ =

upper curve x = 02) o= 30K).

25K (for the

e ect that isvalid even forgapped quasiparticles ﬂ_B-];:] w hen
the vortex scattering is neglected.

Fjg[a* show s the dependence of on the doping for
two di erent values of the m agnetic eld. One can see
the suppression of in the underdoped regin e as a result
of the presence of the m agnetic— eld-induced gap. N ote
that both curves grow fast near the critical doping x. =
0:16 where the gap disappears. It is also noticeable that
this growth ismuch faster forthe H = 13 T cuxve than
that forthe H = 1 T curve. These facts agree w ith the
experin entaldata [i] discussed in ttem d) above.

A lthough the present analysis isbased on the particu—
lar ansatz (';LS) form #H ;x), one can expect that them ain
characteristics in the behavior of the them al conductiv-
iy will retain qualitatively the sam e for a w ide class of
gapsm #H ;x) sharing the features that they are generated
below a criticaldoping and increase w ith am agnetic eld.

In conclusion, we derived the expression for the ther-
m al conductivity in d-wave superconductors In the pres—

ence of com peting orders. T he derived expression (:_3) for
@)

o =T is sinple and transparent. W e also analyzed the
dependence of the them al conductivity on a m agnetic
eld and a doping In the vortex state.O ur resuls strongly
suggest that the presence of com peting orders can be cru—
'cj‘-;ll for understanding recent experin ents in LSCO E],"QJ,

0,7h].
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