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W e present analytic and num erical results for the themm oelectric e ect in unconventional super-
conductors w ith a dilute random distribution of in purities, each scattering isotropically but w ith a
phase shift interm ediate between the Bom and unitary lim its. T he them oelectric response fiinction
hasa linear tem perature dependence at low tem peratures, w ith a slope that dependson the In purity
concentration and phase shift. A Ithough the them oelectric e ect vanishes identically in the strict
Bom and unitary lim its, even a sm all deviation of the phase shift from these 1im its leads to a large
resgponse, especially in clean system s. W e also discuss possbilities of m easuring counter- ow ing
supercurrents In a SQ U ID —setup. T he non-quantized them oelectrically induced ux can easily be
of the order of a percent of the ux quantum in clean system s at ‘He tem peratures.

PACS numbers: 74 25Fy, 74.72 -h

I. NTRODUCTION

E kctronic charge and heat transport m easurem ents
can give important inform ation about the m icro—
scopic properties of high-T. and other unconventional
superconductorsd@:2:4:2:0.1.8,21011,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20
O f particular interest is the low-tem perature regine,
w here electronic properties are believed to be controlled
by elastic in purity scattering. T his is the case, because
In an unconventional superconductor with an order
param eter changing sign at som e points on the Femm i
surface (forexam ple the d-wave order param eter), elastic
scattering by even a sm all concentration of im purities
Jeads to pair breaking, and the fom ation ofan in purity
band ofwidth around the Fem ilevel. T hese low -lying
excitations, are resgponsble for a universal lm it at
low tem peratures T , where the charge and heat
conductances becom e independent of the scattering
properties of the Im purities. This low-energy behavior
was rst predicted by Leet® for the zero-frequency
charge conductance, and was later extended to inclide
the heat conductance by G rafet al.28

The universal character of the T ! 0 heat conduc—
tance was seen experin entally in Refs. EEEEEE'] A
serdes of recent related experin ents on the tem perature
dependence ofthe heat conductance approaching the uni-
versal lin i,*2 m icrow ave conductiity*3 and STM spec—
troscopy of quasiparticle inpurity states?: have all n—
dicated that In purity scattering in the cuprates m ight
not be in the strict unitary or Bom lm its. Lim iting
the discussion to isotropic scattering, this m eans that
the Inpurity potential ug is of intem ediate size, and
the corresponding s-wave scattering phase shift ¢ =
arctan ( Nfug) has som e Intem ediate value 0 < 4 <

=2. Here isN ¢ the densiy ofstatesat the Ferm ilevelin
the nom alstate. Ifthis isthe case, electron-hole sym m e~
try is explicitly broken neareach in puriy and the global
electron-hole sym m etry is broken for a hom ogeneous di-
lute distrdoution of such im purities22232425 This has
direct consequences for the heat and charge transport

coe cients, 8 but leads also to large them oelectric ef-
fects. A fact that was previously noted in connection
to the heavy fermm ion system s by Ar et al232% In the
present paperw e report an extensive analysis ofelectron—
hole sym m etry breaking by elastic im purity scattering,
and its e ect on the transport coe cients In unconven-—
tional superconductors, w th an em phasis on the d-wave
cuprates at low tem peratures.

P revious work on them oelectric e ects in the heavy

ferm jon superconductors?32428 were Iin ited to situations
In which the energy-dependent broadening of the quasi-
particle states can be neglected, ie. when the in aginary
part of the im purity selfenergy satis es= 5 ()
T his approxin ation is expected to be good at high tem -
peratures, T < T., but fails at lower tem peratures. In
fact, n the tem perature regine T of high current
Interest, where e ects of universality becom e of in por—
tance, the In purity renom alization is the dom inant en-—
ergy scale and the problem has to be considered anew .

Our results can be summ arized as follows. (1) For
Interm ediate phase shifts, the them oelectric response
function (T) is In generallarge, which leads to counter—

ow Ing supercurrents detectable eg. as a them ally in—
duced m agnetic ux in a ring setup 2728223031 2y At
Iow temperaturesT . , (T) scales linearly wih tem —
perature, w ith a non-universal slope that grow s lJarge in
clkan system s.

II. ELECTRON-HOLE SYMMETRY BREAKING
AND GIANT THERM OELECTRIC EFFECTS

To com pute the response to a them algradientr T and
an elkctric eld E (!), we need to evaluate the charge
current % as well as the heat current 3 . In the lin-
ear response, the observable response fiinctions such as
the heat and charge conductivities, can conveniently be
expressed In tem s of response functions L that are
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T his particular choice of forces ensures that the O nsager
relations L1, = Ljy; are ful lled (seeeg. Refl @]) .
Contrary to the two diagonal term s Li; and Lo, In

Eq. [), the them oelectric coe cientsL 1, = L, require
an electron-hol asymm etry around the Ferm ienergy In
order to be non—zero. In the nom al state, to quasiclassi-
cal accuracy, ie. to lading order n sm all param eters
s = fT=T¢;1=psr o;::g, there is no such electron-hole
asymm etry in the theory and the them oelectric coef-

cients vanish, LY, = 1}, = 0. Here is = v¢=T. the
superconducting coherence length, and T¢, pr, and ve
are the Fem i tem perature, m om entum and velocity, re—
spectively. T his resul holds also in the superconducting
phase when the order param eter has the conventional
s-wave symm etry28 However, r unconventional super—
conductors this is not the case: inpurity scattering is
pairbreaking and potentialscatteringo an in purity site
Induces a non-vanishing electron-hole asym m etry already
to lading order in the sn all param eters s Emm]ﬂ]
To illustrate this, we consider a superconductor having
an ogler param eter w ith a vanishing Ferm i surface aver—
age, dpr (E¢)= 0, n which case the equilbbrium -state
inpurty €  -matrix in Nambu (electron-hole) space has
the fom

sin g cos oI+ s o _dpraf Gor; )3

2 ()= i @)
Gos N:e cos? o sif o dpedf (or; )?

g

w here the diagonal com ponent of the equilbrium qua-—
iclassical G reen’s function is g5 = B= R [ R =
Jee)T (8 )?2]1. T he electron-hole asym m etric scat—
tering becom es explicit when we exam ine the electron
(11) and hole (22) parts:

1
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In particular, m ultiple scatteringo the In purity leadsto
resonances at = res ( o) for electron-like excitations
and at = + 5( o) for holelke excitations. These In —
purity resonances becom e virtualbound states localized
at the i purity in the strong scattering lim i, o ! =2
E]. This also in plicates that electrons and holes have
di erent energy dependent scattering life tim es at inter—
m ediate phase shifts22
W e assume that the impurities are random ly dis-
tributed wih an average am all concentration n;, that
is absorbed In the nom al state elastic scattering rate
o- =2 =2njsin® (= N;.W ithin the usual m purity
averaging technique3? the inpurity self energy has the
form
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FIG .1: The im agihary part of 3, shown for di erent nor-
m al state scattering phase shifts ( for a d-wave supercon—
ductorwith () = 000s@ . ). There is a substantial
asymmetry in = §, () around = 0. The dashed vertical
lines indicate the single-Im purity resonance energies res( o)
for an electron-like quasiparticle at the corresponding phase
shifts. T he resonance energy ofthe single in puriy selfenergy
is carried over to the selfconsistently com puted self energy
describing the random ly distributed im purities, but slightly
shiffed away from the Fem i level: (o) res(0). The
hole com ponent, 52, is related to the electron com ponent

as 5, ()= § S=1hC ).

The term proportional to the third Pauli matrix In
electron-hole space, "3, gives the In puriy renom aliza—
tion of the energy, ¥ = K. Theunittem, § (),
drops out of the equations for the equilbrium state, but
In fact enters the transport equations describbing the non—
equilbrim state. § () explicitly breaks electron-holk
symm etry, which leads to the them oelectric e ect we
study below . In generalwe can not expect the unit tem
to etthervanish orto be an all, although it vanishes in the
strict Bom and unitary lm its. The induced asymm etry
isshown rtheelectronpart §,= £+ § mri.m.
The response functions L. , calculated to lowest or-
der In the am allparam eters s, are conveniently com puted
through the quasiclassicalK eldysh propagator & ,eval
uated to linear order in the forces. Am azingly, § hasa
closed form in which the self-consistently com puted equi-
lbrium G reen’s function §§ , order parameter ®, and
in purity selfenergies "% o serve as input+222 A com pli-
cation is that § depends on linear corrections to the
selfenergies ® and ¥, which need to be com puted
selfconsistently with & . This procedure is equivalent
to take Into account vertex corrections in the K ubo for-
m alism . In ourm odel, we assum e isotropic scattering, In
which case the vertex corrections vanish. This isa well
known fact, and is ultin ately due to the antisym m etric
form of the forces v¢ E and wvr rT. For cases of
anisotropic im purity scattering (o-wave etc.), these cor-
rectionsm ust be taken into account, as was done for the



diagonal response functions L;; and Ly, by Durst and
Lee2® In the fllow ing we neglect anisotropic scattering
and com pute all response fiinctions L

The expression ©r & given in the appendix of
Ref. E] is general enough to serve as the starting point

Z Z

whereN (pr; )= Ne= ~F= R (o¢; ) isthe densiy of
states in the superconducting phase. L, is directly pro-—
portional to the i agihary part of the unit tem = §

of the equilbrium in purity self energy, which is an odd
fiinction ofenergy. Eq. [@) is the proper generalization to
arbitrary low tem peratures, incliding in purity scatter—
Ing renomm alization e ects, ofthe results in Refs. EQ]

A . Conductivities

Once we know LY , wemay com pute the conductivi-
ties. In the follow ing w e consider transport in the cuprate
planes, along one of the antinodes of the d-wave order
param eter. W e can then drop the superscripts of L™ .
T he charge and heat conductances are given by

L

(I)=—11T(I);
Ly, (T) (6)
22

(T)= T2 :

In the presence of a tem perature gradient, the non-
vanishing them oelectric coe cient L ;, induces a charge

current 4 = r T,wherewe de ne
L2 (T)
(T)= T ¢ (1)
T he appearence of a buk charge current, 3, lads to

a counter- ow ing supercurrent, which we discuss In the
next section.

In Fig.d we present the them oelectric response fiinc—
tion asa function oftem perature for severalphase shifts
fora xed rather short mean free path ‘= v¢ ¢ 50,
where ( = ve=T. is the superconducting coherence
length. In our m odel, the physical transition tem per-
ature T, is then suppressed by about 25% com pared
to the clkan lim it transition tem perature Ty, In ac—
cordance wih the Abrikosov-G orkov form for the T.-
suppression as fiinction of = (1=2 () by elastic in pu-
rity scattering3? (T) is sizable over a w ide tem perature
range from zero to T, but vanishesin the T ! T, lin i,
where the electron-holk asymm etry is of order & and
neglected In our quasiclassical theory. The them oelec—
tric e ect is sensitive to the m icroscopic superconducting

SEC%E dpr We;ive;5]

for our calculation. In fact, the calculation of the zero—
frequency lim i of the o -diagonal response finctions
Lip; = Lg; Pllows the sam e logical steps as the calcu—
lation of L;; and Ly, in Ref. m] ftheir Egs. 29) and
(30)], and we only give the nalresul:

N (i )=
R for; )] &)

o
—
~

properties, such as the order param eter size and is sym —
m etry, through the coherence factorsentering Eq. [@). &t
is also sensitive to the nature of the in purity scattering:

rst to the nom al state m ean free path, but also to the
phase shift ¢. In the strict Bom ( ! 0) and uniary
(o ! =2) lim its, (T ) vanishes since the electron-hole

asymm etry vanishes in those linis, = § () 0. How—
ever, for all other values of o, (T) is large, and has a
maxinum ofthe orderof0:id y =e nearT 0S5T.. Here

is y = &N ¢vZ=( ) theD rude conductivity in the nor-
m al state. In fact, even a sn all deviation of the phase
shift rom eg. theunitary lim i leadsto dram atic changes
In the them oelectric response, see below . At low tem —
perature, we nd / T, (see kft halfofFig.[d). The
slope =T contains detailed inform ation about m aterial
param eters such as the scattering phase shift, aswe will
discuss in m ore detail in Section [IT1.

W e should m ention that we have neglected inelastic
scattering In our calculations. In eg. Ref. E] nelastic
scattering by anti-ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations were
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FIG . 2: The them oelctric coe cient scaled by is low-—
T dependence T for the scattering rate = 0:1T. and
several nom al state scattering cross sections ;i = sin? .
T he inset show s the unscaled function. In the universal lim it
(T ), =T approaches a non-universal constant given in
Eq. .
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FIG.3: A sketch show ing the m a pr features needed for the
detection of them oelectrically induced m agnetic uxes. The
Joop consists oftw o am s, onebeing an s-w ave superconductor
forwhich is orders ofm agniude sm aller than in the d-wave
am . The two superconductors are connected by Josephson
Junctions and the d-wave am is connected to two buky re—
gions were the tem perature is requlated.

Included in the calculation of the themm al conductivity,
and it wasshown to give rise to the characteristic increase
In (T) seen In experiments (eg. ﬂlﬂ]) Just below T..
T hus, w e expect corrections to our resuls in Fig.[d in the
high tem perature region T . T.. In the In portant low -T
region, T , Inelastic scattering is not of in portance,
since the corresponding self energy scales as T> and is
an all com pared to the self energy from elastic In purity
scattering.

B . Them oelectrically generated m agnetic ux

In the nom al state, the them oelectric e ect leads to
the appearance of a voltage (given by the them opower).
However, In the superconducting state, a steady state
voltage, and an associated electric eld, is short circuited
by the appearance of a supercurrent and an associated
phase gradient 272822

J = (e=m )ngps = Ji @®)

where ng isthe super uid density and ps = %(r Z—CeA )
is the super uid m om entum . T hus, the total charge cur-
rent is zero, §°*#'= 3+ j; = 0, but the phase gradient
can be detected In a ux m easurem ent as was done in
Ref. ]3__‘l|]. These early experin ents were carried out
w ith low-T. s-wave superconductors, for which them o—
electric e ects are an aller than In the unconventional su—
perconductors w e are considering, for two reasons. F irst,
they are down by the electron-hole asym m etry factor s;
second, they are exponentially suppressed at low tem —
peratures by the energy gap around the Fem i surface.
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FIG .4: Themagnetic ux induced by a tem perature gradi-
ent in a ring with a therm oelectric response given in Fig.[.
It is assum ed that a tem perature di erence T = T T =

0:005T. is m aintained over the oop in Fig.[@. Cu ex—
perin ental precision for ux m easurem ents is 10 ¢ 4= Hz.
Part (o) show s the divergence of the penetration depth in the
d-w ave superconductor at tem peratures near T..

C onsequently, the experin ents were m ainly done in the
tem perature region near T., w here the tem perature de—
pendence of ng plays an in portant and som ew hat para—
sitic role when the goalisto measure (T) (fora recent
discussion of the experin ental situation see Ref. ]) .

To m easure the ux generated by the counter- ow ing
supercurrent, we propose a hybrid SQ U ID -like setup, as
indicated in Fig[3, w ith oneam ofa low -T. m aterialand
the other of the cuprate m aterial of interest. The two
am s are In electrical contact via two Josephson junc-
tions. Thus, by construction, the generated ux will
m ainly originate from the cuprate am and we can pre—
dict a non-quantized ux of size

2
(T)=n2 (Tz)e(r)—T+OSZ: 9)

0 0 N

Here is ( = =2e the ux quantum, cy the ve-
]ocjtyqof ight, T = T T, the tam perature bias,
0= &= €N ¢v?) the zero-tem perature penetration

depth in the clean system , and (T) = P dm=@ €ng)
the tem perature dependent penetration depth In the
dirty system . W e assum e that the equilbrium ux is
zero and put the integer n = 0 heresafter. The super-

uld m om entum isproportionalto the localtem perature
gradient r T, which leads to that the ux is propor—
tional to the tem perature bias T, sihce is related to
a contour integral of ps around the loop (the evaluation
of is a standard calculation that can be found in eg.
Ref. El]) . N ote that ifboth am swere ofthe samem a—
terial, the them oelectric response in the two am swould
give counter- ow in opposite directions around the loop
and cancel. It is therefore necessary to have di erent
regoonses In the two am s, although it does not m atter
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FIG .5: T he them oelectrically induced ux asa function oftem perature for strong scattering in purity potentials, o = 75 ( ;

0:93) and ¢ = 85 ( ;

two lkeft panels we show the actual ux generated as a function of tem perature, setting T =
o and a larger T may wellgivea ux &
o ifthem aterial is clean, ‘& 20 o, as indicated in the Insets. In the two panels to the right

T . T.,the ux isa sizable fraction of
m ay stillbe of order 0:1% 1%

0:99), at di erent scattering rates (the corresponding m ean-free-paths are: 5;50, and 500 ,). In the

0:005Tc.
0.At low temperatures T .

At high tem peratures,
0:1T. the ux

we show the factor ( (T )= ¢)’e (T)=y . This factor depends strongly on the scattering phase shift , (see also Fig.[d where
e (T)=y isdisgplayed for a larger variety of scattering phase shifts) but does not have a particularly strong dependence on
apart from close to T. where the tem perature dependence of (T ) dom inates.

how that isachieved. O ur setup is lin ited to low tem per-
atures by the low transition tem perature 10 15K of
the s-wave superconductor. To probe the high tem per-
ature regin e of Eq. [@), som e other type of asymm etry
In the them oelectric regponse of the two am sm ust be
accom plished. D isregarding these com plications, we now
investigate Eq. [@) for all tem peratures below T. of the
d-wave am .

In Fig.@ we give an estim ate of the nduced ux cor-
responding to the them oelectric response in Fig.[, as—
sum Ing a tem perature di erence 0£0:005T 05K main-
tained acrossthe loop. W hen the scattering phase shift is
Interm ediate between the Bom and unitary lim its, uxes
of order of 0:1% 1% ofthe ux quantum is generated
at ‘He temperatures 42K ( 0:05T). At higher tem -
peratures the tem perature di erence could be allowed to
be larger and we can predict uxes on the order of 10%
of . Forclkaner sam pls, the nduced ux can be even
larger, ofthe order ofa few percentof o atT = 0:05T,
seFig.[H.

For high tem peratures, the tem perature dependence
of the wux is heavily in uenced by the tem perature
dependence of the penetration depth, see Fig.[d and
Fig.[H. Thus, to extract the T -dependence of (T) from

(T ), the tem perature degpendence of (T) should be di-
vided out. However, in the in portant low -tem perature
regine (to be discussed further in the follow ing sec—
tion), is directly proportionalto (T) / T, since the
penetration depth is lin ited by in purity scattering 2132

T) ) / T, and itsT -dependence can be neglected.

W enote that them Inim um tem perature at which m ea—
surem ents can be perform ed w illbe set by a com bination
of two factors: rst, the an allest tem perature bias that
can be applied ( T T isneeded in order to have a uni-
form them oelectric response function (T) in the sam —
pl); second, the ux m easuram ent sensitivity, sinhce the

ux scales as T) T T T. Thus, at low tem —
peratures, there isa trade o between havinga small T
and at the sam e tin e have a m easurable ux.

Note that the induced super uid momentum pg is
an all. W e estin ate

TR, 2, 10)
Tc L 0

where L is the distance between the two reservoirs (ie.

wehavesstr T = T=L). Thus, we do not need to take

feedback e ects from the super ow via the D oppler shifts

into account.

III. LOW TEM PERATURES

In the low-T lim it, the response functions L can be
studied analytically through a system atic Som m erfeld ex—
pansion in the an allparam eter T= . The m agniude of

depends on the nom al state sca ng rate as well
as the phase shift, and we have o =2 in the
uniary lim it whilke 4 gexpl 0=2 ] in the Bom
lim it. For Interm ediate phase shifts ( ; o) can be found
num erically aswe discussbelow . Only in the Im it T
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FIG. 6: (@)—(c) Phaseshift dependence of the In purity band width  and the param eters a and c nom alized by
Egs. BI)-BE3). @) The them oelctric coe cient =T at low tem peratures T
0 Cos2 . throughout.

constants in Fig.[d. W e haveused () =

is the Som m erfeld expansion usefiil. Thus, we consider
low energies and w rite

F=a +i( +bH)+d>+0[*);

5 5 1)
= ,=c¢c +h +0[°]

w ith real constants a, b, ¢, d, h, and . These constants

are detem ned selfconsistently by the low -energy equa—

tions presented In the appendix. Inserting this ansatz

into Eq. [), keeping tem s to leading order in  ,we nd
for the them oelectric response
2 2N V2 c 7 252 T2
LS e A S A - P
T 3 0 15 2
were = (1= o)# ( )=d j ... isthe opening rate of

the gap at the nodes (related to the so called gap velocity,
e Ref. ]) . The coe cient ofthe T ? correction to the
T ! 0 asym ptotic is given by
3h 2

c

al,=a’+ 2cd+ 3b : 13)
Including phase shifts away from the unitary and the
Bom lim itsw ill also change the rate at which the charge
and heat conductivities approach their universal valies.
W e nd the lading order dependence of the charge con—
ductivity to be

2va2 242 T2
C gt 82 M A
0
and of the heat conductiviy to be
T ), P:Wev 72851 15)
T 3 0 15 2z

where the coe cients of the T “~tem s contain direct
Inform ation about the impurity nduced partick-hole

=T., see
. The dashed (red) curve contains the low -T

asymm etry through the param eters a and ¢,

af, = a®+ &;

1e)
a’+ 2¢:

2
sz

In the zero tem perature Im it T ! 0, both the chargeand
heat conductivities approach universal values (indepen—
dent of the properties of the in purities) whilke =T hasa
non-universalT ! 0 lim it set by the ratio = .A 1l func-
tions, ncluding , have non-universal low -T corrections
to their T = 0 values and are sensitive to the phase shift

o and the scattering rate . W e note that the low -T ex—
pressions given in Ref. E] for and =T were in plicitly
restricted to the uniary and Bom lin its. C onsequently,
the param eter c is absent in theirEgs. (56)-(57).

W e can analyze these results further by solving the
self-consistency equations for the In puriy self energy to
lowest order In  , and thereby determ Ine the param e—
ters , a, ¢, etc. The results are given in the appendix,
Egs. BI)-[A4), and the num erical solution is presented
in Figs.[AEl. The in purity band width  is exponentially
an all for phase shifts far from the unitary lm i. As a
consequence, the universal Iim it is reached at an expo—
nentially am all tem perature. This is also con med In
the left half of F ig. [, w here we present the them oelec—
tric response finction on a logarithm ic scale. C learly, the
crossoverto the Iow -T power law is severely pushed down
In T for sm allphase shifts. T his suppression becom es ex—
trem ely fast when the system is clean. In fact, or ultra—
clean sam ples, w ith 10 3 T, or Iower (corresponding
to nom al state m ean free paths 500 or onger), a
deviation ofthe phase shift away from =2 by only a few
percent w ill reduce by severalorders ofm agnitude, see
Fig.[M@). At the same tin g, the ratio = is increased
hum ongously Fig.[()], =T grows large Figll(c)] and
the them oelectric coe cient itself is sizable on the scale
of y=e Fig.dd)].
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FIG.7: (@) The inpuriy band w idth
param eters c and a.

is extrem ely sensitive to phase shift variations in clean system s. (o) The ratio of the
(c) The Iow-T asym ptotic of the them oelectric coe cient grow s large even for sm all deviations of the

phase shift from the unitary lm it. (d) T he tem perature dependence of the themm oelectric response fiinction for a phase shift

o 86 (i= sin® ;= 0:996). Note the data collapse w hen

T he them oelectric response scales as 1= , which is
also clear in Fig.[H. Thus, ifwe change the nom alization
in Fig[A(c)-(d) from thenom alstateD rude conductivity

y Which e ectively cancels this scaling), to the univer—

sallin it charge conductance (I = 0)= o n Eq. ),
we get the scale Tce =(T (o) 100 1000 in Fig[d(c),
ande =4, 1 10: Figld), or 0:01 0:001T.

T hus, the them oelectric e ect grow s Jarge in clean sys—
tem s w ith phase shifts close to the uniary lin it.

Note the equal in portance of the param eters ¢ and
a in a region near the unitary lim i, see Figs.[@({)-
) and Fig.[A ). The ratio approxin ately behaves as
c=a (= )sin goos g. Thus, unlkss (which
holds far from the uniary lim it desp inside the region
where is exponentially suppressed) it is in generalnot
allow ed to neglect the unit term when conductivities are
com puted at intermm ediate phase shifts, although that has
been comm on in the literature (€g. n Emm]).

Finally, by com paring Figs.[d and [ we see that the
true universal im it is in fact reached at very sm alltem —

peratures, T . 10 2 . This isdue to the largeness of the
param etersa= and = [c.f. Figl@@)—-(c)]and higher or-

der param eters b, d, and h, for clean system sw ith phase
shifts near but not strictly equalto =2. Thus, we need
T . ( =a) in order for the Somm erfeld expansion
to work well. O r, strictly speaking, we have an e ec—
tive Somm erfeld expansion param eter T=( =a), instead
of T=

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

In this paper we have focused on phase shifts close
to =2, because that appears to be the relevant re-
gion experim entally. Perhaps the m ost clear signature
of this is the in purity Induced resonances seen in STM

is scaled by n =e,because growsasl= in clean system s.

experin ents?! The resonance energy is near the Fem i
Jevel, but not at the Fem 1 level, thus signaling a phase
shift closeto =2. A Iso, ifthe low tem perature heat con—
ductivities found I experin ents?#LE20:1112 gre ndeed
universal, the phase shift needs to be close to =2. O th-
erw ise, isexponentially suppressed and it would
be hard to argue that the Iim i T was reached. The
Imit (= arctan( Nfug) ! =2 can in reallife ofcourse
only be approached asym ptotically. It is therefore likely
that them oelectric e ects are of In portance in the high—
T., aswellasother unconventional superconductors (uni-
versalheat conductance was also found iIn SpLRUO 4 E]) .
The e ect grow s large in clean system s. T he ideal exper-
In ent would then be to m easure the them oelectrically
Induced ux, together w ith the themm al conductivity, at
low tem peratures for sam plesw ith di erent levels of dis-
order, eg through controlled Zn doping. T he slope ofthe
them al conductivity is related to the gap size ( and
its slope at thenode , through ( ?=3) 2N ¢vZ)=( o),

which can be com pared w ith valuies of ( and from
other experin ental probes (eg. photoem ission??). The
ratio =(€ ) = ¢ oontains inform ation about and

o through Egs. BI)-B3), with o and as nput pa—
ram eters. W e note that the exact anglke dependence of
the gap function is not particularly in portant and it is
enough to know ¢ and . Ifthe nom alstate scattering
rate isknown independently, the scattering phase shift
isuniquely determ ned by =€ ).

W hen the energy scale  is exponentially suppressed
In clean systam s, the tem perature region in which the
T? term in the expansions in Eq. [A)-M3) is of in por-
tance, is also suppressed. T hus, it is not necessarily ideal
to study superclean sam ples. A nother issue w ith super—
clean sam ples is the validity of the hom ogeneous scatter-
Ingm odelw ith only s-wave scattering, in which a dilute
concentration of point In purities are assum ed to be ran—



dom }y distrbuted in the sampl. For su ciently clean
sam ples thism odelhas to break down and should be re—
placed by m ore realistic m odels of extended im purities
(suggestions can be found In eg. Refs. mmm]) .
In conclusion, we have com puted the themm oelectric
e ect in unconventional superconductors wih inpuri-
ties scattering in neither the Bom nor the uniary lim —
its. The them oelctric e ect is an interesting unex-—
plored avenue for the investigation ofm icroscopic prop—
erties of high-T. as well as other unconventional super-
conductors, In particular at low tem peratures. O f spe-
cial interest is to extract m aterial param eters such as
the gap size ¢, the slope of the gap at the gap node
= (1= o)d ()=d J .., the Inpurity band width

, and the I puriy scattering rate and phase shift
0. This can be accom plished by m easuring the universal
values of the transport coe cients and at T ! 0O,
and possbly their low-T corrections. W e add to this
arsenal of tools the them oelectric coe cient, which at
low tem peratures scales linearly w ith tem perature, w ith
a non-universal slope.
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APPENDIX A:IM PURITY SELFENERGY AT
LOW ENERGIES

The ansatz n Eq. [ can be used together w ith
the expression for the self energy n Eq. M) to self-
consistently com pute the param eters a, b, ¢, d, h, and
Actually, only need to be com puted selfconsistently;
the other param eters in m ediately follows. To lowest or—

b=D ' 25101 &a@ L+— =T F)(
) la’ 3ab

d= D ( 23 Ji) >3 Tz Js &) >
1 i3

h= p—— mij+2mm, m3 ;
il o

TheFem isurface Integralscan in generalbe com puted
through recursion mn = 1, 3,5, ...),

dJd
Jn+2 = Jn ——=:

7
B @)

der, °, we cbtain

Ji1

—_—; 1
1 i+ iJf ®1)

where J; isthe rstofa serdesofFem isurface integrals

n

A2)

n=2"

2(pf)+ 2

where n is an integer (only odd n appears here). In the

next order, !, we get
a= J;D 1;
P : @3)
c=2 1@ 1)J1  &)D

whereD = 2 ; 3 J; &)+ Js.Thenextorder, ¢, is
m ore com plicated, but can be expressed in tem s of the
follow ing functions

ko = J1;
a
ki=—-J1  &);
b 3a?
kp=—-01 &)t ;= T3 E)
2 @ 4)
1a® 3ab
k3= —-J1 &)+ >3 7 Js &)
5a3 )
5—305 F);
and
mo=1 i+ j_kg;
2 .
mi= ~koki ;
mo
; @5)
my= — & 2kkp);
mo
2
mi3= — (koks+ kikp):
m o
W e get
2 )+ 1 @ &)
F) +mom;b+memo@ a) 2; kky ; @6)

To get explicit expressions we need a m odel of the or—
der param eter. For the numerics In this paper we



use brs:'mpp]jcjty )=
J1

0C0s@ p, ), In which case
= @=) 1 KK k], wherek = 1= 1+ ( = o)2

and K [] is the com plte elliptic integral of the st
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144 . _ o P
kind+= In this case J3 @2=) 1

KE k], whereE k]

is the com plete ellptic integral of the second kind, and
the other J,, follow by recursion.
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