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W e presentanalytic and num ericalresultsforthe therm oelectric e�ectin unconventionalsuper-

conductorswith a dilute random distribution ofim purities,each scattering isotropically butwith a

phaseshiftinterm ediatebetween theBorn and unitary lim its.Thetherm oelectricresponsefunction

hasalineartem peraturedependenceatlow tem peratures,with aslopethatdependson theim purity

concentration and phase shift. Although the therm oelectric e�ectvanishesidentically in the strict

Born and unitary lim its,even a sm alldeviation ofthephase shiftfrom these lim itsleadsto a large

response, especially in clean system s. W e also discuss possibilities of m easuring counter-owing

supercurrentsin a SQ UID -setup. The non-quantized therm oelectrically induced ux can easily be

ofthe orderofa percentofthe ux quantum in clean system sat 4He tem peratures.

PACS num bers:74.25.Fy,74.72.-h

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Electronic charge and heat transport m easurem ents

can give im portant inform ation about the m icro-

scopic properties of high-Tc and other unconventional

superconductors.1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20

O f particular interest is the low-tem perature regim e,

where electronic propertiesare believed to be controlled

by elastic im purity scattering. Thisisthe case,because

in an unconventional superconductor with an order

param eter changing sign at som e points on the Ferm i

surface(forexam plethed-waveorderparam eter),elastic

scattering by even a sm allconcentration of im purities

leadsto pairbreaking,and theform ation ofan im purity

band ofwidth  around theFerm ilevel.Theselow-lying

excitations, are responsible for a universal lim it at

low-tem peratures T � , where the charge and heat

conductances becom e independent of the scattering

properties ofthe im purities. This low-energy behavior

was �rst predicted by Lee16 for the zero-frequency

charge conductance,and was later extended to include

the heatconductance by G rafetal..18

The universalcharacter ofthe T ! 0 heat conduc-

tancewasseen experim entally in Refs.[2,4,6,8,10,11].A

seriesofrecentrelated experim ents on the tem perature

dependenceoftheheatconductanceapproachingtheuni-

versallim it,12 m icrowaveconductivity,13 and STM spec-

troscopy ofquasiparticle im purity states,21 have allin-

dicated that im purity scattering in the cuprates m ight

not be in the strict unitary or Born lim its. Lim iting

the discussion to isotropic scattering, this m eans that

the im purity potential u0 is of interm ediate size, and

the corresponding s-wave scattering phase shift �0 =

arctan(�N fu0) has som e interm ediate value 0 < �0 <

�=2.HereisN f thedensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevelin

thenorm alstate.Ifthisisthecase,electron-holesym m e-

try isexplicitly broken neareach im purity and theglobal

electron-holesym m etry isbroken fora hom ogeneousdi-

lute distribution of such im purities.22,23,24,25 This has

direct consequences for the heat and charge transport

coe�cients,18 but leads also to large therm oelectric ef-

fects. A fact that was previously noted in connection

to the heavy ferm ion system s by Ar� et al.
23,24 In the

presentpaperwereportan extensiveanalysisofelectron-

hole sym m etry breaking by elastic im purity scattering,

and its e�ect on the transportcoe�cients in unconven-

tionalsuperconductors,with an em phasison the d-wave

cupratesatlow tem peratures.

Previous work on therm oelectric e�ects in the heavy

ferm ionsuperconductors23,24,26 werelim ited tosituations

in which the energy-dependentbroadening ofthe quasi-

particlestatescan beneglected,i.e.when theim aginary

part of the im purity self-energy satis�es =� R
3 (�) � �.

Thisapproxim ation isexpected to be good athigh tem -

peratures,T < Tc,but fails at lower tem peratures. In

fact,in the tem perature regim e T .  ofhigh current

interest,where e�ects ofuniversality becom e ofim por-

tance,the im purity renorm alization isthe dom inanten-

ergy scaleand the problem hasto be considered anew.

O ur results can be sum m arized as follows. (1) For

interm ediate phase shifts, the therm oelectric response

function �(T)isin generallarge,which leadsto counter-

owing supercurrentsdetectable e.g. asa therm ally in-

duced m agnetic ux in a ring setup.27,28,29,30,31 (2) At

low tem peraturesT . ,�(T)scaleslinearly with tem -

perature,with a non-universalslope thatgrowslarge in

clean system s.

II. ELEC T R O N -H O LE SY M M ET R Y B R EA K IN G

A N D G IA N T T H ER M O ELEC T R IC EFFEC T S

Tocom putetheresponsetoatherm algradientr T and

an electric �eld ~E (!), we need to evaluate the charge

current �~je as wellas the heat current �~j�. In the lin-

ear response,the observable response functions such as

the heatand charge conductivities,can conveniently be

expressed in term s of response functions  L�� that are

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403195v1
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de�ned as

�
�~je

�~j�

�

=

 

 L
$

11  L
$

12

 L
$

21  L
$

22

! �
~E

T

r (1
T
)

�

: (1)

ThisparticularchoiceofforcesensuresthattheO nsager

relations L12 =  L21 areful�lled (see e.g.Ref.[32]).

Contrary to the two diagonalterm s  L11 and  L22 in

Eq.(1),thetherm oelectriccoe�cients L 12 =  L21 require

an electron-hole asym m etry around the Ferm ienergy in

orderto benon-zero.In thenorm alstate,to quasiclassi-

calaccuracy,i.e. to leading order in sm allparam eters

s = fT=Tf;1=pf�0;:::g, there is no such electron-hole

asym m etry in the theory and the therm oelectric coef-

�cients vanish, L
N
12 =  L

N
21 = 0. Here is �0 = vf=Tc the

superconducting coherence length,and Tf,pf,and vf

are the Ferm item perature,m om entum and velocity,re-

spectively.Thisresultholdsalso in thesuperconducting

phase when the order param eter has the conventional

s-wave sym m etry.28 However,forunconventionalsuper-

conductors this is not the case: im purity scattering is

pair-breakingand potentialscatteringo�an im puritysite

inducesanon-vanishingelectron-holeasym m etryalready

to leading orderin the sm allparam eterss[22,23,24,25].

To illustrate this,we consider a superconductor having

an orderparam eterwith a vanishing Ferm isurfaceaver-

age,
R
d~pf�(~p f)= 0,in which casetheequilibrium -state

im purity t̂Rim p-m atrix in Nam bu (electron-hole)spacehas

the form

t̂
R
im p(�)=

sin�0

�N f

cos�01̂+ sin�0
R
d~pfg

R
3 (~pf;�)̂�3

cos2�0 � sin
2
�0[
R
d~pfg

R
3 (~pf;�)]

2
; (2)

where the diagonalcom ponent ofthe equilibrium qua-

siclassical G reen’s function is gR3 = � ~�R =
R [
R =
p
j�(~p f)j

2 � (~�R )2].The electron-holeasym m etric scat-

tering becom es explicit when we exam ine the electron

(11)and hole(22)parts:

t
R
11(22) =

1

cos�0 � sin�0
R
d~pfg

R
3 (~pf;�)

: (3)

In particular,m ultiplescatteringo�theim purityleadsto

resonances at � = � �res(�0) for electron-like excitations

and at� = + �res(�0)forhole-like excitations.These im -

purity resonancesbecom e virtualbound stateslocalized

atthe im purity in the strong scattering lim it,�0 ! �=2

[33]. This also im plicates thatelectronsand holes have

di�erentenergy dependentscattering life tim esatinter-

m ediate phaseshifts.22

W e assum e that the im purities are random ly dis-

tributed with an average sm allconcentration ni, that

is absorbed in the norm alstate elastic scattering rate

�
�1
0 = 2� = 2nisin

2
�0=�N f.W ithin the usualim purity

averaging technique34 the im purity selfenergy has the

form

�̂
R
im p(�)= �

R
0 (�)̂1+ �

R
3 (�)̂�3 = nît

R
im p(�): (4)
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FIG .1: The im aginary part of�
R
11 shown for di�erent nor-

m alstate scattering phase shifts �0 for a d-wave supercon-

ductor with �(~p f) = � 0 cos(2�~pf ). There is a substantial

asym m etry in =� R
11(�) around � = 0. The dashed vertical

lines indicate the single-im purity resonance energies �res(�0)

for an electron-like quasiparticle at the corresponding phase

shifts.Theresonanceenergy ofthesingleim purity selfenergy

is carried over to the self-consistently com puted selfenergy

describing the random ly distributed im purities,but slightly

shifted away from the Ferm i level: ��(�0) . �res(�0). The

hole com ponent, �
R
22, is related to the electron com ponent

as�
R
22(�)= �

R
0 � �

R
3 = [�

R
11(� �)]

�
.

The term proportional to the third Pauli m atrix in

electron-hole space, �̂3,gives the im purity renorm aliza-

tion ofthe energy,~�R = � � �R3 . The unitterm ,�
R
0 (�),

dropsoutoftheequationsforthe equilibrium state,but

in factentersthetransportequationsdescribingthenon-

equilibrium state. �R
0 (�) explicitly breaks electron-hole

sym m etry, which leads to the therm oelectric e�ect we

study below.In generalwecan notexpecttheunitterm

toeithervanish ortobesm all,although itvanishesin the

strictBorn and unitary lim its. The induced asym m etry

isshown forthe electron part�R
11 = �R

0 + �R
3 in Fig.1.

The response functions  L��,calculated to lowest or-

derin thesm allparam eterss,areconveniently com puted

through thequasiclassicalK eldysh propagator�ĝK ,eval-

uated to linearorderin theforces.Am azingly,�ĝK hasa

closed form in which theself-consistently com puted equi-

librium G reen’s function ĝR0 ,order param eter �
R ,and

im purity self-energies�̂R
im p serveasinput.

18,35 A com pli-

cation is that �ĝK depends on linear corrections to the

self-energies��̂R and ��̂K ,which need to be com puted

self-consistently with �ĝK . Thisprocedure isequivalent

to take into accountvertex correctionsin the K ubo for-

m alism .In ourm odel,weassum eisotropicscattering,in

which case the vertex correctionsvanish. Thisisa well

known fact,and isultim ately due to the anti-sym m etric

form of the forces ~vf � ~E and ~vf � r T. For cases of

anisotropic im purity scattering (p-wave etc.),these cor-

rectionsm ustbetaken into account,aswasdoneforthe
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diagonalresponse functions  L11 and  L22 by Durst and

Lee.36 In the following we neglectanisotropic scattering

and com pute allresponsefunctions L��.

The expression for �ĝK given in the appendix of

Ref.[18]isgeneralenough to serveasthe starting point

forourcalculation. In fact,the calculation ofthe zero-

frequency lim it of the o�-diagonal response functions

 L12 =  L21 follows the sam e logicalsteps as the calcu-

lation of  L11 and  L22 in Ref.[18][their Eqs.(29) and

(30)],and weonly givethe �nalresult:

 L
ij

12 = �
e

4

Z

d� � sech
2 �

2T

Z

d~pf[vf;ivf;j]
N (~pf;�)= �

R
0 (�)

[< 
R (~pf;�)]
2
�
�
= �R

0 (�)
�2; (5)

whereN (~pf;�)= � Nf=
�
~�R =
R (~pf;�)

�
isthedensity of

statesin thesuperconducting phase. L12 isdirectly pro-

portionalto the im aginary part ofthe unit term = �R
0

ofthe equilibrium im purity selfenergy,which isan odd

function ofenergy.Eq.(5)isthepropergeneralization to

arbitrary low tem peratures,including im purity scatter-

ing renorm alization e�ects,oftheresultsin Refs.[23-24].

A . C onductivities

O nce we know  L
ij

��
,we m ay com pute the conductivi-

ties.In thefollowingweconsidertransportin thecuprate

planes,along one ofthe anti-nodes ofthe d-wave order

param eter. W e can then drop the superscripts of L
ij

��
.

The chargeand heatconductancesaregiven by

�(T)=
 L11(T)

T
;

�(T)=
 L22(T)

T 2
:

(6)

In the presence of a tem perature gradient, the non-

vanishing therm oelectriccoe�cient L 12 inducesa charge

current�je = � �r T,wherewe de�ne

�(T)=
 L12(T)

T 2
: (7)

The appearence ofa bulk charge current,�je,leads to

a counter-owing supercurrent,which we discuss in the

nextsection.

In Fig.2 wepresentthe therm oelectricresponsefunc-

tion � asafunction oftem peratureforseveralphaseshifts

fora �xed rathershortm ean free path ‘= vf�0 � 5�0,

where �0 = vf=Tc is the superconducting coherence

length. In our m odel, the physicaltransition tem per-

ature Tc is then suppressed by about 25% com pared

to the clean lim it transition tem perature Tc0, in ac-

cordance with the Abrikosov-G orkov form for the Tc-

suppression asfunction of� = (1=2�0)by elastic im pu-

rity scattering.37 �(T)issizableovera widetem perature

rangefrom zero to Tc,butvanishesin the T ! Tc lim it,

where the electron-hole asym m etry is of order s2 and

neglected in our quasiclassicaltheory. The therm oelec-

trice�ectissensitiveto them icroscopicsuperconducting

properties,such astheorderparam etersizeand itssym -

m etry,through thecoherencefactorsentering Eq.(5).It

isalso sensitiveto the natureoftheim purity scattering:

�rstto the norm alstate m ean free path,butalso to the

phase shift�0. In the strictBorn (�0 ! 0)and unitary

(�0 ! �=2)lim its,�(T)vanishessince the electron-hole

asym m etry vanishesin those lim its,=�R
0 (�)� 0. How-

ever,for allother values of�0,�(T)is large,and has a

m axim um ofthe orderof0:1�N =e nearT � 0:5Tc.Here

is�N = e2N fv
2
f
=(2�)theDrudeconductivity in thenor-

m alstate. In fact,even a sm alldeviation ofthe phase

shiftfrom e.g.theunitarylim itleadstodram aticchanges

in the therm oelectric response,see below. At low tem -

perature,we �nd � / T,(see left halfofFig.2). The

slope �=T contains detailed inform ation about m aterial

param eterssuch asthe scattering phase shift,aswewill

discussin m oredetailin Section III.

W e should m ention that we have neglected inelastic

scattering in ourcalculations. In e.g. Ref.[19]inelastic

scattering by anti-ferrom agnetic spin uctuations were
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FIG .2: The therm oelectric coe�cient � scaled by its low-

T dependence � � T for the scattering rate � = 0:1Tc and

several norm alstate scattering cross sections �i = sin
2
�0.

The insetshowsthe unscaled function.In the universallim it

(T � ),�=T approaches a non-universalconstant given in

Eq.(12).
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FIG .3: A sketch showing the m ajor features needed for the

detection oftherm oelectrically induced m agnetic uxes.The

loop consistsoftwoarm s,onebeingan s-wavesuperconductor

forwhich � isordersofm agnitudesm allerthan in thed-wave

arm . The two superconductors are connected by Josephson

junctions and the d-wave arm is connected to two bulky re-

gionswere the tem perature isregulated.

included in the calculation ofthe therm alconductivity,

and itwasshown togiverisetothecharacteristicincrease

in �(T)seen in experim ents(e.g.[11,12])justbelow Tc.

Thus,weexpectcorrectionstoourresultsin Fig.2in the

high tem peratureregion T . Tc.In theim portantlow-T

region,T � ,inelastic scattering isnotofim portance,

since the corresponding selfenergy scales as T 3 and is

sm allcom pared to the selfenergy from elastic im purity

scattering.

B . T herm oelectrically generated m agnetic ux

In the norm alstate,the therm oelectric e�ectleadsto

theappearanceofa voltage(given by thetherm opower).

However,in the superconducting state, a steady state

voltage,and an associated electric�eld,isshortcircuited

by the appearance ofa supercurrent and an associated

phasegradient,27,28,29

js = (e=m )nsps = � �je; (8)

wherens isthesuperuid density and ps =
1

2
(r �� 2e

c
A )

isthesuperuid m om entum .Thus,thetotalchargecur-

rentiszero,jtotale = �je + js = 0,butthephasegradient

can be detected in a ux m easurem ent as was done in

Ref.[30,31]. These early experim ents were carried out

with low-Tc s-wave superconductors,for which therm o-

electrice�ectsaresm allerthan in theunconventionalsu-

perconductorsweareconsidering,fortwo reasons.First,

they are down by the electron-hole asym m etry factors;

second,they are exponentially suppressed at low tem -

peratures by the energy gap around the Ferm isurface.
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FIG .4: The m agnetic ux induced by a tem perature gradi-

entin a ring with a therm oelectric response given in Fig.2.

Itis assum ed thata tem perature di�erence �T = T1 � T2 =

0:005Tc is m aintained over the loop in Fig.3. Current ex-

perim entalprecision for ux m easurem ents is 10
�6
� 0=

p

Hz.

Part(b)showsthedivergenceofthepenetration depth in the

d-wave superconductorattem peraturesnearTc.

Consequently,the experim entswere m ainly done in the

tem perature region near Tc,where the tem perature de-

pendence ofns playsan im portantand som ewhatpara-

sitic role when the goalisto m easure �(T)(fora recent

discussion ofthe experim entalsituation seeRef.[38]).

To m easure the ux generated by the counter-owing

supercurrent,we propose a hybrid SQ UID-like setup,as

indicated in Fig.3,with onearm ofalow-Tc m aterialand

the other ofthe cuprate m aterialofinterest. The two

arm s are in electricalcontact via two Josephson junc-

tions. Thus, by construction, the generated ux will

m ainly originate from the cuprate arm and we can pre-

dicta non-quantized ux ofsize

�(T)

�0

= n2� +
�(T)2

�20

e�(T)

�N

�T

�
+ O

�
s
2
�
: (9)

Here is �0 = c0=2e the ux quantum , c0 the ve-

locity of light, �T = T1 � T2 the tem perature bias,

�0 =

q

c20=(4�e
2N fv

2
f
)thezero-tem peraturepenetration

depth in the clean system ,and �(T)=
p
c20m =(4�e

2ns)

the tem perature dependent penetration depth in the

dirty system . W e assum e that the equilibrium ux is

zero and put the integer n = 0 hereafter. The super-

uid m om entum isproportionalto thelocaltem perature

gradientr T,which leads to that the ux � is propor-

tionalto the tem perature bias�T,since � isrelated to

a contourintegralofps around the loop (the evaluation

of� isa standard calculation thatcan be found in e.g.

Ref.[31]).Note thatifboth arm swere ofthe sam e m a-

terial,thetherm oelectricresponsein thetwoarm swould

give counter-ow in opposite directionsaround the loop

and cancel. It is therefore necessary to have di�erent

responsesin the two arm s,although itdoes notm atter
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FIG .5:Thetherm oelectrically induced uxasafunction oftem peratureforstrongscatteringim puritypotentials,�0 = 75
�
(�i �

0:93) and �0 = 85
�
(�i � 0:99),atdi�erentscattering rates(the corresponding m ean-free-pathsare: 5;50,and 500�o). In the

two leftpanels we show the actualux generated asa function oftem perature,setting �T = 0:005Tc. Athigh tem peratures,

T . Tc,theux isa sizable fraction of� 0 and a larger�T m ay wellgive a ux & �0.Atlow tem peraturesT . 0:1Tc theux

m ay stillbe oforder0:1% � 1% �0 ifthe m aterialisclean,‘& 20�0,asindicated in the insets.In the two panelsto the right

we show the factor(�(T)=�0)
2
e�(T)=�N . Thisfactordependsstrongly on the scattering phase shift�0 (see also Fig.2 where

e�(T)=�N isdisplayed fora largervariety ofscattering phase shifts)butdoesnothave a particularly strong dependence on �

apartfrom close to Tc where the tem perature dependence of�(T)dom inates.

how thatisachieved.O ursetup islim ited tolow tem per-

aturesby the low transition tem perature � 10� 15K of

the s-wave superconductor. To probe the high tem per-

ature regim e ofEq.(9),som e other type ofasym m etry

in the therm oelectric response ofthe two arm sm ustbe

accom plished.Disregarding thesecom plications,wenow

investigate Eq.(9) foralltem peratures below Tc ofthe

d-wavearm .

In Fig.4 we give an estim ate ofthe induced ux cor-

responding to the therm oelectric response in Fig.2,as-

sum ingatem peraturedi�erenceof0:005Tc � 0:5K m ain-

tained acrosstheloop.W hen thescatteringphaseshiftis

interm ediatebetween theBorn and unitary lim its,uxes

oforderof0:1% � 1% ofthe ux quantum isgenerated

at4Hetem peratures� 4:2K (� 0:05Tc).Athighertem -

peraturesthetem peraturedi�erencecould beallowed to

be largerand we can predictuxeson the orderof10%

of�o.Forcleanersam ples,theinduced ux can beeven

larger,oftheorderofa few percentof�o atT = 0:05Tc,

seeFig.5.

For high tem peratures, the tem perature dependence

of the ux is heavily inuenced by the tem perature

dependence of the penetration depth, see Fig. 4 and

Fig.5.Thus,to extractthe T-dependence of�(T)from

�(T),thetem peraturedependenceof�(T)should bedi-

vided out. However,in the im portant low-tem perature

regim e (to be discussed further in the following sec-

tion),� is directly proportionalto �(T)/ T,since the

penetration depth islim ited by im purity scattering,37,39

�(T)� �(0)/ T2,and itsT-dependencecan beneglected.

W enotethatthem inim um tem peratureatwhich m ea-

surem entscan beperform ed willbesetby a com bination

oftwo factors: �rst,the sm allesttem perature biasthat

can beapplied (�T � T isneeded in orderto havea uni-

form therm oelectric response function �(T)in the sam -

ple);second,the ux m easurem entsensitivity,since the

ux scales as � � �(T)�T � T�T. Thus,at low tem -

peratures,thereisa tradeo� between having a sm all�T

and atthe sam etim e havea m easurableux.

Note that the induced superuid m om entum ps is

sm all.W e estim ate

vfps

Tc
’
�0

L

�

�0

; (10)

where L is the distance between the two reservoirs(i.e.

wehavesetr T = �T=L).Thus,wedo notneed to take

feedback e�ectsfrom thesuperow viatheDopplershifts

into account.

III. LO W T EM P ER A T U R ES

In the low-T lim it,the response functions  L�� can be

studied analyticallythroughasystem aticSom m erfeld ex-

pansion in the sm allparam eterT=. The m agnitude of

 depends on the norm alstate scattering rate as well

as the phase shift,and we have  �
p
�� 0�=2 in the

unitary lim itwhile  � 4�0 exp[� ��0=2�]in the Born

lim it.Forinterm ediatephaseshifts(�;�0)can befound

num ericallyaswediscussbelow.O nly in thelim itT � 
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is the Som m erfeld expansion useful. Thus,we consider

low energiesand write

~�
R
= a� + i( + b�

2
)+ d�

3
+ O [�4];

=�R
0 = c� + h�

3
+ O [�5];

(11)

with realconstantsa,b,c,d,h,and .These constants

aredeterm ined self-consistently by the low-energy equa-

tions presented in the appendix. Inserting this ansatz

into Eq.(5),keeping term sto leading orderin �,we�nd

forthe therm oelectricresponse

�(T � )

T
’ e

�2

3

2N fv
2
f

��� 0

�
c



� �

1+
7�2

15

a212T
2

2

�

; (12)

were � = (1=� 0)jd�(�)=d�j�n ode
is the opening rate of

thegap atthenodes(related tothesocalled gap velocity,

seeRef.[36]).Thecoe�cientoftheT 2 correction to the

T ! 0 asym ptoticisgiven by

a
2
12 = a

2
+ 2c

2
+
3h2

c
� 3b: (13)

Including phase shifts away from the unitary and the

Born lim itswillalso changetherateatwhich thecharge

and heatconductivitiesapproach theiruniversalvalues.

W e�nd theleading orderdependence ofthechargecon-

ductivity to be

�(T � ;! ! 0)’ e
2
2N fv

2
f

��� 0

�

1+
�2

3

a211T
2

2

�

; (14)

and ofthe heatconductivity to be

�(T � )

T
’
�2

3

2N fv
2
f

��� 0

�

1+
7�2

15

a222T
2

2

�

; (15)

where the coe�cients of the T 2-term s contain direct

inform ation about the im purity induced particle-hole

asym m etry through the param etersa and c,

a
2
11 = a

2
+ c

2
;

a
2
22 = a

2
+ 2c

2
:

(16)

In thezerotem peraturelim itT ! 0,both thechargeand

heat conductivities approach universalvalues (indepen-

dentofthepropertiesoftheim purities)while�=T hasa

non-universalT ! 0 lim itsetby theratio c=.Allfunc-

tions,including �,have non-universallow-T corrections

to theirT = 0 valuesand aresensitiveto thephaseshift

�0 and thescattering rate�.W enotethatthelow-T ex-

pressionsgiven in Ref.[18]for� and �=T wereim plicitly

restricted to the unitary and Born lim its.Consequently,

the param etercisabsentin theirEqs.(56)-(57).

W e can analyze these results further by solving the

self-consistency equationsfortheim purity selfenergy to

lowest order in �, and thereby determ ine the param e-

ters,a,c,etc. The resultsare given in the appendix,

Eqs.(A1)-(A6),and the num ericalsolution ispresented

in Figs.6-7.Theim purity band width  isexponentially

sm allfor phase shifts far from the unitary lim it. As a

consequence,the universallim it is reached at an expo-

nentially sm alltem perature. This is also con�rm ed in

the lefthalfofFig.2,where we presentthe therm oelec-

tricresponsefunction on alogarithm icscale.Clearly,the

crossovertothelow-T powerlaw isseverelypushed down

in T forsm allphaseshifts.Thissuppression becom esex-

trem ely fastwhen the system isclean.In fact,forultra-

clean sam ples,with � � 10�3 Tc orlower(corresponding

to norm alstate m ean free paths‘� 500�0 orlonger),a

deviation ofthephaseshiftaway from �=2 by only a few

percentwillreduce by severalordersofm agnitude,see

Fig.7(a). At the sam e tim e,the ratio c= is increased

hum ongously [Fig.6(c)],�=T growslarge[Fig.7(c)]and

thetherm oelectriccoe�cientitselfissizableon thescale

of�N =e [Fig.7(d)].
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The therm oelectric response scales as 1=�, which is

alsoclearin Fig.5.Thus,ifwechangethenorm alization

in Fig.7(c)-(d)from thenorm alstateDrudeconductivity

�N (which e�ectively cancelsthisscaling),to theuniver-

sallim itchargeconductance�(T = 0)= �00 in Eq.(14),

we getthe scale Tce�=(T�00)� 100� 1000 in Fig.7(c),

and e�=�00 � 1� 10 in Fig.7(d),for� � 0:01� 0:001Tc.

Thus,the therm oelectric e�ectgrowslarge in clean sys-

tem swith phaseshiftscloseto the unitary lim it.

Note the equalim portance ofthe param eters c and

a in a region near the unitary lim it, see Figs. 6(b)-

(c) and Fig.7(b). The ratio approxim ately behaves as

c=a � (=�)sin�0 cos�0. Thus, unless  � � (which

holds far from the unitary lim it deep inside the region

where  isexponentially suppressed)itisin generalnot

allowed to neglecttheunitterm when conductivitiesare

com puted atinterm ediatephaseshifts,although thathas

been com m on in the literature(e.g.in [15,20,36]).

Finally,by com paring Figs.6 and 2 we see that the

true universallim itisin factreached atvery sm alltem -

peratures,T . 10�2 .Thisisdueto thelargenessofthe

param etersa= and c= [c.f.Fig.6(b)-(c)]and higheror-

derparam etersb,d,and h,forclean system swith phase

shiftsnearbutnotstrictly equalto �=2.Thus,we need

T . (=a)�  in order for the Som m erfeld expansion

to work well. O r,strictly speaking,we have an e�ec-

tive Som m erfeld expansion param eter T=(=a),instead

ofT=.

IV . SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N 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

ofthis is the im purity induced resonancesseen in STM

experim ents.21 The resonance energy is near the Ferm i

level,butnotatthe Ferm ilevel,thussignaling a phase

shiftcloseto �=2.Also,ifthelow tem peratureheatcon-

ductivities found in experim ents2,4,6,8,10,11,12 are indeed

universal,the phase shiftneedsto be closeto �=2.O th-

erwise, isexponentially suppressed  � � and itwould

behard to arguethatthelim itT �  wasreached.The

lim it�0 = arctan(�N fu0)! �=2can in reallifeofcourse

only be approached asym ptotically.Itistherefore likely

thattherm oelectrice�ectsareofim portancein thehigh-

Tc,aswellasotherunconventionalsuperconductors(uni-

versalheatconductancewasalso found in Sr2RuO 4 [9]).

Thee�ectgrowslargein clean system s.Theidealexper-

im ent would then be to m easure the therm oelectrically

induced ux,togetherwith the therm alconductivity,at

low tem peraturesforsam pleswith di�erentlevelsofdis-

order,e.gthrough controlled Zn doping.Theslopeofthe

therm alconductivity is related to the gap size � 0 and

itsslopeatthenode�,through (�2=3)(2N fv
2
f
)=(��� 0),

which can be com pared with values of� 0 and � from

other experim entalprobes (e.q. photoem ission40). The

ratio �=(e�) = c= contains inform ation about � and

�0 through Eqs.(A1)-(A3),with � 0 and � asinputpa-

ram eters. W e note that the exact angle dependence of

the gap function is notparticularly im portantand it is

enough to know � 0 and �.Ifthenorm alstatescattering

rate� isknown independently,thescattering phaseshift

isuniquely determ ined by �=(e�).

W hen the energy scale  is exponentially suppressed

in clean system s,the tem perature region in which the

T 2 term in the expansionsin Eq.(12)-(15)is ofim por-

tance,isalso suppressed.Thus,itisnotnecessarily ideal

to study super-clean sam ples.Anotherissuewith super-

clean sam plesisthevalidity ofthehom ogeneousscatter-

ing m odelwith only s-wavescattering,in which a dilute

concentration ofpointim puritiesareassum ed to beran-
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dom ly distributed in the sam ple. For su�ciently clean

sam plesthism odelhasto break down and should bere-

placed by m ore realistic m odels ofextended im purities

(suggestionscan be found in e.g.Refs.[41,42,43]).

In conclusion,we have com puted the therm oelectric

e�ect in unconventional superconductors with im puri-

ties scattering in neither the Born nor the unitary lim -

its. The therm oelectric e�ect is an interesting unex-

plored avenue forthe investigation ofm icroscopic prop-

erties ofhigh-Tc as wellas other unconventionalsuper-

conductors,in particular at low tem peratures. O fspe-

cialinterest is to extract m aterialparam eters such as

the gap size � 0,the slope ofthe gap at the gap node

� = (1=� 0)jd�(�)=d�j�n ode
, the im purity band width

, and the im purity scattering rate � and phase shift

�0.Thiscan beaccom plished by m easuringtheuniversal

values ofthe transport coe�cients � and � at T ! 0,

and possibly their low-T corrections. W e add to this

arsenaloftools the therm oelectric coe�cient,which at

low tem peraturesscaleslinearly with tem perature,with

a non-universalslope.
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A P P EN D IX A :IM P U R IT Y SELF-EN ER G Y A T

LO W EN ER G IES

The ansatz in Eq. (11) can be used together with

the expression for the self energy in Eq. (4) to self-

consistently com putetheparam etersa,b,c,d,h,and .

Actually,only  need to be com puted self-consistently;

the otherparam etersim m ediately follows.To lowestor-

der,�0,weobtain

 =
�J1

1� �i+ �iJ
2
1

; (A1)

whereJ1 isthe�rstofa seriesofFerm isurfaceintegrals

Jn = Jn()=

Z

dpf
n

�
� 2(pf)+ 2

�n=2
; (A2)

where n isan integer(only odd n appearshere). In the

nextorder,�1,weget

a = �J1D
�1
;

c= 2
p
�i(1� �i)(J1 � J3)D

�1
;

(A3)

whereD = 2�iJ1(J1 � J3)+ �J3.Thenextorder,�
2,is

m ore com plicated,butcan be expressed in term softhe

following functions

k0 = J1;

k1 =
a


(J1 � J3);

k2 =
b


(J1 � J3)+

3

2

a2

2
(J3 � J5);

k3 =
d


(J1 � J3)+

�
1

2

a3

3
�
3ab

2

�

(J3 � J5)

�
5

2

a3

3
(J5 � J7);

(A4)

and

m 0 = 1� �i+ �ik
2
0;

m 1 = �
2�i

m 0

k0k1;

m 2 = �
�i

m 0

(k
2
1 � 2k0k2);

m 3 = �
2�i

m 0

(k0k3 + k1k2):

(A5)

W e get

b= D
�1

�

2�iJ1(J1 � J3)a(a� 1)+
a2



�
3

2
(J3 � J5)(�� 2�iJ1)+ �i(J1 � J3)

2

��

;

d = D
�1

�

(�� 2�iJ1)

��
1

2

a3

3
�
3ab

2

�

(J3 � J5)�
5

2

a3

3
(J5 � J7)

�

+ m 0m 1b+ m 0m 2(1� a)� 2�ik1k2

�

;

h =
�
p
1� �i

p
�im 0

�
m

3
1 + 2m 1m 2 � m3

�
;

(A6)

TheFerm isurfaceintegralscan in generalbecom puted

through recursion (n = 1,3,5,...),

Jn+ 2 = Jn �


n

dJn

d
: (A7)

To get explicit expressions we need a m odelofthe or-

der param eter. For the num erics in this paper we
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use for sim plicity �(~p f) = � 0 cos(2�~pf ),in which case

J1 = (2=�)
p
1� k2K [k], where k = 1=

p
1+ (=�0)

2

and K [k] is the com plete elliptic integralof the �rst

kind.44 In thiscaseJ3 = (2=�)
p
1� k2E [k],whereE [k]

is the com plete elliptic integralofthe second kind,and

the otherJn follow by recursion.
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