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A bstract
In the last faw years the gap symm etries of m any new superconductors,incluiding SnpRuO 4,
CeCons, —-ET)CuNCS)y, YNLB,C and PrO 5Sbi,, have been identi ed via angle-dependent
m agnetothermm al conductivity m easurem ents. H owever, a controversy still persists as to the na-
ture of the superconductivity n SpRuO 4. For PrO s,Sbiy, soin-triplet superconductivity has
recently been proposed. Here, we also propose g-wave superconductivity for UPd,A L (ie.,

k)= cos@ ); = ck ;) based on recent them al conductivity data.
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1. Introduction

A fter the appearance of heavy—ferm ion superconductors and organic superconductors in
1979 the gap symm etries of these new com pounds have been a centralissuefl]. H owever, un-
til recently only the d,: 2-wave symm etry ofthe gap function (k) in high-T . cuprateshas
been established by the elegant Jossphson interferom etry ] and the angle resolved photoe-
m ission spectra ARPES) 3]. Unfortunately, so far these pow erful techniques are unavailable
forheavy-ferm ion superconductors and organic superconductors w ith low er superconducting
transition tem peratures T . 10K .

In the Jast few years, Izaw a et alhave established the gap sym m etries of superconductivity
in SpRuO 4 4] CeColns B], ET,CulNCS),B]l, YNiLB,C 1] and P10 s,Sb;, B] through the
angle dependent m agnetothem al conductivity. This breakthrough relies in part on the
availability of high-quality single crystals of these com pounds and in part on the theoretical
developm ent initiated by Volovik.[] Last year, we have reviewed the progress n [1(].

In the present paper, we focus on 3 recent topics In nodal superconductors. In spite of
am ple evidence for £w ave superconductivity in SpRu0 4 fLU] the controversy regarding this
com pound appears to continue. T herefore In section 2 we discuss the angle degpendent m ag—
netospeci ¢ heat databy D equchietal 11]. Now evidence for spin-triplet superconductivity
In PrO 5,Sb;, ismounting. In section 3, we describbe p+ h-wave superconductivity for the A
and B phases in P10 5,Sby; [12]. Recently angle-dependent them al conductivity data in the
vortex state in UP d,A L hasbeen reported.fl3] In section 4 we analyze the angle-dependent
m agnetotherm al conductivity ,, when the eld is rotated within the zx plane, and we
conclude that (k) in UPd,AL isgiven by ()= cos@ )[4]. Th Fig. 1 we show the
new j (k)j% so far denti ed.

2. F-wave Superconductivity in SR uO 4

Superconductivity in SpRuO ; was discovered in 1994 [15]. SpRuO 4 is an isocrystal to
La,Cu0 4, but it ism etallic down to low tem peratures and becom es superconducting around
T = 15K .An early review on SpRuO 4 can be found in Ref.[1§]. From the analogy to su—
per uid *HeR ice and Sigrist[1 ] proposed 2D p-wave superconductivity. Indeed spin-triplet
pairing and related chiral sym m etry-breaking have been established [18,19,20]. As samplk
quality in proved around 1999, both the speci ¢ heat data 1] and the super uid density
2] iIndicated nodal structure in the superconducting order param eter of SbRuO 4. These

ndings ruled out p-wave superconductivity and its generalization 3]. T herefore, a variety
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FIG.1l: From top kft, 2D fwave —SnpRuO 4, dye y2wave —CeColns and —-ET)Cu®NCS),,stg-

wave ~YN 1B,C, pt+ h-wave —P 1O 5,Sb1, —A phase, p+ h-wave —P rO 5,Sb1, —B phase.

of fwave order param eters were suggested. P41 In Fig2 and Fig3 we show the speci c heat
data R1]and the super uid density dataP2] com pared w ith a variety ofm odels.
H ow ever, these experin ents cannot tellus about the nodalstructure of (k). In a quasizD
system such as SpRuO 4, the lne nodes In (k) can be either vertical or horizontal. But

vertical nodes are nocom patible with the angular dependent m agnetothem al conductivity
4] and the ultrasonic attenuation data R35]. Furthem ore, Ref. 4 indicates that the hori-
zontal nodes are far away from ¢=0. This suggests () = de * oos( ), ie. 2D fwave

superconductivity P4].
This Interpretation is contested by D eguchiet al {I1]. They m easured the m agnetospe—

ci c heat of SpLRUO, In a rotating magnetic eld down to 100 mK and found cusp-like
From our earlier analysis of st g—

features only n the regime 0:12K < T < 031K .
wave superconductivity 27, 28], we deduce that there should be a point-lke m inigap w ith
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FIG .2: Speci c heat for 2D p-wave and fwave m odels for SR U0 4.

oK

[

piTI

Bemalde et al ®
I Fwive
isolrapic pwave — "

FIG . 3: Super uld density for 2D p-wave and fwave m odels for SpbRUO 4.
o in 01K . The sin plest tripkt gap function which has these m inigaps is
k)= de i 1+ acos@ )cos( )) @)

where 1 aj 0:d. Deguchiet al have proposed the M iyakeN ariyiko (M N) m odell 9],
In order to describe the m easured soeci ¢ heat. However, it is easy to see that the M N
m odel cannot give the cugpo-like features in the m agnetogoeci ¢ heat. A 1so, the M N m odel
cannot descrbbe the observed T2 speci ¢ heat or the T -linear dependence of the super uid
density. M oreover, the angular dependent themm al conductivity data and the universal heat
conduction In , by Suzukiet al BQ] are incom patible wih the MN model. Therefore
further experin ents on SpRUO 4 are highly desirable. W e have proposed that the optical
conductivity B1], the Ram an scattering32] and the supercurrent 33, 34] n SRuO 4 will

provide further insight on is superconductivity.



3. Triplet Superconductivity in P rO s,Sbi,

Superconductivity wih T. = 1.8 K hasbeen discovered very recently In the skutterudite
P 10 5,Sby, 35, 36, 31]. Angledependent them al conductivity data on this system has re-
vealed a m ultiphase structure, characterized by a gap function w ith point nodes.[§] In order
to account for this nodal structure s+ g-wave superconductivity has been proposed. [LQ, 38]

Recently there has been m ounting experin ental evidence for triplt superconductivity
In this compound. First, rom SR measurem ents A okiet al discovered a rem nant m ag-
netization in the B-phase of this com pound, indicating triplet pairing. B9Y] Second, the
them al conductivity m easurem ent In a m agnetic eld down to low -tem perature (T > 150
mk) indicates ,, T and H §D], consistent w ith triplet pairing. Later we shall discuss ,,
m easured In am agnetic eld rotated w ithin the zx plane. T his data is fully consistent w ith
triplet p+ h-wave superconductivity in PO 5,Sb;, . Finally, a recently reported NM R result
for the Knight shift by Tou et al M1] also suggests the tripkt pairing. Here we propose

p+ h-wave order param eters

3 ) . ,
a) = Zdett i iia S SO 5D @)
s k) =de*: @ k% 3)

for the A -phase and B -phase of P 10 5,Sb,,, resoectively, where e ti= ]{\2 i§\3, etc. These
order param eters have nodal structures consistent w ith the anglke dependent themm al con-—
ductivity data §], assum ing that in the experin ent the nodes in the B-phase are aligned
parallel to the y-axis. W e note j (k)jin the A -phase has cubic symm etry whereas in the
B -phase it has axial sym m etry. Furthem ore, it appears that In the slow eld-cooled situa-—
tion the nodes In the B -phase are aligned parallel to them agnetic eld. At Jeast this is the
sim plest way to interpret the super uid density m easurem ent by Chia et al ¥2,143].

Here we give expressions for the them al conductivity ,, In a magnetic eld in the

Y S p—
superclkean lim it ( v eH),
vieH |,
== n = 55 Sh°() jA phase @)
3v’eH |,
= = () ;B phase ©)
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and in theclean Iimit & eH )

r___
3vPeH 2 L
2z= 00 = 1+ h( —)sn"( ) hép—); A phase ©)
40 v eH sin( )
r___
Vel 2 o
= 1+ h( —)sn( ) hép——); B phase (7)
12 v eH sh( )

where , and g are the them aloconductivity In the nom alstate and the them al conduc—
tivity In the lim it of universal heat conduction ! 0;T ! O:Here, isthe quasiparticke

scattering rate in the nom al state, and  is the anglke H m akes from the 2 axis. In both
Eg.() and Eq.(7) we have assum ed that the nodes in the B -phase are paralkel to the z axis.
Othemwise ,, is amaller by a factor of 10 50. In Fig. 4 we com pare the cbserved angle
dependent themm al conductivity with Eqg.(6) and (7). These equations give an excellent t.
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FIG . 4: Angulardependent them al conductiviy in P rO s,Sbis .

From thiswe extractv= 0296 10 an/secand = 0.1 K, where use ism ade of the weak-
coupling theory gaps » = 42K and 3 = 35K forthe A and B phase respectively. Note
that de Haasvan A phen m easurem ents {4] give com parable values of v (057 10 am /sec
[ band], 06 10 an/sec [ -bandland 023 10 an/sec [ band)).
4. G -wave superconductivity in UP d,A 1

This heavy—ferm jon superconductor with T. / 2K was discovered by G ebel et al @5]
In 1991. The reduction of the Knight shift in the superconducting state seen in NM R
[14] and the Pauli lin iting of He, in UPd,A L §7] established spin— singlet pairing. Nodal
superconductivity w ith horizontal nodes has been deduced from the them al conductivity



[48] and the c-axis tunneling data from UPd,AL thin Ins 49]. Here we focus on them al

conductivity data reported in Ref.fi3]. First, ,, atT = 04 K i a rotatihng m agnetic ed

wasmeasured. ForH < 05T no

dependence was seen, ( isthe angke H m akes from the

x axis). T his indicates that the nodal lines should be horizontal. Second, ., in a m agnetic

eld rotated w ithin the zx plane wasm easured.

W e show this in Fi. 5. Follow ing the standard procedure {{(], the them al conductivity

FIG . 5: Angular dependent m agnetothem al conductivity In UPdyA L
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in the clkan lim i, where

P 3
Fi()= oo + st @+ stf ( §+ sin?® ) 10)
p 2 l 2
F,()= oo + st @+ sif ( 71+ sin? 4)); 11)
and = (.=v,)°. istheangle H m akes from the zaxisand , isthe nodalposition. For

k) s ;oos2 )jand sin weobtain = 5;; and 0, respectively. W e show F'; () and
Fo,( ) InFig. 6 whereweussd = 0:69, the appropriate value orUPGA L. A com parison
ofFig. 5 and F'ig. 6 ndicatesthat (k) cos(@ ) isthem ost appropriate choice. Sim ilarly
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FIG.6: Angular functions¥1 ( ) (left) and F, ( ) for various nodal positions

the universal heat conduction in nodal superconductors B0, 51] for a varety of quasi2D

systam's (Ecos2 )jsh (2 );oos ;joos(2 );sin ) is a quantity of interest. W e obtain 53]

1 1
= P E (@ )= T () 12)
n 1+cC2 1+ C¢ 0

for all f'sgiven above. Here = 0:866T. and C, is detem ined by

2

I Ind
1+ C2 1+ C?

7 @3)

-
and K (z) and E (z) are the com plkte elliptic Integrals. Here , is the them al conductiviy

In the nomalstatewith = . Eg.(12) tells us that .y cannot discrim inate between

di erent nodal structures. O n the other hand, we nd

ZZ

= L1 (—) for £= cosR );sn@ );cos@2 ); 14)
n 0



but

ZZ 4 l l
= —p——C ) CK p——) Ep=—)) (15)
n 1+ C? 1+ C? 1+ C? 1+ C?
= L(—) for £ = cos ;e I cos 10)
0
and
7z 4 ocg 1 1
= P =K (P ) E & —)) @)
n 1+ C? 1+ C? 1+ C?
= L(—) 18)

Prsin ande * sih . Weshow I (= ¢);L(= ¢)and I ( = o) hFig. 7. W atanabe et
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FIG.7: The functions L, L and Iy

al I3]also measured ,, and ,, asa function of H (j2). O f course the e ects of in purity
scattering and of m agnetic elds are very di erent. Nevertheless the com parison of these
gures suggests again (k) cos2 ).

5. Concluding R em arks

W e have surveyed recent developm ents on nodal superconductors. A s to the superconduc—
tivity In SpRu0 4 we believe the 2-D fwave m odelw ith horizontal nodes ism ost prom ising,
In spite of the new speci ¢ heat data by D eguchiet al. However, further experin ents on
SR U0 4 are clkarly desirable.

The p+h-wave superconductivity in PrO s,Sb;, appears to solve m any Jjgsaw puzzles
sim ultaneously. T hese superconducting order param eters are highly degenerate due tomul-



tiple chiral symm etry breaking. W e expect exciting topological defects in these system s
associated w ith the chiral sym m etry breaking.

AloUPdyA L isthe rstUranium com pound exam ined through angle-dependent themm al
conductivity experim ents. From a m ore indirect way, the gap symm etry of UPt; has been
deduced tobe £ = e # sin® cos orE, at kast or the B phaseb2]. I has been shown
that there are m any triplet superconductors, ncluding UPt;, UBe3, URU,S, and UN LA L
B3]. The detem ination of the gap sym m etries of these superconductors is of great interest.

O foourse the gap symm etry iself cannot tell the underlying pairing m echanisn of these
system s. But at least this provides the rst inportant step for further exploration. A Iso,
phonons m ost lkely play no roke in the pairing m echanisn ofm ost nodal superconductors.
The m aprity of these pairings appear to be due to the antiparam agnon exchange. But we
can expect m ore exotic interactions as well in this plthora of nodal superconductors.
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