
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

14
63

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  1

9 
Ja

n 
20

05

B C S theory ofnodalsuperconductors

Hyekyung W on,1 Stephan Haas,2 David Parker,2 Sachin Telang,2 Andr�asV�anyolos,3 and K azum iM aki2

1
Departm ent ofPhysics, Hallym University, Chuncheon, 200-702, South K orea

2
Departm entofPhysics and Astronom y,University ofSouthern California,Los Angeles,California 90089-0484,USA

3
Departm entofPhysics,BudapestUniversity ofTechnology and Econom ics,H-1521 Budapest,Hungary

(D ated:April14,2024)

This course hasa dualpurpose. Firstwe review the successes ofthe weak-coupling BCS theory

in describing new classesofsuperconductorsdiscovered since1979.They includetheheavy-ferm ion

superconductors,organic superconductors,high-Tc cupratesuperconductors,Sr2RuO 4 etc.Second,

wepresentthequasiclassicalapproxim ation introduced by Volovik,which weextend to describethe

therm odynam icsand the therm alconductivity ofthe vortex state in nodalsuperconductors. This

approach provides the m ost powerfultoolin identifying the sym m etry ofthe energy gap function

�(k)in these new superconductors.

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

Q uestion:W hatisthe di�erence between a Ferm iliquid and a non-Ferm iliquid?

Answer:The di�erence isthe sam e asthe one between bananasand non-bananas.

BorisAltschuler(2001)

Unconventionalor\nodal"superconductorsappeared on thescenein 1979,when theheavy-ferm ion superconductor

CeCu2Si2 and the organicsuperconducting Bechgaard salts(TM TSF)2PF6 werediscovered.Since then,m any m ore

heavy-ferm ion superconductors [1]and organic superconductors [2]have been synthesized. This developm ent was

followed by the epoch m aking discovery ofhigh-Tc cuprate superconductorLa2� xBaxCuO 4 by Bednorz and M �uller

[3]with the superconducting transition tem perature Tc = 35K in 1986. W ithin a few yearsnew classes ofhigh-Tc
cupratesem erged,including YBa2Cu3O 6+ �,La2� xSrxCuO 4,Bi2Sr2Ca1� xY xCu2O 8+ � (Bi2212);and HgBa2CaCu2O 6

with Tc = 145K .The subsequent enthusiasm and confusion are welldocum ented in an early review by Enz [4].

Confusion? Yes,initially itwasthoughtthatLandau’sFerm iliquid theory [5]and theBCS theory [6]wereno longer

applicable.

Am ongm any proposalsoneofthem ostinuentialwereAnderson’sdogm as[7],which can besum m arized asfollows:

a.Theaction takesplacein the CuO 2 plane com m on to allhigh-Tc cupratesuperconductors.

b.The undoped state is a M ott insulator with antiferrom agnetic (AF) order. Upon doping superconductivity

appears.Thereforethe sim plestHam iltonian isthe two-dim ensional(2D)one-band Hubbard m odel:

H = � t
X

hi;ji�

(c+i�cj� + h:c)+ U
X

i

ni�ni�; (1)

wherehi;jiconnectsthenearestneighborsin the2D squarelattice.Thec
+

i� and ci� arecreation and annihilation

operatorforthe holesatthe site iwith spin � and ni� = c
+

i�ci�.

c.Asa possible ground state ofEq.(1)Anderson proposed the resonating valencebond (RVB)state:

	 =
Y

i

(1� di)jBCSi; (2)

where jBCSi is the BCS state for s-wave superconductors [6],and
Q

i
(1 � di) with di = ni�ni� is called the

G utzwilleroperator.
Q

i
(1� di)annihilatesalldoubly occupied states.

In spiteoftrem endouse�ortsspenton both Eqs.(1)and (2)ithasbeen di�cultto�nd solutionsin twodim ensions.

O n the otherhand the 1D version ofEq.(1)isnow com pletely understood [8,9]. In the m eantim e the perturbative

analysesbased on Eq.(1)predictBCS d-wavesuperconductivity in high-Tc cuprates[10,11,12,13].
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FIG .1: Localdensity ofstatesaround a single vortex ford-wave (left)and s-wave superconductivity.

High-quality single crystalsofYBCO ,LSCO and thin �lm sofBi2212 becam e available around 1992.The d-wave

superconductivity in these high-Tc cuprateswasestablished in 1994.Am ong m any experim ents,angle-resolved pho-

toem ission spectroscopy (ARPES)[14]and Josephson interferom etry [15,16]played a crucialrole.Around thistim e

severaltheoreticalgroups started to analyze the physicalproperties ofd-wave superconductivity within the BCS

fram ework [17,18,19,20]. In 1993 Patrick Lee [21]dem onstrated the universalheatconduction in d-wave supercon-

ductors.Furtherm orethe therm alconductivity wasshown to increasewith increasing im purity scattering [19].This

counterintuitivebehaviorwasobserved in the Zn-substituted YBCO in [22].The electroniccontribution to the ther-

m alconductivity in d-wave superconductorsis proportionalto T at low tem peratures (i.e. T � � where � is the

m axim um valueoftheenergy gap).Hereweassum e�(k)= �cos(2�)and � istheanglek in thea� bplanem akes

from the a axis.Then in the lim itofno im purity scattering (i.e. � ! 0 where � isthe quasiparticle scattering rate

in the norm alstate)the therm alconductivity isgiven by

�00

T
=
k2B

3~

v

v2
n; (3)

where �00=T = lim � ! 0�=T,and v=v2 = E F =� and n isthe quasiparticledensity orthe hole density.The velocities

v and v2 arede�ned from the quasiparticleenergy atthe Dirac cone

E k =

q

v2(kk � kF )
2 + v2

2
k2
?
; (4)

wherev isthe Ferm ivelocity,kk isthe radialcom ponentofthewavevectorand k? the com ponentperpendicularto

the Ferm isurface.

Laterwe shallderive Eq.(3)in Section IV.The therm alconductivity in single crystalsofoptim ally doped YBCO

and Bi2212 below T = 1K wasm easured by M ay Chiao etal[23,24].M aking useofEq.(3)they found �=E F = 1=10

and 1=14 forBi2212 and YBCO respectively.Theserem arkableratiosim ply:

a.High-Tc cuprates are described by the BCS theory ofd-wave superconductivity. They are far away from the

Bose-Einstein condensation lim itwhich requires� � E F [25].

b.According to the G inzburg criterion,uctuation e�ectsareofthe order�=E F � (pF �)
� 1.In otherwordsthey

should beatm ost10% .Thisappearsto excludelargephaseuctuationsand stripephasesdiscussed in [26,27].

c.For�=E F = 1=10 therearehundredsofquasiparticlebound statesaround thecoreofa singlevortex in d-wave

superconductors[28,29]. The radial(r) dependence ofthe localquasiparticle density ofstates is very sim ilar

to the one obtained fors-wave superconductivity [30]. W e show in Fig. 1 the localdensity ofstatesaround a

single vortex fora d-wave and s-wave superconductor. These are well-known bound states�rstdiscovered by

Caroli,de-G ennesand M atricon [31,32]fors-wavesuperconductors.

In earlierworks [33,34,35,36]it was asserted that there would be no bound state around a single vortex in d-wave

superconductors. However in these works it was assum ed � ’ E F in order to facilitate the num ericalanalysis
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FIG .2: The phase diagram ofhole-doped high-T c cuprate superconductors.

based on the lattice version ofthe Bogoliubov de G ennes equation. This assum ption (� ’ E F ) elim inates the

bound states in these num ericalanalyses. Ifwe lim it ourselves to the experim ents on single crystals ofhigh-Tc

cuprate superconductors,we �nd that m ost ofthe behaviors observed are consistent with the BCS theory ofd-

wave superconductivity [37]. Also itis better to use the continuum version ofthe Bogoliubov de G ennes equation.

which isproposed in [38]and used in [28,29]. M ore recently a sim ilaranalysisisextended fora vortex in an f-wave

superconductor[39].

From atheoreticalpointofview theuniversalityoftheLandau Ferm iliquid in 2D system swasdem onstrated within

the renorm alization group analysis[40,41,42]. The quasiparticlesin the norm alstate ofhigh-Tc cupratesappearto

be a Ferm iliquid state. Furtherm ore the quasiparticlesin d-wave superconductorsare in a BCS-Ferm iliquid state

with the quasiparticleenergy

E k =

q

v2(kk � kF )
2 + � 2 cos2(2�): (5)

In the vicinity ofthe DiracconeEq.(5)reducesto Eq.(4).

Another consequence ofthe renorm alization group analysis is that the instability ofthe norm alFerm iliquid is

related to theinfrared divergencein theparticle-particle(and thehole-hole)channelortheparticle-holechannel.The

form erresultsin conventionalorunconventionalsuperconductivity and the latterin conventionalorunconventional

density wave states. Therefore itisofgreatinterestto look atthe phase diagram ofthe high-Tc cupratesfrom this

pointofview.W e show a schem aticphasediagram in Fig.2.

Letusconsiderthehole-doped region.In thevicinity ofx = 0 thereisan antiferrom agnetic(AF)insulating phase,

which isa M ottinsulator(M I).Asthehole-doping x isincreased,theAF orderisrapidly suppressed around x = 3% .

Then a superconducting region developsfor5% < x < 25% .Thisissom etim escalled \the superconducting dom e".

Also in the underdoped region there is the pseudogap (PG ) regim e. The nature ofthe pseudogap is stillhotly

debated.Thereisevidencethatitisad-wavedensity wave(dDW )[43,44,45,46]with an energygap �(k)= �cos(2�).

Earlierproposals[43,45]haveonly considered the com m ensuratecasewith Z2 sym m etry som ething sim ilarto a ux

phase[47,48].

O n thecontrary,weconsidertheincom m ensurated-wavedensity wave[44,46]casewherethe condensatehasU(1)

sym m etry as in conventionalcharge-density wave system s(CDW ).Here the phase vortex [49]is the m ostcom m on

topologicaldefect.M oreoverthe phasediagram suggestsa coexistence region ofdDW and d-wavesuperconductivity

[43,45]. Then the phenom enologicalgap introduced by Tallon and Loram [50]should be the energy gap associated

with dDW .

Recently Laughlin [51]haspointed outthatthewavefunction (2)isim practical,sincetheG utzwilleroperatorhas

no inverse. Instead,he proposed to analyze Eq.(2)with a m odi�ed G utzwilleroperatorwhich hasan inverse. For

exam ple

Y

i

(1� di) !
Y

i

(1� �di); (6)
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FIG .3: From top left:2D f-wave in Sr2RuO 4,dx2�y 2-wave in CeCoIn5 and in �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2,(s+ g)-wavein YNi2B 2C,

(p+ h)-wave in the A phase ofPrO s4Sb12,(p+ h)-wave in the B phase ofPrO s4Sb12.

with � < 1.Hecalled this\gossam ersuperconductivity".\G ossam er"m eans�lm y cobweb orsom ething light,fragile

butstrong.Ifwe look atthisnew wavefunction with Eq.(6),we realizethatthisisan exam ple ofcom peting order

param eters[52,53].W e shallcom eback to thisquestion atthe end ofourcourse.

In a sem inalpaperVolovik [54]hasshown thatthequasiparticledensity ofstatesin thevortex stateofthed-wave

superconductors is calculable within a sem iclassicalapproxim ation. The predicted
p
H dependence ofthe speci�c

heat has been con�rm ed experim entally in single crystals ofYBCO [55,56],LSCO [57]and Sr2RuO 4 [58,59]. This

sem iclassicalapproach has been extended in a variety ofdirections [60,61,62,63,64,65]. W hen high-quality single

crystalsin theextrem ely clean lim it(i.e.l� � wherelisthequasiparticlem ean freepath and � thesuperconducting

coherencelength)areavailable,theangle-dependenttherm alconductivity in thevortex stateprovidesuniqueaccess

to the gap sym m etry �(k).In the lastfew yearsIzawa etal.havedeterm ined �(k)in Sr 2RuO 4 [66],CeCoIn5 [67],

�-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 [68],YNi2B2C [69]and PrO s4Sb12 [70,71].These gap functionsareshown in Fig.3.

In thefollowing,we�rstfocuson thequasiparticlespectrum in avarietyofnodalsuperconductors.Then thee�ectof

im purity scattering and theuniversalheatconduction isbriey sum m arized.Thequasiclassicalapproxim ation in the

vortex statein nodalsuperconductorsisthecentralpartofthiscourse.Alsothepropertiesofnodalsuperconductivity

in YNi2B2C and PrO s4Sb12 arebriey sum m arized.In the lastchapterwediscussunconventionaldensity waveand

gossam ersuperconductivity,which indicate new directionsto follow in new m aterials.

II. Q U A SIPA R T IC LE SP EC T R U M IN N O D A L SU P ER C O N D U C T O R S

Following the BCS paper[5]we considerthe e�ective Ham iltonian
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H =
X

k;�

�(k)c
+

k�
ck� +

1

2

X

k;�;k 0;� 0

v(k;k0)c
+

k0� 0c
+

� k0;� � 0c� k;� �ck�; (7)

with

v(k;k0)= � hjfj
2
i
� 1
V f(k)f(k0); (8)

and

hjfj
2
i =

1

4�

Z

d
jf(k)j2 3D (9)

=
1

(2�)2

Z

d�d�jf(k)j2 2D (10)

dependingon whetherthesystem is3D orquasi-2D.In thefollowing,weconsideragroup ofquasi-2D superconductors,

whose quasiparticle density ofstates,therm odynam ics etc. are identical[64]. W e de�ne quasi2D system s by a

cylindricalFerm isurface,as in high-Tc cuprates,Sr2RuO 4,CeCoIn5,�-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 etc. Also we consider a

group ofnodalsuperconductors with f(k) = cos(2�);sin(2�) (d-wave),e� i� cos(�) (f-wave),cos� (d-wave),sin�

(p-wave),e� i� sin(�)(d-wave),cos(2�)(g-wave)etc. Here � = ckz. Then itcan be readily shown (Exercise 1)that

these superconductorshavean identicalquasiparticledensity ofstates(DO S).

W ithin the m ean-�eld approxim ation,i.e.the BCS approxim ation,Eq.(7)istransform ed as

H =
X

k;�

	
+

k;�
(�(k)�3 + �(k)� 1)	 k;� �

X

k

j�(k)j2

v
(11)

The corresponding Nam bu-G or’kov G reen function [72,73]isgiven by

G
� 1(k;!)= ! � �(k)�3 � �(k)�1; (12)

where the �i’s are Paulim atrices operating on the Nam bu spinor space. For sim plicity we consider here only spin

singletpairing and f asa realfunction.

Then the polesofthe G reen function Eq.(12)givethe quasiparticleenergy

! = �
p
�2(k)+ � 2(k)’ �

q

v2(kk � kF )
2 + v2

2
k2
?
: (13)

The lastexpression isan approxim ation nearthe Diraccone.

From Eq.(13)thequasiparticledensity ofstatesisobtained as[17]

g(E )= Re

*

jE j
p
E 2 � �2jfj2

+

=

8
<

:

2

�
jxjK (x) forjxj< 1,

2

�
K (1=x) forjxj> 1,

(14)

where x = jE j=� and K (k) is the com plete elliptic integralofthe �rst kind. W e show in Fig.4 the quasiparticle

density ofstatesversusx,com pared with the onefors-wavesuperconductorwith a fullenergy gap.

Forsm allenergies,the density ofstatescan be expanded as

g(E )’ jE j=� (15)

forjE j=� � 1.

The m ean-�eld approxim ation also givesthe gap equation

�
� 1 = 2�Thjfj2i� 1

X 0

n

*

f2
p
!2n + f2

+

= hjfj
2
i
� 1

Z E 0

0

dE Re

*

jE j
p
E 2 � �2jfj2

+

tanh(
E

2T
);

(16)
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FIG .4: The quasiparticle density ofstates for nodalsuperconductors (solid line) and for s-wave superconductors (dashed

line).
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FIG .5: The tem perature dependence ofthe orderparam eter(dashed -approxim ate,solid -exact

which we have written in 2 alternative form s. Here � = �N0 is the dim ensionless coupling constant,!n is the

M atsubara frequency and E 0 isthecut-o� energy.Also the!n sum in the�rstequation hasto becuto� at! n ’ E 0.

Then within the weak coupling lim itwe�nd [74]

�(0)=T c = 2:14; (17)

�(t)=�(0)’
p
1� t3; (18)

wheret= T=Tc.In Fig.5 weshow �(t)=�(0)versusttogetherwith the approxim ateexpression Eq.(18).

Asto the therm odynam ics,itisconvenientto startwith the entropy S given by
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S = � 4N0

Z 1

0

dE g(E )[flnf + (1� f)ln(1� f)]

= 4N 0

Z 1

0

dE g(E )[ln(1+ e
� �E )+ �E (1+ e

�E )]:

(19)

Here N 0 is the quasiparticle density ofstates atthe Ferm isurface in the norm alstate and f = (1+ e�E )� 1 is the

Ferm ifunction.

From S,the speci�cheatand the therm odynam iccritical�eld areobtained by

Cs=T =
@S

@T
; (20)

and

1

8�
H

2

c(T)= Fn(T)� Fs(T)=

Z Tc

T

dT
0(Sn(T

0)� Ss(T
0)): (21)

Using the density ofstatesg(E),weobtain

Cs

sT
=
27�(3)

2�2

T

�
forT � �; (22)

and

H c(0)=
p
2�N 0�(0): (23)

Sim ilarly the superuid density within the a� bplane isgiven by

�s(T)=�s(0)= 2�T
X

n

�
� 2f2

(!2n + � 2f2)3=2

�

: (24)

In the lim itT ! 0 thisreducesto

�s(T)=�s(0)= 1� 2ln2
T

�(0)
: (25)

In otherwordsonecan obtain �(0)from the T linearslope ofthe superuid density.

There isstilla controversy asto the correctexpression ofthe c axissuperuid density.The sim plestassum ptions

[75]give

�s;c(T)=�s;c(0)=
�

2

�(t)

�(0)
hftanh(�f=(2T))i

’ 1�
�2

6

�
T

�(0)

� 2

:

(26)

Finally,the spin susceptibility and the nuclearspin latticerelaxation ratearegiven by

�s=�n = 1� �s(T)=�s(0); (27)

and
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T
� 1
1

=T
� 1
1n =

Z 1

0

dE

2T
g
2(E )sech2(

E

2T
)

’
�2

3

�
T

�

� 2

:

(28)

W e stress again that these expressions are not only valid for d-wave superconductors in the weak-coupling lim it

asin high-Tc cuprates,butforallnodalsuperconductorswith f(k)given above. Therefore in orderto explore the

individualgap sym m etry,wehaveto look atotherproperties.

Itissom ewhatsurprising thatallthe energy gapsofthe identi�ed nodalsuperconductorsin the quasi-2D system s

belong to the aboveclassoff’s.

Exercises 1.

1.1 W ithin the weak-coupling theory calculatethe jum p in the speci�c heatatT = Tc

a.fors-wavesuperconductivity.(Answer:�C=C n = 12=(2�(3))= 1:43)

b.fornodalsuperconductivity with �(k)= �f(k).(Answer:�C=C n = 12=(7�(3))hjfj4i=hjfj2i2)

1.2 Evaluatethe ratio �(0)=T c within the weak-coupling theory

a.fors-wavesuperconductivity.(Answer:�(0)=T c = �= = 1:76)

b.fornodalsuperconductivity.(Answer:�(0)=T c = (�=)exp(� hf2i� 1hf2 lnfi))

1.3 Show thatthe quasiparticledensity ofstatesfora group off’sdiscussed isthe sam easgiven by Eq.(14).

1.4 ExpressRehf2=
p
x2 � f2iin term sofcom pleteelliptic integrals.Answer:

Re

*

f2
p
x2 � f2

+

=

8
<

:

2

�
(K (x)� E (x)) forx < 1,

2

�
x(K (1=x)� E (1=x)) forx > 1.

(29)

III. EFFEC T O F IM P U R IT Y SC A T T ER IN G

In m etals the presence ofim purities or foreign atom s is unavoidable. Also,they provide the sim plest agents of

quasiparticle relaxation. Therefore the study ofim purity scattering iscrucialto understand quasiparticle transport

such aselectricconductivity and therm alconductivity.

In the early sixties the e�ect ofim purity scattering in s-wave superconductivity was system atically studied in

[76,77,78]. As is wellknown, nonm agnetic im purity scattering has little e�ect in s-wave superconductors. The

superconducting transition tem perature and the therm odynam icsare alm ostuna�ected. The m ostdom inante�ect

is a reduction ofthe quasiparticle m ean-free path, as in the norm alstate,and its consequence on the m agnetic

penetration depth.O n theotherhand,m agneticim puritieshavea profound e�ecton s-wavesuperconductivity.The

superconducting transition tem perature issharply reduced.Also in som e casesgaplesssuperconductivity isinduced

[78,79].

In contrast,thenonm agneticim puritieshaveprofound e�ectson nodalsuperconductorsaspointed outin [80,81,82].

In particular,resonantim purity scattering appearsto be prevalent. The extrem e lim itisthe unitary lim itwhere a

resonance occurs at E = 0. Such a m odelhas been discussed for d-wave superconductivity in high-Tc cuprates in

[83,84].The�rstself-consistentstudiesofim purity scatteringin d-wavesuperconductorswereperform ed in [18,19,20].

Forsim plicity weshalllim itourselvesto theunitary lim it.Also weassum ethattheim purity ispointlike,i.e.ithas

only s-wave scattering am plitude. Then the e�ectofim purity scattering can be incorporated by ! ! ~! in Eq.(12)

where ~! isthe renorm alized frequency given by [18]

~! = ! �
�

2
�

p
1� ~x2

~x

�

K

�
1

p
1� ~x2

��� 1

; (30)
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FIG .6: The quasiparticle density ofstatesin the presence ofim purities,forseveralim purity concentrations.

and ~x = ~!=� and � = n i(�N 0)
� 1 is the quasi-particle scattering rate in the norm alstate. Then the quasiparticle

density ofstatesin the presenceofim puritiesisgiven by

g(E ;�)=
2

�
Re

�
~x

p
1� ~x2

K

�
1

p
1� ~x2

��

: (31)

Thequasiparticledensity ofstatesin the presenceofim puritiesisshown in Fig.6.W e note a rapid appearanceof

disorder-induced spectralweightatE = 0.Indeed g(0;�)isgiven by

g(0;�)=
C0

p
1+ C 2

0

K

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

; (32)

whereC0 isobtained from

C 2
0p

1+ C 2
0

=
�

2

�

�
K

� 1

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

: (33)

In the lim it�=� ! 0,both Eq.(32)and Eq.(33)reduceto

g(0;�)= C 0 ln(
4

C0

)’

 

��

2�
ln
� 1

 

4

r
2�

��

! ! 1=2

; (34)

and

C
2

0 ln(4=C0)’
��

2�
: (35)

The gap equation in the presenceofim purity scattering isgiven by
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FIG .7: �(0;�)=� 00 (dashed line),Tc=Tc0 (solid line)and g(0;�)=N 0 (dashed-dotted line)are shown asa function of�=� c in

the unitary lim it.

�
� 1 = 2�Thf2i� 1

X 0

n

*

f2

p
~!2n + � 2f2

+

=
8T

�

X 0

n

p
1+ ~x2n

 

E

 

1
p
1+ ~x2n

!

�
~x2n

1+ ~x2n
K

 

1
p
1+ ~x2n

! !

;

(36)

where ~xn = ~!n=� and ~! n is the renorm alized M atsubara frequency. Then in the lim it � ! 0, we obtain the

Abrikosov-G or’kov form ula:

� ln

�
Tc

Tc0

�

= 	

�
1

2
+

�

2�Tc

�

� 	

�
1

2

�

; (37)

where Tc(Tc0)is the superconducting transition tem perature in the presence (absence)ofim purities. Here 	(z)is

the digam m a function.

NotethatEq.(37)isthe sam easfors-wavesuperconductorsin the presenceofm agneticim purities[78].In nodal

superconductors�isduetononm agneticim purities,whereasin s-wavesuperconductors�isassociated with m agnetic

scattering which involvesspin ipping.

AtT = 0K Eq.(36)reducesto

� ln

�
�(�;0)

�(0;0)

�

= 2

�

f
2 ln(C0 +

q

C 2
0
+ f2)

�

�
2�

�

Z 1

C 0

dxx
2(1� E =K )[(1+ x

2)E � K ]; (38)

where E = E (1=
p
1+ x2)and K = K (1=

p
1+ x2)and C0 hasalready been de�ned in Eq.(33). W e show in Fig.7

Tc=Tc0; �(0;�)=�(0;0;)and g(0)versus�=� c where �c = �Tc0=(2)’ 0:8819Tc0.

Surprisingly,�(0;�)=�(0;0) follows very closely T c=Tc0. Also g(0;�) increases very rapidly with �. This rapid

increasein the DO S hasbeen m easured by the low tem perature speci�cheatin doped LSCO [85].Note C s=(sT)=

g(0). As seen from FIG .8 the experim entaldata agree very wellwith the theoreticalprediction. Especially the

agreem entisalm ostperfectin thevicinityoftheoptim allydoped LSCO .Thissuggestsstronglythattheweak-coupling

BCS theory ford-wavesuperconductivity isadequateforLSCO .W e havealready m entioned that�(0)=T c = 2:14 in

the weak-coupling lim it. W e can deduce thisratio foroptim ally doped LSCO ,YBCO and Bi2212. These are 2.15,
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FIG .8: Experim entalvaluesforTc(�)fordoped LSCO

2.64 and 5.3 respectively. Indeed LSCO appears to be in the weak-coupling lim it whereas YBCO m ay be in the

interm ediate regim e. Since the large ratio 5.3 forBi2212 isratherstrange,we wonderifanotherorderparam eteris

hidden to m akethislargeenergy gap possible(seeSection VIII).

The planarsuperuid density in the presenceofim puritiesisgiven by

�s(T;�)

�s(0;0)
= 2�T

1X

n= 0

�
� 2f2

(~!2n + � 2f2)3=2

�

: (39)

ForT = 0 thisreducesto

�s(T;�)

�s(0;0)
= 1�

�

�C 0

+
�

�

Z 1

C 0

dx

x2

�

1�
E

K

� 2

: (40)

Thissharp decreasein superuid density in Zn-substituted YBCO hasbeen observed by the �-SR experim ents[86].

In Fig.9 we show �s(T;�)=�s(0;0)versusT=Tc0.

Exercises 2.

2.1.DeriveEq.(30).

2.2.DeriveEq.(34)and Eq.(35).

IV . U N IV ER SA L H EA T C O N D U C T IO N

In 1993,Patrick Lee [21]pointed out thatthe therm alconductivity in d-wave superconductorsis linear in T for

T � �(0),and thatittakesthe universalvalue � 00=T = k2B vn=(3~v2)in the lim it� ! 0.A furtherstudy indicates

that�=T increasesvery rapidly with �,the quasiparticle scattering due to im purities[19]. Thisresultwasused by

M ay Chiao etal[23,24]to extract�(0)=E F ofoptim ally doped Bi2212 and YBCO .By transform ing the expression

ofthetherm alconductivity given by Am begaokarand G ri�n [87],thetherm alconductivity forT � �(0)isgiven by

[19]
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�xx=�n = �yy=�n =
�

�

�
C 2
0

(C 2
0
+ f2)3=2

�

=
2�

��

1
p
1+ C 2

0

E

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

;

(41)

where C0 and � = �(0;�)have been given in Eq.(33)and Eq.(38)respectively and E (k)isthe com plete elliptic

integralofthesecond kind.Forlaterpurposes,itism oreconvenientto norm alize�xx by �
c
n,thenorm alstatetherm al

conductivity,by � = � c = 0:882Tc0 the criticalscattering where superconductivity disappears.

�
c
n =

�2Tn

6�cm
: (42)

Then wecan rewriteEq.(41)as

�xx=�
c
n =

2�c

��

1
p
1+ C 2

0

E

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

= I1(�=� c): (43)

I1(�=� c)versus�=� c isshown in Fig.10.

W e note that �xx increases m onotonically with �. In other words,the therm alconductivity increases with the

im purity scattering.Thiscounterintuitivebehaviorisunderstood,ifonerealizesthattheim purity scatteringproduces

quasiparticlesdueto thepair-breakinge�ect[19].Indeed,thepredicted � dependenceof� xx wasveri�ed in Zn-doped

YBCO [22]and m ore recently in Sr2RuO 4 [88]. Ifwe substitute in Eq.(41) f = sin(2�),cos�,e� i� cos�,sin�,

e� i� sin� or cos(2�),we willobtain the sam e result. The planar therm alconductivity can thus not discrim inate

between di�erentnodalsuperconductors[89].Theresultfortheout-of-planetherm alconductivity isofm oreinterest.

W e obtain

�zz=�
c
n =

�c

�

�

(1� cos(2�))
C 2
0

(C 2
0
+ jfj2)3=2

�

= I1(�=� c)

(44)

FIG .9: The superuid density versustem perature forvariousim purity concentrations.
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forf = cos(2�),sin(2�)and cos(2�).But

�zz=�
c
n =

4�c

��

1
p
1+ C 2

0

 

(1+ C
2

0)E

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

� K

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

! !

= I2(�=� c)

(45)

forf = cos�,e� i� cos� and

�zz=�
c
n =

4�c

��

C 2
0p

1+ C 2
0

 

K

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

!

� E

 

1
p
1+ C 2

0

! !

= I3(�=� c)

(46)

for f = sin� and e� i� sin�. W e show I1(�=� c),I2(�=� c) and I3(�=� c) versus �=� c in FIG .10. It is clear that

�zz ! 0 for f = sin� and e� i� sin� in the lim it � ! 0. There is no universalheat conduction. Very recently

therm alconductivity data for�xx and �zz atT = 0:4K and H k ẑ in UPd2Al3 wasreported [89,90]. Thisisshown

in Fig.11.Although the �eld dependence of�ii isnotthe sam e asits� dependence,we conclude �(k)in UPd 2Al3
is m ore consistent with �(k) � cos(2�) rather than �(k) � cos�. The latter has been proposed in [91]based on

antiparam agnon exchangewith Q = (0;0;�=c)[92].

Exercises 3.

3.1.DeriveEq.(41)fora variety off’s.

3.2.Calculate�zz forthese f’s.
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FIG .11: Therm alconductivity data forUPd2Al3

V . Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N

A . V ortex state

In thepresenceofa m agnetic�eld,allknown nodalsuperconductorsenterinto thevortex statewhen them agnetic

�eld exceeds H c1(T), the lower critical�eld. In this vortex state the quantized vortex lines form a regular two

dim ensionallattice in the equilibrium con�guration. Also each vortex line carriesa unitux �0 = hc=(2e)= 2:06�

10� 7G cm 2. The m arvelous theory oftype II superconductivity was created by Abrikosov [93]in 1957,based on

the phenom enologicalG inzburg-Landau theory [94]. The m icroscopic foundation ofG L theory was provided by

G or’kov [95]after the appearance ofthe BCS theory [6]. In s-wave superconductors the vortex lattice is usually

hexagonal. But in d-wave superconductorsthe square vortex lattice is m ore stable for T=Tc � 0:9 [96,97]. Indeed

the square vortex lattice was recently observed in LSCO by neutron scattering experim ents [98]. Also unlike in

s-wave superconductors,the quasiparticles dom inate the low-tem perature transportproperties in the whole vortex

statein nodalsuperconductors.Thequasiclassicalapproxim ation then providesthem ostpracticalway to handlethe

quasiparticletransportin the vortex stateforT � �.

B . Q uasiparticle spectrum in the vortex state

In 1993 Volovik [54]showed how to calculate the quasiparticle DO S in the vortex state ofd-wave superconduc-

tors,when T � �(0). Here we shallfollow thisprocedure. Firstwe note thatthe quasiparticle energy E k isshifted

to E k � v � q = Ek � k � vs in the presence ofa superow [99].Here v,2q and vs arethe quasiparticle velocity,the

pairm om entum and the superuid velocity respectively. Also fora classofnodalsuperconductorswe considered in

Section II,weobtain g(E )= jE j=� forjE j� �.

In the presenceofa superow thisisgeneralized as

g(E ;H )= � � 1
hjE � v � qji; (47)

or

g(0;H )� g(H )= �� 1hjv � qji; (48)

where h:::idenotesthe averagesoverthe Ferm isurface and overthe vortex lattice.Here v � q iscalled the Doppler

shift.

Letusconsiderd-wavesuperconductorsin a m agnetic�eld H k ĉ.Then Eq.(48)becom es
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FIG .12: Q uasi-two-dim ensionalcylindricalFerm isurface

g(H )=
4v

��d 2

Z d

0

rdr

2�

Z �=2

0

d� cos�

Z 2�

0

d�

2�
�(cos(2�))

=
2

�2

v
p
eH

�
:

(49)

Here d = 1=
p
eH and we assum ed forsim plicity a squarevortex lattice with lattice constantd. Also,in the present

calculation wetook q = �̂=(2r),wherer isthedistancefrom thecenterofa vortex and � istheanglebetween v and

q.W etreated theaverageoverthevortex lattice�a la W igner-Seitz.Finally in theearliertreatm ents[60,61,63,64]the

factor�� 1 com ing from (2�)� 1
R2�
0

d� �(cos(2�))wasm issing.From Eq.(49)the speci�cheatand otherobservables

[100]areobtained as

Cs=nT = g(H ); �s=�n = g(H );

�s(H )

�s(0)
= 1� g(H ): (50)

W ehavealready m entioned thatthe
p
H dependenceofthespeci�cheatin thenodalsuperconductorswasobserved

in YBCO [55,56],LSCO [57]and Sr4RuO 4 [58,59].However,in theearlieranalysis[55,56]a factor� 0:3 wasm issing.

W e believe the �� 1 we �nd here accountsforthism issing factor.In otherwords,the sem iclassicalresultisnotonly

qualitatively butalsoquantitatively accurate.Itisveryeasy towork outhjv � qjiforotherclassesof�(k)asdiscussed

in Section II.Then itis easily seen thatthe con�guration H k ĉ cannotdiscrim inate d-wave superconductorsfrom

othernodalsuperconductors.

C . Extension to the arbitrary �eld orientation

In order to get a handle on the gap sym m etry of�(k), it is necessary to consider the case ofarbitrary �eld

orientations. For sim plicity we lim it ourselvesto the case where H is in the a � b plane with an angle � from the

a axis. Precisely thiscon�guration isconsidered in [62]. Unfortunately,however,a ratherunrealistic Ferm isurface

wasconsidered.Instead we considerthe quasi-2D Ferm isurfaceshown in Fig.12 [101].In the presentcon�guration

the vortex loses circular sym m etry around the vortex axis. Therefore we �nd it is very usefulto introduce a scale

transform ation asin [102]to m akea circularvortex.Forf = cos(2�)we�nd [63]
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g(H )=
2

�
~v
p
eH

�q

sin2 � + sin2(� � �0)

�

’
2

�
~v
p
eH (0:955+ 0:0285cos(4�));

(51)

where ~v =
p
vcv and vc isthe Ferm ivelocity parallelto the c axisand � isthe angle H m akesfrom the a axis. W e

thus �nd a 3% fourfold term (� cos(4�)) with a � .3% angularvariation ofg(H ) The � dependence ofthe speci�c

heatin YBCO wasstudied by W ang etal[103]. They could not�nd thissm allfourfold term which iswithin their

experim entalerror.

W hen �(k)hasa horizontalnode asin Sr2RuO 4 [66]g(H )doesnotexhibitthe � dependence. In particularfor

f = e� i� cos� weobtain

hjvqji=
2

�2
~v
p
eH

p
2E (1=

p
2)= 1:216

2

�2
~v
p
eH (52)

Thereforethespeci�cheatofSr2RuO 4 by Deguchietal[104]appearssom ewhatpuzzling.Theirdata forT > 0:5K is

consistentwith 2D f-wavesuperconductor.However,som ething di�erentappearsto happen below T = 0:3K .From

experience with YNi2B2C we know sharp cuspsin g(H )im ply pointnodesand notline nodes[105]. Therefore the

speci�c heatforT < 0:3K suggeststhe appearanceofpointlikem inigapsfork k (1;0;0),(0;1;0)etc.These m ay be

reproduced with the secondary energy gap

� 2(k)� e
� i� cos�(1� acos(4�)cos2 �)

with a . 1.Then the secondary gap hasthe sam esym m etry asa 2D f-wavesuperconductor.

Exercises 4.

4.1.Calculateg(H )when H isrotated within the z� x plane.Considerheref = cos�,sin� and cos(2�).

4.2.Calculateg(H )when H isrotated within the x � y plane.Considerthe sam esetoff’sasabove.

V I. M A G N ET O T H ER M A L C O N D U C T IV IT Y

Experim entson theangulardependenttherm alconductivity in YBCO [106,107,108,109]indicatethatthe therm al

conductivity issensitive to the nodaldirections,although theoreticalinterpretation ofthisdata hasbeen given only

recently[65].In ordertocalculatethetherm alconductivityitiscrucialtoincorporatethee�ectsofim purityscattering

and ofthe Dopplershift on an equalfooting. Then there arise natually two lim iting cases: a)the superclean lim it

(��) 1=2 � < jv � qj> and b)the clean lim it(��)1=2 � < jv � qj> � �.

Firstitisnecessary to determ ine the quasiparticlelifetim e in the presenceofim purity scattering and the Doppler

shift.Thisisgiven by [63]

C0 =
��

2�
[< C0 ln(

2
p
C 2
0
+ x2

)+ xtan� 1(x=C0)> ]
� 1 (53)

where �C 0 = Im (~!) at ! = 0 is the quasi-particle relaxation rate on the Ferm isurface and x = jv � qj=�. This

form ula appliesto the classoff’sintroduced in II,which include d-wave superconductivity with f = cos(2�). Also

in the lateranalysisweassum ethatH liesin the ab-plane.

A . Superclean lim it

In the superclean lim itwecan assum ethatx � C0.Then Eq.(52)issolved as

C0 =
�

�
< x >

� 1
�
2

�
(
�

�
)2 < x >

� 3 [ln(2=x)� 1] (54)
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O n the otherhand,in the clean lim itwe obtain

C
2

0 ln(2=C0) =
��

2�
�
1

2
< x

2
> + ::: (55)

Also when H isperpendicularto the a-b planeweobtain

< x
2
> =

1

4�

v2eH

� 2
ln

�

v
p
eH

(56)

The therm alconductivity within the a-b planeand in the lim itT � � isgiven by [63]

�k=�n(� �xx=�n = �yy=�n)=
��

4�

*
1+

C
2

0
+ x

2
� f

2

j(C 0+ ix)
2+ f2j

Re
p
(C0 + ix)2 + f2

+

(57)

where�n =
�
2
T n

6� m
isthe therm alconductivity in the norm alstate.Then in the superclean lim itEq.(56)reducesto

�k=�n =
��

2�

�
�(x2 � f2)

xC0

(x2 � f
2)1=2

�

(58)

=
��

4�C 0

< x > =
�

4
< x >

2 (59)

=
1

�3

v2(eH )

� 2
(60)

In thelaststep weassum ed H kc.TheH-lineartherm alconductivity was�rstobserved in Sr2RuO 4 atT = 0:3K [67],

which indicatesnodalsuperconductivity with f = e� i� cos(�)in Sr2RuO 4 and thatthe system isin the superclean

lim it.M orerecently the H-lineartherm alconductivity wasobserved in PrO s4Sb12 [71]forT � 0:3K .

Now in the presenceofa m agnetic �eld in the a-b plane,wem ust�rstgeneralizeEq.57 as[63]

�xx=�n =
�

4
< x > < (1+ cos(2�

0

))x > (61)

�yy=�n =
�

4
< x > < (1� cos(2�

0

))x > (62)

and

�xy=�n =
�

4
< x > < sin(2�

0

)x > (63)

wheretheangle�
0

refersto thedirection ofthequasiparticlewavevectorwithin thea-b plane.Then forf = cos(2�)

Eq.(58)gives

�k=�n(� �xx=�n = �yy=�n)=
~v2eH

�3� 2
(0:955+ 0:0285cos(4�))2 (64)

and

�xy=�n = �
~v2eH

�3� 2
(0:265sin(2�)(0:955+ + 0:0285cos(4�)) (65)

Here ~v =
p
vvc.Therefore�k should exhibitthe fourfold term with a m agnitude variation ofthe orderof� 6% .

In early experim ents[106,107,109]a fourfold term ofcom parativem agnitude wasfound in YBCO butofopposite

sign.Sim ilarly O ca~na and Esquinazi[108]found theHalltherm alconductivity � sin(2�),butofoppositesign.These

problem swere clari�ed in [65]. Allexperim entson YBCO were perform ed atT � < jv � qj> ,whereasthe present

theory appliesonly forT � < jv � qj> .

Also,therm alconductivity m easurem ents in CeCoIn5 [68]and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 [69]have seen evidence for a

fourfold term . Ifwe assum e that these experim ents are done in the region T � < jv � qj> ,we have to interpret

the data asdxy-wavesuperconductivity and dx2� y2 sym m etry forCeCoIn5 and �-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 respectively.The

form eridenti�cation appearsto be consistentwith the m agnetospeci�c heatdata ofCeCoIn5 reported in [110]. For

f = e� i� cos�,weobtain [64]

�xx=�n =
~v2(eH )

� 2
� 1:479(1� 0:0416cos(2�)) (66)

The m agnitudeofthe twofold term seen in [66]isconsistentwith Eq.(66).
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B . C lean lim it

In the clean lim itEq.(57)istransform ed as

�k=�0 = 1+
< x2 >

3c2
0

(67)

’ 1+
1

6�2
ln

 

2

r
2�

��

!

v2(eH )

��
ln(

�

v
p
eH

) (68)

where �0 = �k(H ! 0) and we have assum ed H k c. In the clean lim it the �eld dependence is given by �k �

H ln(H 0=H ).In a m agnetic�eld within the a-b planewe obtain

�xx=�0 = 1+
1

6�2
ln

 

2

r
2�

��

!

~v2(eH )

��
[ln(

�

~v
p
eH

)� 0:072+ 0:041cos(4�)] (69)

and

�xy=�0 =
1

3c2
0

< sin(2�)x2 > (70)

= �
(~v)2eH

3�2��
ln(2

r
2�

��
)sin(2�)[ln(

�

~v
p
eH

)� 0:42] (71)

wherewehaveassum ed f = cos(2�).

Theb-axistherm alconductivity of�-(ET)2Cu(NCS)2 determ ined by Izawaetal[68]exhibitsnotonly thefour-fold

term predicted in Eq. 65,but also a two-fold term that was not predicted. W e can interpret the two-fold term

as being due to the adm ixture ofan s-wave com ponent. The experim entaldata is m ost naturally interpreted as

�(k)� cos(2�)� 0:067 [111].Finally forT � < jv � qj> weobtain [65]

�xx=�n =
7�2

10
(
T

�
)2(1+ (

2

�
)2 ln

2
(
2�

1:76T
))�

1

(2�)2
ln(

2�

1:76T
)
~v2(eH )

� 2

�

ln(
4�

~v
p
eH

�
1

16
(1� cos(4�))

�

(72)

�xy=�n =
1

2�2
sin(2�)

~v2(eH )

� 2
ln(

2�

1:76T
)ln(

4�

~v
p
eH

) (73)

ItappearsthatbothEq.(67)and(68)describeconsistentlytheangle-dependentm agnetotherm alconductivityobserved

in YBCO [108,109].

Exercises 5.

5.1 Indicatehow to deriveEq.(58)from Eq.(57).

5.2 Consider�zz forf’s with horizontalnodes(i.e. f = sin�,cos�,and cos2�)when the m agnetic �eld isrotated

within the z-x plane.

V II. SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y W IT H P O IN T N O D ES

A . B orocarbides Y N i2B 2C and LuN i2B 2C

Thisclassofsuperconductivitywasdiscoveredin 1994[112].Theirrelativelyhigh transitiontem peratures(Tc = 15.5

K and 16.5K forYNi2B2C and LuNi2B2C,respectively)and theirinterplaybetween m agnetism and superconductivity

areofgreatinterest.In thefollowingwewillfocuson thetwosuperconductingborocarbidesYNi2B2C and LuNi2B2C,

which haveno indication ofm agnetism .

The presence ofa substantials-wave com ponent in the superconducting order param eter �(k) in YNi2B2C was

established by substituting Niby a sm allam ountofPt.An opening ofthe energy gap wasobserved by speci�c heat

m easurem ents [113]. O n the other hand,this superconductivity exhibits a num ber ofpeculiarities unexpected for

s-wavesuperconductors.Forexam ple the
p
H dependence ofthe speci�c heatin the vortex state [114,115]indicates

a nodalsuperconductor. Furtherm ore the presence ofde-Haas-van-Alphen (dHvA)oscillation in the vortex state in
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LuNi2B2C down to H = 0:2H c2 suggests again nodalsuperconductivity.[116,117]Also T
� 1
1

in NM R exhibits a T 3

power law consistent with nodalsuperconductivity [118]. In addition �(k) exhibits a fourfold sym m etry as seen

from the angulardependence ofthe uppercritical�eld H c2 when the m agnetic �eld isrotated within the a-b plane

[119,120].Also,unlikethesuperconductorsdiscussed in previoussections,herewearedealing with a superconductor

with a 3D Ferm isurface.

Then wepostulate [105]

�(k)= (�=2)(1� sin 4(�)cos(4�)) (74)

where � and � are polar coordinates describing k,the quasiparticle wave vector. This order param eter belongs to

the hybrid representation ofs+ g-wave superconductivity. The precise m atching ofthe s and g-wave com ponentsis

necessary in orderto �nd thenodalexcitationsasobserved experim entally.W ithin a m odelHam iltonian thestability

ofsuch a precise m atching is considered in [121]. The corresponding �(k) is shown in Fig. 13. The quasiparticle

density ofstatesisgiven by

FIG .13:O rderparam eterforthe borocarbidesYNi2B 2C and LuNi2B 2C

G (E )= jxj

Z 2

0

dyF (y)Re
1

(x2 � y2)1=2
(75)

wherex = E =� and

F (y)=
1

2

Z u0

0

dz

((1� z2)4 � (1� u2
0
)4)

(76)

with u0 =
p
(1� (j1� yj)1=2). W e note thatF (2� y)= F (y). The DO S isshown in Fig. 14. ForjE j=� = x � 1

the quasiparticledensity ofstatescan be approxim ated by
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FIG .14: Q uasi-particle density ofstatesforthe borocarbidesYNi2B 2C and LuNi2B 2C
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g(E )=
�jE j

8�
(1+ (9=(8�))(jE j=�)+ :::) (77)

which gives

Cs=N T ’
27�(3)

8�
(T=�) (78)

Unlikethepointnodesdiscussed in Ref.[1],thepointnodesherearequadraticwhich givesN (E )� jE jand Cs � T2.

In the presenceofa m agnetic�eld the quasiparticledensity ofstatesisgiven by

g(0;H )=
�

8�
< jv � qj> =

~v(eH )1=2I(�;�)

2�
(79)

where ~v =
p
vavc and

I(�;�)=
1

2
((1� sin2 � sin2 �)1=2 + (1� sin2 � cos2 �)1=2) (80)

Here � and � are the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld where the polaraxisistaken parallelto the c axis.W e show in

Fig.15 I(�;�). In particularfor� = �=2 the DO S exhibitscuspsat� = 0;�=2;�;3�=2.These cuspsappearalso in
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FIG .15:The angularfunction I(�;�)

the speci�c heat,since

Cs=N T = g(0;H ) (81)

forT � �.Indeed,such cuspshavebeen seen by Park etal[122.]Unfortunately,however,theirdata arelim ited to

� = �=2 and cannotexplorethe wholeextentofI(�;�).

Dueto thepresenceofan s-wavecom ponent,thee�ectofim purity scattering isvery di�erentfrom theusualnodal

superconductorsdiscussed in IIIand IV .[123]Firstofallthereisno resonantscattering.So theBorn approxim ation

su�ces.Also,unlikein othernodalsuperconductorstheenergygapopensup im m ediatelyin thepresenceofim purities.

Theenergy gap !g isgiven in a good approxim ation by !g = �(1+ �

�
)� 1.Thereforethespeci�cheatand thetherm al

conductivity decreaseasT ! 0 likeCs=T � �=T � (!g=T)
2e� !g=T .Hence,thereisno universalheatconduction.

The gap equation issolved in the presenceofim purities.W e �nd

� ln(Tc=Tc0)=
0:203

1:203
[	(

1

2
+

�

2�Tc
)� 	(

1

2
)] (82)

which is com pared with Eq.(37) for usualnodalsuperconductors. W e show in Fig. 16 Tc=Tc0;�(0;�)=� 00 versus

�=� 00.Both Tc=Tc0 and,�(0;�)=� 00 decreasem uch m oreslowly as�=� 00 increases.
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Finally the therm alconductivity in the vortex state isgiven by [124]

�zz=�n =
x

2ln(2=x)
[(1� y

2)3=2 �
3

2
y(arccosy� y(1� y

2)1=2)]�(1� y) (83)

’
x

2ln(2=x)
(84)

where x =
~v(eH )

1=2
I(�;�)

�
;y = �

� x
. W e show in Fig. 17 data by Izawa atal[69],where the m agnetic �eld isrotated

conically around the c-axis. The clearcuspsfor� = �=2 disappearas� isdecreased. Thisisthe clearsign ofpoint

nodesatk = (100);(010);(� 100)and (0� 10).The e�ectofPt-substitution ofNiin Y(Ni1� xPtx)2B2C with x= 0.05

isstudied by K am ata etal[125].Asseen from Fig.19 theangulardependencein �zz disappeared com pletely for5%

substitution ofPt.From Eq.(78)and Tc = 13:1K ofthe 5 percentPtsubstituted system ,wecan deduce� = 23:8K .
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FIG .18:E�ectofim puritieson therm alconductivity -theoretical

FIG .19:E�ectofim puritieson therm alconductivity -experim ental

This� ism uch largerthan T c0.Clearly parallelexperim entswith Pt-substitution lessthan 1% arehighly desirable.

The present�(k)describesvery wellthe ultrasonicattenuation data ofYNi2B2C [126,127].

B . Skutterudite P rO s4Sb12

The skutterudite PrO s4Sb12 isa heavy-ferm ion superconductorwith transition tem perature Tc � 1:8K [128,129,

130]. The angle-dependent m agnetotherm alconductivity data ofthis m aterialinidcates an interesting m ultiphase

structurecharacterized by thegap functions� A (k)and � B (k)with pointnodes.[70,71,131]M orerecently,therehas

been m ounting evidence for triplet superconductivity in this com pound. First,from �-SR m easurem entAokiet al

[132]discovered a rem nant m agnetization in the B phase ofthis com pound indicating triplet pairing. Also m ore

recenttherm alconductivity data by Izawa etalisnotconsistentwith the singletm odel[131],butisconsistentwith

p+ h-wavesuperconductors[71].Finally,Tou etal[133]reported NM R data ofPrO s4Sb12 ofwhich the K nightshift

suggeststhe tripletpairing.
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The tripletpairing togetherwith the position ofpointnodesgivealm ostuniquely [71]

� A (k) =
3

2
d�e � i�i(1� k1

4
� k2

4
� k3

4
) (85)

� B (k) = d�e � i�3(1� k3
4
) (86)

where e� i�1 = (k2 � ik3)=
p
(k2

2
+ k2

3
),etc. Here �i in Eq.(85) is one of�1;�2 and �3. Also we have chosen the

nodaldirection of� B parallelto (0 0 1)in Eq.(86).Also j� A (k)jhasthecubicsym m etry consistentwith thecrystal

sym m etry ofPrO s4Sb12,whilej� B (kjhastheaxialsym m etry.W eshow in Fig.20j� A (kjand j� B (k)j.Very recently

FIG .20:Proposed A-phase (left)and B-phase orderparam etersforPrO s4Sb12

the m agneticpenetration depth ofthe B-phasein PrO s4Sb12 hasbeen reported [134].They applied a m agnetic�eld

parallelto each ofthe 3 crystalaxesand determ ined the m agnetic penetration depth and found isotropic superuid

density. At�rstsightthis is clearly in contradiction to our� B (k) in Eq. (86). However,this isunderstood,ifwe

assum ethatthestationary m agnetic�eld controlsthesym m etry axisof� B (k)[135].Indeed theground stateenergy

isfavorablewhen the nodesare aligned parallelto H . Also the T 2 dependence ofthe superuid density forT � �

followsfrom thisassum ption.Asin allthe tripletsuperconductors,oursuperconducting orderparam eterbreaksthe

chiralsym m etry.So both orderparam etersaresix-fold degenerate.

The quasiparticleDO S ofthese statesisgiven by

g(E ) = jxjRe

*

1
p
x2 � jfj2

+

(87)

forx =
jE j

�
.Thisisevaluated num erically and shown in Fig.21.Forjxj� 1 weobtain

g(E ) ’ �jxj=4 A � phase (88)

’ �jxj=8 B � phase (89)

In theB-phasethereisa logarithm icsingularity atE = � asin d-wavesuperconductors,whereasin theA-phasethe

singularity issplitinto 2 cuspsatE =� = 3=4 and 1.In the vortex statethe quasiparticleDO S isgiven by

gA (H ) =
1

2

v
p
eH

�
IA (�;�) A � phase (90)

=
1

4

v
p
eH

�
IB (�;�) B � phase (91)

where

IA (�;�) = sin� + (1� cos2 � sin2 �)1=2 + (1� cos2 � cos2 �)1=2 (92)

IB (�;�) = sin�: (93)
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FIG .21:Q uasiparticle density ofstatesforp+ h-wave superconductor

In the B-phase we haveassum ed thatthe nodesareparallelto (0 0 1).Then the low-tem peraturespeci�c heat,etc.

aregiven by

CS=N T = g(H ); �S=�N = g(H ) (94)

�S(H )=�S(0) = 1� g(H ) (A � phase) (95)

�Sk(H )=�Sk(0) = 1� 3g(H ) (B � phase) (96)

The lastexpression m eansthe superuid density m easured parallelto the nodaldirections.

In p+ h-wave superconductors the im purity scattering is handled sim ilarly to other nodalsuperconductors. For

exam ple,the superconductivity in the A-phaseexhibitsthe universalheatconduction with �00=T = �2nE F =12�(0).

O n the other hand in the B-phase the heat current has to be parallelto the nodaldirection. Then we willhave

�00=T = �2nE F =8�(0). W hen the heatcurrentisperpendicularto the nodaldirection in the B-phase,the therm al

conductivity vanisheslike T 2.

Now letusconsider�zz in the vortex statewhen H isrotated in the z-x planewith � the angleH m akesfrom the

z axis.Then in the superclean lim it((��) 1=2 � v
p
eH )weobtain

�zz

�n
=

v2eH

8� 2
sin2 � A � phase (97)

=
3v2eH

64� 2
sin2 � B � phase (98)

wherein theB-phaseweassum ed thatthenodesareparallelto(001).Sim ilarly in theclean lim it((��) 1=2 � v
p
eH )

weobtain

�zz=�0 = 1+
3v2eH

40��
ln(

r
2�

�
)sin2 � ln(

�

v
p
eH sin�

) (A � phase) (99)

= 1+
v2eH

12��
ln(

r
2�

�
)sin2 � ln(

�

v
p
eH sin�

) (B � phase) (100)

where �0 = �zz(H = 0). In Fig. 22 we show the experim entaldata at T = 0.35 K together with the theoretical

�tfrom Eq.(90)and (91). As isreadily seen the �ts are excellentwith �=v
p
eH = 5 and 3 fordata atH = 0.5 T

(B phase)and H= 1.2 T (A-phase)respectively. Then m aking use ofthe weak-coupling theory gaps� A (0)= 4:2K

and � B (0)= 3:5K forthe A-phase and B-phase respectively,we can deduce v = 0:96� 107 cm /sec and � ’ 0:1K .

Thesevaluesarevery reasonable.From the de Haas-van Alphen m easurem entv isestim ated to be 0:7� 107 cm /sec
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FIG .22:Therm alconductivity ofPrO s4Sb12 in the vortex state

(� band),0:66� 107 cm /sec (� band),and 0.23 � 107 cm /sec ( band)[136]. Perhapsthe tripletsuperconductivity

in PrO s4Sb12 isnotso surprising.The superconductivity in Sr2RuO 4,UPt3,UBe13,URu2Si2 and UNi2Al3 appears

to be triplet[137].M ore surprising isthe high degeneracy ofthe ground state due to the chiralsym m etry-breaking.

Both theA-phaseand theB-phasehavesix-fold degeneracy.Thism eansthata variety oftopologicaldefectsin both

the A-phase and the B-phase are likely,which deserve furtherstudy. The m ulti-phase structure israre butatleast

wehaveseen itin superuid 3He and in UPt3.

O n the otherhand the exactlocation ofthe A-B phaseboundary isstillcontroversial.A recenttherm odynam ical

study [138]indicatesthatthe A-B phase boundary isratherparallelto the upper critical�eld H c2 ofthe A phase.

Som ewhatsurprisingly thelesssym m etricB phaseisrealized forthelow-�eld region.Isthisrelated to theantiferro-

m agnetic quadrupolar(AFQ )state which appearsabove H ’ 4T [139]? Itlookslike both the superconductivity in

YNi2B2C and in PrO s4Sb12 havegreatfutures.

C . Sum m ary on �(k)

a).Q uasi-2D system s

1. d-wave superconductors(f = cos(2�);hole doped high-Tc cuprates(YBCO ,LSCO ,Bi2212,Tl2201),electron-

doped cuprates(NCCO ,PCCO ),CeCoIn5 and � � (E T)2C u(N C S)2. Asto the gap sym m etry ofCeCoIn5 there is

controversy between dx2� y2-waveversusdxy-wave.

2.Sr2RuO 4.Early experim entsestablished tripletpairing and chiralsym m etry breaking [140,141,142].W hen the

high quality singlecrystalsbecam eavailable,both thespeci�cheatdata [58]and them agneticpenetration data [143]

exhibited characteristicsofnodalsuperconductors.Thereforethep-wavesuperconductivityproposed in [145]isclearly

out. In order to save this situation a m ultigap m odelwas proposed by Zhitom irsky and Rice [146]. However,our

analysisofthe opticalconductivity [147]indicatesthatthere islittle room forp-wave superconductivity. Therefore

the im portantquestion is:wherearethe line nodesin �(k).

Clearly the m agnetotherm alconductivity data [66]and the ultrasonic attenuation data [148]support horizontal

nodesasin f = e� i� cos�.Therefore,exceptforthespeci�cheatdata by Deguchietal[104]wem entioned earlierall

available data are consistentwith the 2D f-wave m odel. Also we have proposed thatthe opticalconductivity [147],

the Ram an spectra [149],and the supercurrentexperim ent[150,151]below T = 0.1 K willprovidethe de�nitive test

of�(k)in Sr2RuO 4. The review paperby M ackenzie and M aeno [152]isexcellent,butdoesnotcite the signi�cant

evidencefornodalsuperconductivity in Sr2RuO 4,ifweconcentrateon thedata from high quality singlecrystals.O n

the otherhand,weagreethatde�nitiveexperim entsbelow T = 100 m K arehighly desirable.
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3.UPd2Al3 Asbriey described in IV ,wehaveproposed f= cos(2�).[89]

4.W e areawaiting the m agnetotherm alconductivity data ofUNi2Al3,URu2Si2 and CeCu2Si2.

5)3D system s

a).YNi2B2C,LuNi2B2C.�(k)= (�=2)(1� sin 4
� cos(4�))

b).PrO s4Sb12,p+ h-wavesuperconductivity.

V III. D -W AV E D EN SIT Y W AV E

In the preceding lectures we have reviewed a variety ofnodalsuperconductors which have appeared since 1979.

For som e ofthem we have succeeded in identifying the gap sym m etry. Allthese analyses are based on the BCS

theory ofnodalsuperconductors. Also the sem iclassicalapproxim ation played an im portantpartin elucidating the

quasiparticlepropertiesin the vortex state.

Thereforeitisvery naturalto contem platea paralleldevelopm entin chargedensity wave(CDW )and spin density

wave [2,153]system sThe unconventionaldensity wave (UDW )wasspeculated asa possible electronic ground state

in excitonic insulators in 1968 [154]. However,the recent surge ofinterest in UDW is in part due to the proposal

that the pseudogap phase in high-Tc cuprate superconductors is a d-wave density wave (d-DW ).[43,44,45,46]It is

im portantto pointoutthattwo kindsofd-DW havebeen considered.The �rstone iscom m ensurateand individual

squarelatticeenclosing a circulating current[43,45]analogousto the ux phase[47].Thereforetheground statehas

Z2 sym m etry and \visons" astopologicaldefects. [48]O n the otherhand we considera d-DW ,which is in general

incom m ensurate.[46]Thereforeasin a superconductortheground statehasU(1)sym m etry associated with theaxial

gaugetransform ation

c
y

k
! e

i�=2
c
y

k
; c

y

k+ Q
! e

� i�=2
c
y

k+ Q
(101)

The d-DW can have\phasevortices" sim ilarto the onesin conventionalCDW [49].

Here are a few characteristicsofunconventionaldensity waves(UDW ) [155]. Firstofall,the transition from the

norm alstate to UDW isa m etal-to-m etaltransition.Though the quasiparticledensity decreasesdue to the opening

ofa partialenergy gap,UDW are conductors down to T = 0 K .In high-Tc cuprates the resistivity � T2 in the

norm alstate changes to the resistivity � T for exam ple. Also,we shallsee that the quasiparticles in UDW are a

standard Ferm iliquid. Therefore this anom alousresistivity behaviordoes notim ply the existence ofa \non-Ferm i

liquid".Sinceh�(k)i= 0,therewillbe no x-ray orneutron signalforchargedensity orspin density.ThereforeUDW

issom etim escalled a condensatewith a hidden orderparam eter[45].

The quasiparticleG reen function in UDW isgiven by

G
� 1(k;!)= ! � �(k)� �

0

(k)�3 � �(k)�1 (102)

where �
0

(k)= 1

2
(�(k)� �(k � Q ));�(k)=1

2
(�(k)+ �(k + q))and Q isthe nesting vector.Also the �0s are the Pauli

m atrices operating on the spinor space m ade ofjc
y

k
i and jc

y

k� Q
i. Here we consider only UCDW for sim plicity and

spin indices are dropped. In the following we drop the prim e for�
0

(k),since there willbe no confusion. Then the

quasi-particleenergy isgiven by

! = �(k)�
p
�2(k)+ � 2(k) (103)

which isidenticalto thatfornodalsuperconductorsexceptfor�(k),the im perfectnesting term .

Herearetwo urgentquestions:

W herecan we�nd UDW ? Ifthey exist,how can weidentify them ? Asto thesecond question,webelievethattwo

hallm arksofUDW are the angle-dependentm agnetoresistance and the giantNernste�ect[155]. Both ofthese are

consequencesofthe Landau quantization ofthe quasiparticlespectrum in UDW orNersesyan’se�ect.[156,157]

A . T he N ersesyan e�ect

In 1989Nersesyan etalpointed outthatthequasiparticlem otion in UDW isquantized in thepresenceofam agnetic

�eld perpendicularto the conducting plane.Then the Q P spectrum becom es

E
�
n = � �

p
2nvv2ejB cos�j (104)
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wheren= 0,1,2,3...and then 6= 0statesaredoubly degenerateand v2=v = �=E F [158].Here� isthem axim alenergy

gap in UDW and we assum ed � (the chem icalpotential)independentofk.Firstthe m agnetoresistanceisgiven by

R(B ;�)� 1 = 2�o + 4�1

�
e� x1 + cosh(�0)

coshx1 + cosh�0

�

(105)

where x1 = �
p
2evv2jB cos�j;�0 = �� and � = 1=kB T. Here we considered only the 2 lowest Landau levels. A

slightm odi�cation ofthissim ple form ula can describe the low-tem perature phase of�-(ET)2K Hg(SCN)4 [159]and

the m etallic phase in the Bechgaard salts[160,161]. See Fig. 23.Second,in the presence ofan electric �eld the Q P

FIG .23:Phasediagram sforlow-tem peraturephaseof�-(ET)2K Hg(SCN)4 [159](left)and them etallicphasein theBechgaard

salts(right)

orbitsdriftwith vD = (E� B )=jB j2.Thisgivesriseto a largenegativeNernste�ect[158].W e obtain

�xy = �
SR

B
= 2eR(ln2+ 2ln(2cosh(x1=2))� x1 tanh(x1=2)) (106)

where S is the entropy associated with the Q Ps. Indeed a large negative Nernst e�ect has been observed in �-

(ET)2K Hg(SCN)4 [162],in thepseudogap region ofhigh-Tc cuprates[163,164,165],in theCDW region ofNbSe2 [166]

and m ore recently in CeCoIn5[167,168].Recently we have analyzed the Nernstcoe�cientobserved in CeCoIn 5 [168]

in term sofEq. 105. Thisisshown in Fig 24 a)and b). W e obtain an excellent�tasisseen readily. O n the other

hand,in orderto describethe tem perature dependence wehaveto assum e

�(T)v(T) = a+ bT
4 (107)

whose origin is unclear. However,itis possible thatthe above tem perature dependence indicatesthe presence ofa

quantum criticalpoint(Q CP)in CeCoIn5.

In addition,wehaveshown recently thegiantNernste�ectobserved in theunderdoped region ofYBCO ,LSCO and

Bi-2212 [163,165]are described in term sofdDW [169]. Very recently a sim ilarbutpositive giantNernste�ecthas

been reported in the AF phasein URu2Si2 [170].Indeed therehasbeen a suggestion thatCDW in NbSe2 isUCDW

[171]and theAF phasein URu2Si2 isUSDW [172,173].So farwehaveidenti�ed 7 candidatesforUDW which include

the 3 high-Tc cupratesuperconductorsYBCO ,LSCO and Bi-2212 in the underdoped region.

Com ing back to high-Tc cuprates,1)�(k)= �cos(2�) in the pseudogap region isdeterm ined by ARPES [174].

2)The sim ilarphase diagram asin Fig.2 isobtained when T isreplaced by the low-tem perature energy gap which

is m easured by STM [175,176],ARPES [14,177]and the universalheatconduction [178]. In particular,ifone puts

� = 2:14T � these two phase diagram sm atch alm ostperfectly.Needlessto say,�=T c = 2:14 isalso valid ford-wave

density wavein the weak-coupling lim itwhen j�j� � [17,74].

IX . G O SSA M ER SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y

In the�rstlecturewediscussed Laughlin’scritique[51]on Anderson’sRVB state(Eq.(2)).Thenew wavefunction

suggested by Laughlin can beinterpreted asd-wavesuperconductorin thepresenceofanotherorderparam eter[52,53].

From the phase diagram for high-Tc cuprates,the m ost relevent state is a d-wave superconductor in the presence
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FIG .24:The m agnetic �eld dependence ofthe Nernstcoe�cientisplotted for(left)T = 1.3 K ,1.65 K ,2.5 K ,3.5 K and 4.8

K from top to bottom ,and for(right)T = 7.3 K ,10.5 K and 15 K from bottom to top. The circlesdenote the experim ental

data,while the solid line isour�t.

ofd-wave density wave. Also this isthe prevailing feature in heavy-ferm ion system slike URu2Si2,CeCu2Si2 [179],

CeCoIn5,CeRhIn5,UPd2Al3,and organicconductorslike� � (E T)2 salts[180,181,182].

Com ing back to high-Tc cupratesuperconductors,�(k)ford-DW can bereadily identi�ed astheorderparam eter

phenom enologically introduced by Tallon and Loram [50]. For exam ple, the superuid density in the gossam er

superconductoratT= 0 K isgiven by

�s(0;�) =
� 2
1(0)

� 2
2
(0)+ � 2

1
(0)

(108)

while the c-axissuperuid density is

�s;c(0;�) =
� 2
1(0)

p
� 2
2
(0)+ � 2

1
(0)

(109)

where� 1(0)and � 2(0)arethem axim algapsofd-wavesuperconductorand d-wavedensity wave,respectively,atT=

0 K .

Itisofgreatinterestto explorea variety oftransportpropertiesin the gossam ersuperconductivity.Forexam ple,

if�,thechem icalpotentialisnegligible(j�j� T),weobtain again theuniversalheatconduction (Eq.(3))wherenow

� =
p
� 2
1
+ � 2

2
.Also,ARPES would seethe energy gap [174]

�(k) =

q

(� 2 cos(2�)� �)2 + � 2
1
cos2(2�) (110)

’ j�cos(2�)� �j (111)

Ifyou look carefully atthephasediagram ofBi-2212 (seeforexam ple[177]),unlikeLSCO and YBCO thesupercon-

ducting dom e in Bi-2212 iscom pletely covered by the pseudogap phase.Thissuggeststhatthe superconductivity in

Bi-2212 isgossam erforthe whole doping range. Thism ay be one ofthe reasonswhy �(0)=T c � 5 in Bi-2212 isso

large.In thissensethesystem aticstudy oftheopticalconductivity,theRam an spectra and thetherm alconductivity

(with specialattention to the doping dependence ofthese quantities)isofgreatinterest.

In sum m ary,in exploring unconventionalornodalsuperconductors,wehaveencountered a vastforestinhabited by

m any unconventionaldensity wave(UDW )and gossam ersuperconductorswherethesetwo orderparam eterscoexist.

Surprisingly,alloftheseground stateshavebeen expected from theinfrared instability ofthe2D and 3D Ferm iliquid.

Thereforewecan restorethelegacy ofLandau’sFerm iliquid theory and BCS theory ofsuperconductivity in a proper

perspective. Then arm ed with the G reen function m ethodology asin Abrikosov,G or’kov and Dzyaloshinski(AG D)

[183]we willbe fully prepared to explorethe plethora ofnew ground states.
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