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This course has a dualpurpose. First we review the successes of the weak-coupling BC S theory
iIn descrbing new classes of superconductors discovered since 1979. T hey include the heavy-ferm ion
superconductors, organic superconductors, high-T. cuprate superconductors, SR uO 4 etc. Second,
we present the quasiclassical approxin ation introduced by Volovik, which we extend to describbe the
them odynam ics and the them al conductivity of the vortex state in nodal superconductors. This
approach provides the m ost powerfiil tool in identifying the sym m etry of the energy gap function

(k) In these new superconductors.

I. NTRODUCTION

Question: W hat is the di erence between a Ferm i liquid and a non-Ferm i liquid?
Answer: The di erence is the sam e as the one between lananas and non-fananas.

Boris A Irschuler (2001)

U noconventionalor \nodal" superconductors appeared on the scene in 1979, w hen the heavy—fermm ion superconductor
CeCu,S% and the organic superconductmg Bechgaard salts (TM T SF )2PF¢ were discovered. Since then, m any m ore
heavy-ferm ion superconductors Eh] and organic superconductors B] have been synthesized. This developm ent was
followed by the epoch m aking discovery of high-T. cuprate superconductor La, yBayCuO,4 by Bednorz and M uller
B] w ith the superconducting transition tem perature T, = 35K in 1986. W ithin a few years new classes of high-T.
cuprates em erged, ncluding Y Ba,Cu30gyr ,Lay; xSiCuO4,BiLSnCa; xY¥xCuz0g: Bi2212);and HgBa,CaCuy06
wih T, = 145K . The subsequent enthusiasn and confiision are well docum ented In an early review by Enz g].
Confusion? Yes, initially it was thought that Landau’s Fem i liquid theory [_E;] and the BC S theory i_G] were no longer
applicable.

Am ongm any proposalsone ofthem ost in uentialwere A nderson’sdogm as [-'_7:], which can be sum m arized as follow s:

a. The action takes place in the Cu0O ,; plane comm on to allhigh-T. cuprate superconductors.

b. The undoped state is a M ott nsulator w ith antiferrom agnetic A F) order. Upon doping superconductivity
appears. T herefore the sim plest H am iltonian is the two-din ensional (2D ) onedband Hubbard m odel:

X . X
H = t (© o5 +ho)+U ni nj ; 1)
hi;ji i

w here hi; §i1 connects the nearest neighbors in the 2D square lattice. The c?[ and ¢; arecreation and annihilation
operator for the holes at the site iwih spin andn; = c?[ [T

c. A s a possbl ground state ofEq. @:) A nderson proposed the resonating valence bond RV B) state:

= @ d)BCsy )

i
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where BCSi is the Eéis state for s-wave superconductors [§], and (1 d) with d;j = n; n; is called the
G utzw iller operator. (1  d) annihilates alldoubly occupied states.

In spite oftrem endouse orts spenton both Egs. (:Ll and (:2:) ithasbeen di cuktto nd solutionsin two din ensions.
O n the other hand the lD version of Eq. GL) is now com pletely understood [E’.E] In them eantm e the perturbative
analyses based on Eq. (-L) predict BC S d-wave superconductivity in high-T. cuprates [10:1]1,:1 ,13]
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FIG .1l: Localdensity of states around a single vortex for dwave (left) and swave superconductivity.

H igh-quality single crystals of YBCO , LSCO and thin In s ofB 12212 becam e available around 1992. T he d-wave
superconductivity in these high-T. cuprates was established In 1994. Am ong m any experin ents, angle-resolved pho—
toem ission spectroscopy ARPES) tl4] and Josephson interferom etry flE- 16 ] plyed a crucial role. A round this tin e
several theoretical groups started to analyze the physical properties of ‘dwave superconductivity within the BCS
fram ew ork [17,18,:19,,'20] Tn 1993 Patrick Lee Q]l dem onstrated the universal heat conduction in d-wave supercon-
ductors. Furthem ore the them al conductivity was shown to increase w ith increasing in puriy scattering {19] This
counterintuitive behavior was cbserved In the Zn-substituted YBCO in l_Z%] T he electronic contrdbution to the ther-

m al conductivity in d-wave superconductors is proportionalto T at low tem peratures (ie. T where isthe
maxinum value ofthe energy gap). Hereweassume (k)= oos@2 )and istheangkk inthea bplanem akes
from the a axis. Then iIn the lm it of no In purity scattering (ie. ! 0 where isthe quasiparticl scattering rate

In the nom alstate) the themm al conductivity is given by

k v
== 2—n; @)
T 3~ V2
where ¢o=T = lim , ¢ =T, and v=v», = Er = and n is the quasiparticle density or the hole density. T he velociies
v and v; are de ned from the quasiparticlke energy at the D irac cone

q
Ex= vike Kk)?+viki; @)

w here v is the Fem ivelocity, k, is the radial com ponent of the w ave vector and k, the com ponent perpendicular to
the Fem isurface.

Later we shallderive Eq.(3) in Section IV . T he them al conductivity in sinhgle crystals of optim ally doped YBCO
and B2212below T = 1K wasm easured by M ay Chizo et al P3,24]. M aking use ofEq. @) they ound =E = 1=10
and 1=14 for Bi2212 and YBCO regpectively. T hese rem arkable ratios in ply:

a. High-T. cuprates are described by the BC S theory of d-wave superconductivity. They are far away from the
BoseE Instein condensation lin i which requires Er l25

b. A cocording to the G Inzburg criterion, uctuation e ects are ofthe order =E ¢ @ )'.In otherword_s‘tl'_lc?y
should be at m ost 10% . T his appears to exclude large phase uctuations and stripe phases discussed In @@,2?].

c.For =E y = 1=10 there are hundreds of quasiparticle bound states around the core of a single vortex In d-wave
superconductors [29,:2?)] The radial (v) dependenoe of the local quasiparticle density of states is very sin ilar
to the one obtained for s-wave superconductiyity @0 W e show in Fig. 1 the localdensity of states around a
single vortex for a d-wave and s-w ave superconductor. These are weltknown bound states rst discovered by
C aroli, de-6 ennes and M atricon B];,BZ'] r s-wave superconductors.

In earlier works B3,:34.35,'.36] i was asserted that there would be no bound state around a sihgle vortex in d-wave

superconductors. However In these works i was assumed ' E p In order to facilitate the num erical analysis



T
T
500 | / pseudogap phase
AF
Te
/ d-wave SC
N
100 +
f f f
0 0.05 0.15 0.25 X

FIG.2: Thephase diagram ofholedoped high-T . cuprate superconductors.

based on the lattice version of the Bogoliibov de Gennes equation. This assumption ( 7 E p) elin nates the
bound states in these num erical analyses. If we lin it ourselves to the experin ents on single crystals of high-T .
cuprate superconductors, we nd that most of the behaviors observed are consistent w ith the BCS theory of d-
wave supemonduct:yjty B] A lso it is better to use the continuum version of the Bogolibov de G ennes equation.
which is proposed In L38] and used in 2829] M ore recently a sin ilar analysis is extended for a vortex in an fwave
superconductor {_39]

From a theoreticalpoint ofview the universality ofthe Landau Ferm iliquid in 2D system swasdem onstrated w ithin
the renom alization group analysis (fl-(_)',:fl-]_}:_éié] T he quasiparticles in the nom al state of high-T. cuprates appear to

be a Fem i liquid state. Furthem ore the quasiparticles in d-wave superconductors are in a BC S-Fem 1 liquid state
w ith the quasiparticle energy

q
Ex= v& Kk)+ 20022 ): ©)

In the vicinity ofthe D irac cone Eq. @) reduces to Eq. {_4) .

A nother consequence of the renom alization group analysis is that the instability of the nom al Fem i liquid is
related to the nfrared divergence in the particleparticle (@nd the hole-hol) channelor the particle-hole channel. The
form er results in conventional or unconventional superconductivity and the latter In conventional or unconventional
density wave states. Therefore it is of great interest to look at the phase diagram of the high-T. cuprates from this
point ofview . W e show a schem atic phase diagram in Fjg.:_2:.

Let us consider the hole-doped region. In the viciniy ofx = 0 there is an antiferrom agnetic A F) insulating phase,
which isaM ott lnsulator M I).A s the holedoping x is Increased, the AF order is rapidly suppressed around x = 3% .
Then a superconducting region develops for 5% < x < 25% . This is som etim es called \the superconducting dom e".

A lso in the underdoped region there is the pseudogap P G) J:egjm e. The nature of the pseudogap is still hotly

debated. T here isevidence that it isa d-wave density wave (dDW ) [_43,511_1,45;_4_6 ]Jwith anenergygap ()= cos@ ).
E arlier p_/roposa]s [43,.45] have only considered the com m ensurate case w ith Z, symm etry som ething sim larto a ux
phase {4 -,.48]

O n the contrary, we consider the Incom m ensurate d-w ave density wave {44 45] case w here the condensate hasU (1)
symm etry as in conventional charge-density wave system s (CDW ). Here the phase vortex [49] is the m ost com m on
topologicaldefect. M oreover the phase diagram suggests a coexistence region ofdDW and d-w ave superconductivity
Elj;'_élﬁ] T hen the phenom enological gap introduced by Tallon and Loram [5(_5] should be the energy gap associated
wih dDW . _

R ecently Laughlin [_51;] has pointed out that the wave fiunction (2) is In practical, since the G utzw iller operator has
no inverse. Instead, he proposed to analyze Eq. (:_2) wih a m odi ed G utzw iller operator which has an inverse. For
exam ple



FIG.3: From top left: 2D f-wave In SmRuO 4, d,2 yz—wavejn CeCoIns andin —(ET )2 CuNCS)z, (s+ g)wavein YN LB,C,
o+ h)-wave in the A phase of P10 4 Sb1,, e+ h)-wave in the B phase of P10 5 Sbi, .

wih < 1.He called this \gossam er superconductivity”. \G ossam er" m eans Iny cobweb or som ething light, fragile
but strong. Ifwe look at this new wave function with Eq. ('é we realize that this is an exam ple of com peting order
param eters [52,,53] W e shall com e back to this question at the end of our course.

In a sem Inalpaper Volovik 54] has shown that the quasiparticl density of states JES the vortex state of the d-wave
superconductors is calculable w ithin a sam iclassical approxin ation. The predicted H dependence of the speci ¢
heat has been con m ed experin entally in singke crystals of YBCO [55,56], LSCO |',57‘ and Sr,Ru0 4 Eé,,5§ This
sem iclassical approach has been extended in a variety of directions -[6_0;6_]1,.62 6:3» '64 '65] W hen high-quality single
crystals in the extrem ely clean 1lim it (ie. 1 w here 1 is the quasiparticle m ean free path and the superconducting
coherence length) are available, the angle-dependent them al conductivity in the vortex state prOVJdes unigue access
to the gap symmetry (). In the last fow years Izawa et al. have detem ined k) in Sr ;RuO4 {66 ], CeColnsg @7],

—ET)CuMNCS), {68], YNiLB,C [_69] and P 10 5,Sbi [_70 '7]1] T hese gap functions are shown in Fig. -3

In the follow Ing, we st ocuson the quasiparticle spectrum in a variety ofnodalsuperconductors. T hen thee ectof
In puriy scattering and the universalheat conduction isbrie y summ arized. T he quasiclassical approxin ation in the
vortex state In nodal superconductors is the centralpart ofthis course. A Iso the properties ofnodal superconductiviy
In YN4B,C and P10 5,Sb1, are brie y summ arized. In the last chapter we discuss unconventional density wave and
gossam er superconductiviy, which indicate new directions to follow In new m aterials.

II. QUASIPARTICLE SPECTRUM IN NODAL SUPERCONDUCTORS

Follow ing the BC S paper ﬂ'_:Jx] we consider the e ective H am ittonian
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depending on w hetherthe system is3D orquasi2D .In the ollow ing, we oons:dera group ofquasi2D superconductors,
whose quasiparticle density of states, them odynam ics etc. are identical [64.] W e de ne quasi 2D system s by a
cylindrical Fem i surface, as in high-T. cuprates, SpRuO,4, CeColns, —-ET),Cu®NCS), etc. Also we consider a
group of nodal superconductors with £ k) = cos2 );sih@ ) (d-wave), e * cos( ) (fwave), cos (d-wave), sin
fo-wave), e i sin() dwave), cos@ ) (gwave) etc. Here = ck,. Then i can be readily shown Exercise 1) that
these superconductors have an identical quasiparticle density of states DO S).

W ithin the m ean— eld approxin ation, ie. the BC S approxim ation, Eq. (-'j.) is transform ed as

X X : -2
H = SRt ®) 1) J 03 a1

v
k; k

T he corresponding N am bu-G or'’kov G reen function [jg‘,,'ji_;] is given by

G 'kil)y="! k)3 &) 1; 12)

where the ;i’s are Paulim atrices operating on the Nam bu spinor space. For sin plicity we consider here only spoin
sihglt pairing and £ as a real function. -,
T hen the poles of the G reen function Eq. ¢1g) give the quasiparticlk energy

P q
I = 2k)+ 2k)’ V2 ke k)?+ V3KkZ: 13)

The last expressmn is an approxin ation near the D irac cone. -,
From Eqg. Cl3 the quasiparticle density of states is obtained as t_l]

* + 8 2. L.
5 < 2xK ) orxj< 1,
gE)=Re Pe——"—r = (14)
E I3 Y2 1=x) Pr k3> 1,

where x = £ ¥ and K (k) is the com plete elliptic integral of the st kind. W e show in Fig. 4'_:the quasiparticle
density of states versus x, com pared w ith the one for s-wave superconductor w ith a full energy gap.
For an all energies, the density of states can be expanded as

gE)’" EF (15)
for £ ¥ 1.
The m ean- eld approxin ation also gives the gap equation
* +
X 0 £2
1_ c2a 1
=2 Thfji pﬂ:fz
12 4
g x " + 16)
E

0 j E
hfFi ! dE Re p—r0——— L tanh (—);
0 E? 2+ 2T
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FIG . 4: The quasiparticle density of states for nodal superconductors (solid line) and for s-wave superconductors (dashed
line).
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FIG .5: The tem perature dependence of the order param eter (dashed —approxin ate, solid —exact

which we have written In 2 altemative forms. Here = N is the dim ensionless coupling constant, !, is the
M atsubara frequency and Eo isthe cut-o energy. Also the !, sum in the rstequation hastobecuto at!, " Ey.
Then within the weak coupling lin it we nd [74]

©0)=T . = 2:14; @a7)

©= )’ 1 & 18)

wheret= T=T.. In Fjg.Ewe show ()= (0) versust together w ith the approxin ate expression Eq.(18).
A s to the them odynam ics, it is convenient to start w ith the entropy S given by
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Here N is the quasiparticle density of states at the Ferm i surface in the nomalstate and f = (L + e ) ! isthe

Fem ifunction.
From S, the speci c heat and the them odynam ic critical eld are obtained by

- 85,
sT+ @TI
and
Z 1.
1 .2 _ _ 0 0 0y .
8—HCCT)—Fn(T) Fs(T)= dT” (S, (T7) S (TH):
T
U sing the density of states g (E ), we obtain
C 27 Q)T
s ST SrT

= ;
sT 2 2

p
H.0)= 2 Ny 0):

Sin ilarly the super uid density within thea bplane is given by

X 2¢2
2M=s=2T e

Inthelimi T ! O this reducesto

In other words one can obtain (0) from the T linear slope of the super uid density.

@0)

@1)

@3)

@4)

@5)

T here is still a controversy as to the correct expression of the ¢ axis super uid density. T he sin plest assum ptions

(751 give

©

s;C = s;c = ———hf h( £=@QT i
1 (T)= 5;c0) 27 0) tanh ( £=@T))1
2 T 2
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F inally, the soin suscgptibility and the nuclear soin lattice relaxation rate are given by

s=n=1 s (T)=s0);

and

(@6)

@7
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W e stress again that these expressions are not only valid for d-wave superconductors in the weak-coupling lim it
as In high-T. cuprates, but for all nodal superconductors w ith f (k) given above. T herefore in order to explore the

Individual gap symm etry, we have to look at other properties.
Tt is som ew hat surprising that all the energy gaps of the identi ed nodal superconductors in the quasi2D system s

belong to the above class of f£'s.

E xercises 1.
11 W ithin the weak-coupling theory calculate the jimp In the speci cheatat T = T,

a. for s-wave superconductivity. Answer: C=C , = 12=2 (3))= 143)
b. or nodal superconductivity with ()= f k). @nswer: C=C , = 12=(7 (3))hfji=hfFi%)
12 Evaluate the ratio (0)=T . within the weak-coupling theory
a. for s-wave superconductivity. Answer: 0)=T .= = = 1:76)
b. ornodal superconductivity. Answer: (0)=T .= ( = )exp( hfi 'hf?Infi))
1.3 Show that the quasiparticle density of states for a group of £’s discussed is the sam e as given by Eq. C_l-l_i) .

P
14 ExpressRehf?= x2 i in temm s of com plete elliptic integrals. Answer:

* + 8
£2 < 2K (x) E &)) orx< 1,
Re p2: = . (29)
S 2y K (1=x) E (1=x)) Prx> 1.

III. EFFECT OF M PURITY SCATTERING

In m etals the presence of In purities or foreign atom s is unavoidable. A lso, they provide the sin plest agents of
quasiparticle relaxation. T herefore the study of In purity scattering is crucial to understand quasiparticle transport
such as electric conductivity and themm al conductivity.

In the early sixties the e ect of Inpurity scattering in s-wave superconductivity was system atically studied In
Sl-lia-efcér-lductjng transition tem perature and the them odynam ics are alm ost una ected. The m ost dom Inant e ect
is a reduction of the quasiparticle m ean-free path, as In the nom al state, and is consequence on the m agnetic
penetration depth. O n the other hand, m agnetic in purities have a profound e ect on s-wave superconductivity. T he
?7;1 fa_rtljonductjng transition tem perature is sharply reduced. A Ilso in som e cases gapless superconductivity is induced

8)741.

In contrast, the nonm agnetic in purities have profound e ects on nodalsuperconductors aspointed out in E_B-(j,g];:,E_B-Z_:]
In particular, resonant in purity scattering appears to be prevalent. T he extrem e lim it is the unitary lin i where a
resonance occurs at E = 0. Such a m odel has been discussed for d-wave superconductivity in high-T. cuprates in

83)84]. The rst selfconsistent studies of in purity scattering in d-w ave superconductors w ere perform ed in {18,19,201.

For sin plicity we shall lim i ourselves to the unitary lim it. A lso we assum e that the in purity ispoint Ike, ie. it has
only s-wave scattering am plitude. Then the e ect of in purity scattering can be incorporated by ! ! + In Eqg. C_l?_:)
where + is the renom alized frequency given by l_l-gi]

(30)




N(E}/ Ny
|

05 g

I i 1 i ] i
00 15 i 1.5 2.0
E/A

FIG.6: The quasiparticle density of states in the presence of In purities, for several In purity concentrations.

and x= *= and = n ;( Ng) ! isthe quastparticle scattering rate in the nomn al state. Then the quasiparticle
density of states in the presence of In purities is given by

E: )= 2Re p—= kK p—t : 31)
g T2 1 =»

T he quasiparticle density of states in the presence of in purities is shown in FJg-'_G W e note a rapid appearance of
disorder-induced spectralweight at E = 0. Indeed g (0; ) is given by

Co 1
g@0; )= #» K » i (32)
1+ cC? 1+ C?
where C is obtained from
!
3 !
p———=-—K ' p—=x 33)
1+c¢ 2 1+ cC?
Tthelinit = ! 0,both Eq. () and Eq. (33) reduce to
r_— !l
©0;)=2cC Jn(4)’ ntoa 2 ; 34)
gW; 0 Co 2 ’
and
CZm@=Cy) "’ o (35)

T he gap equation In the presence of im purity scattering is given by
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* +
X 0 f2
=2 Thf%i !t —
L2 + 2¢2
" " ! L (36)
8T X op 1 =2
= — 1+ 2 E p—— K P ;
N 1+ %2 1+ =7 1+ %2
where %, = *,= and % , is the renom alized M atsubara frequency. Then in the lm it ! 0, we obtain the
Abrikosov-G orkov form ula:
Te 1
nh — = -+ - (37)
Teo 2 2 T¢ 2

where T, (Tog) is the superconducting transition tem perature In the presence (absence) of In purities. Here (z) is
the digamm a finction. _

Note that Eq. C_Bj) is the sam e as for s-wave superconductors in the presence ofm agnetic in purities {_7§'] In nodal
superconductors isdue to nonm agnetic In purities, whereas in s-w ave superconductors isassociated w ith m agnetic
scattering w hich involves spin  ipping.

AtT = 0K Eq. @@l) reduces to

, 9— Z1
(70) 2 5 B 2 P

0,0 "2 EhCor CoxfH o/ axx’ EK)IL+ £)E K J; (38)

’ Co
pP—— pP—— . -1 ) e
whereE = E (I= 1+ x%)andK = K (I= 1+ x2?) and C, has already been de ned in Eq. t_{j). W e show JnFJg.[/.

T=Te; ©O; )= 0;0;) and g(@Q) versus = where .= T,=@Q )’ 0:8819T,.

Surprisingly, (0; )= (0;0) Pllows very closely T =T.. Also g(0; ) Increases very rapidly wih . This rapid

Increase In the DO S hasbeen m easured by the low tem perature speci c heat in doped LSCO ﬁ_3-§] NoteCs=(T)=
g@0). Assen from FIG :ﬁ the experim ental data agree very well with the theoretical prediction. E specially the
agream ent isalm ost perfect in the vicinity ofthe optin ally doped LSC O . T his suggests strongly that the w eak-coupling
BCS theory for d-wave superconductivity is adequate or LSCO . W e have already m entioned that (0)=T .= 2:14 in
the weak-coupling 1im it. W e can deduce this ratio for optin ally doped LSCO , YBCO and Bi2212. These are 2.15,
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FIG .8: Experimentalvalues for T. ( ) for doped LSCO

264 and 53 respectively. Indeed LSCO appears to be in the weak-coupling lin it whereas YBCO may be in the
Interm ediate regin e. Since the large ratio 53 or Bi2212 is rather strange, we wonder if another order param eter is
hidden to m ake this lJarge energy gap possble (see Section V III).

T he planar super uid density In the presence of in purities is given by

. ® 22
sTi) £
oo T wry g G9)

For T = 0 this reduces to

sTi) _
s (0;0) Co Co

1 B 40)
X :

13,
1D

T his sharp decrease In super uid densiy in Zn-substituted YBCO hasbeen cbserved by the -SR experim ents
mFig.dweshow 4 (T; )= 5(0;0) versus T=Tgo.

E xercises 2.
21.Derive Eq.

22.Derive Eq.

Iv. UNIVERSAL HEAT CONDUCTION

Tn 1993, Patrick Lee P1] pointed out that the therm al conductivity in d-wave superconductors is linear in T for
T (0), and that it takes the universalvaluie (o=T = ké vn=3~vy) n the Iim it ! (_) A farther study indicates
that =T Increasesvery rapidly with , the quasiparticle scattering due to in purities E_Lg:] This result was used by
M ay Chiao et al [_23,:_24] to extract (0)=E r ofoptin ally doped Bi2212 and YBCO . By transform ing the expression
of the them alconductivity given by Ambegackarand G ri n B7], the them alconductivity for T (0) is given by
fLd)
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: 41)
_ 2 1 - 1
T1e ce 1+ c?
where Cq and = (0; ) have been given 1 Eq. (3:{)_:and Eq. (38_-)_:reqaectjyely and E () is the com plete elliptic
Integralofthe second kind. For later purposes, it ism ore convenient to nom alize 4 by |, the nom alstate them al
conductivity, by = = 0:882T., the critical scattering w here superconductivity disappears.
2
Tn
c _ . 42
n 6 m 42)
Then we can rew rite EqQ. Cfl-l:) as
!
2 1 1
xx= o= — P =E P = = L(= o) 43)
1+ Cj§ 1+ Cj§
L (= o) versus = . isshown in Fjg.:}-g.
W e note that 4x Increases m onotonically with . In other words, the them al conductivity increases w ith the

In puriy scattering. T his counterintuitive behavior is understood, if one realizes that the in purity scattering produces
quasiparticles due to the pairbreaking e ect l'.l9l] Indeed, the predicted dependenoe of xx wasveri ed n Zn-doped
YBCO I22: and m ore recently in SrRUO 4 B8 If we substitute in Eqg. C4Zh = sn@ ), c0s ,et cos ,sn ,
el sih orcos@ ), we will cbtain the sam e resul. The planar them al oonductjyjty can thus not discrin inate
between di erent nodal superconductors &_ggi] T he result for the out-ofplane them alconductivity is ofm ore Interest.
W e obtain

c cj
2z=n=— ({1 2V
( s ) Civ £9)7 a4)
= Il(= c)
1.0 R e S S
0.8 k- -

L
00 02 04 06 08 1.0
T/Teo

FIG.9: The super uid density versus tem perature for various in puriy concentrations.
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FIG.10: The functionsI; ( = (= ¢), (= ¢)

forf = cos@ ),sin(2 ) and cos(2 ).But

Y | ) 1 1
zz= p = > 1+ CHE P K p—=
1+ C} 1+ C¢ 1+Cj3 45)
=L(= o)
forf=cos ,e ' cos and
! 11
. 4. ci 1
zz=— n P > K P > E » >
1+ C§ 1+ C§ 1+ C§ (46)
=IL(= ¢)

rf=sh ande ® sih .Weshow I (= o), L(= o) and Ts(= o) versus = . in FIG.10. It is clear that

2! OPrf=sn ande ! sihn inthelinit ! 0. There is no universal heat conduction. Very recently
therm al conductivity data for , and ,, at T = 04K and H k & in UPd,A Ly was reported [89,90]. This is shown
J'nFjg.:_i]_:.AJﬂlough the eld dependence of ;; isnot the same as its dependence, we conclude (k)ijPd 2AL
ism ore consistent wih (k) cos@ ) rather than (k) cos . The latter has been proposed in [9_1_‘] based on
antiparam agnon exchangewith Q = (0;0; =c) L@g]

E xercises 3.
31.DeriveEq. {41) Pra varety of £'s.

32.Calulate ,, forthese f's.
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FIG .11l: Them alconductivity data orUPdzA &

V. QUASICLASSICALAPPROXIM ATION

A . Vortex state

In the presence ofa m agnetic eld, allknow n nodal superconductors enter into the vortex state when the m agnetic
eld exceeds H 1 (T), the lower critical eld. In this vortex state the quantized vortex lines form a regular two
din ensional lattice In the equilbrium con guration. A I1so each vortex line carries a unit ux ¢ = hc=QRe) = 2:06
10 "G an?. The m arvelous theory of type II superconductivity was created by Abrikosov 93] -n 1957, based on
the phenom enolbogical G inzburg-Landau theory [94]. The m icroscopic fundation of GL theory was provided by
G or’kov ﬂ_9§;] after the appearance of the BCS theory f_d]. In s-wave superconductors the vortex lattice is usually
hexagonal. But In d-wave superconductors the square vortex lattice ism ore stable for T=T. 09 :_[-9_'6:L-9_'7] Tndeed
the square vortex lattice was recently observed In LSCO by neutron scattering experim ents (_9§'] A lso unlke in
s-wave superconductors, the quasiparticles dom inate the low -tem perature transport properties in the whole vortex
state in nodal superconductors. T he quasiclassical approxin ation then provides the m ost practicalway to handl the
quasiparticle transport in the vortex state for T

B . Quasiparticle spectrum in the vortex state

T 1993 Volbvik [54] showed how to calculate the quasiparticke DO'S in the vortex state of d-wave superconduc—
torswhen T (). Here we shall ollow this procedure. F irst we note that the quasiparticle energy E i is shiffed
tWEy Vv g=E k gin the presence ofa super ow I}_)Q_:] Here v, 29 and v are the quasiparticlke velocity, the
pairm om entum and the super uid velocity respectively. A Iso for a class of nodal superconductors we considered in
Section IT, we cbtah gE )= £ F for £ J

In the presence of a super ow this is generalized as

gE;H)= 'hE v ai; @47

or
gO;H) g®)= 'hy qi; 48)
w here h:::1 denotes the averages over the Fem i surface and over the vortex lattice. Here v g is called the D oppler

shift.
Let us consider d-w ave superconductors n am agnetic eld H k€. Then Eq. CflE_;) becom es
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FIG.12: Quasitwo-din ensional cylindrical Fem i surface

Z 4 z z,
4v rdr
gH)= 3z > d cos 5~ (cos@ )
o ° 0 0 49)
_ 2v ed
- = :

Hered= 1=p§ and we assum ed for sin plicity a square vortex lattice w ith lattice constant d. A Iso, In the present
calculation we took g = "= (2r), where r is the distance from the center ofa vortex and  is the angle between v and
q.W e treated the average over the vortex latticea la W igner-Seitz. F inally in the earlier treatm ents 16046163 64] the
factor ! coming from @ ) ! 02 d (cos@ )) wasm issing. From Eq. :ﬁ4_'9) the speci ¢ heat and other cbservables
[LO0] are obtained as

Cs=nT=gH); s=n=9gH);
s®)
=1 : 50
) gi) (50)

W e have already m entioned that the P H dependence ofthe speci cheat in the nodalsuperconductors w as observed
nYBCO 55.'_55], LsSCO [_5]‘] and SRu0 4 l_5§',§§%'] H ow ever, in the earlier analysis [_55:_56] a factor 03 wasm issing.
W ebelisve the ! we nd here accounts or this m issihg factor. In other words, the sem iclassical result is not only
qualitatively but also quantitatively accurate. It isvery easy towork out hyy gl orotherclassesof (k) asdiscussed
In Section II. Then i is easily seen that the con guration H k € cannot discrim inate d-wave superconductors from
other nodal superconductors.

C . Extension to the arbitrary eld orientation

In order to get a handl on the gap symmetry of (), i is necessary to consider the case of arbitrary eld
orientations. For sin plicity we lin it ourselves to the case where H is in thea b plne wih an angle from the
a axis. P recisely this con guration is considered in ﬂ_6-2_:] Unrtunately, however, a_rather unrealistic Fem i surface
w as considered. Instead we consider the quasi2D Ferm isurface shown in FJg:_lé [L0X]. In the present con guration
the vortex loses circular symm etry around the vortex axis. Therefore we nd it is very useful to introduce a scale
transform ation as in :192:] to m ake a circular vortex. For f = cos(2 ) we nd i_6§:]
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2 p— T— -
gH )= —v eH sin®  + sin®( 0y

- G1)
" 2% eH (0:955+ 0:0285cos@ ));

where v = P VoV and Vv, is the Fem ivelocity parallel to the c axis and  is the angle H m akes from the a axis. W e
thus nd a 3% furfold term ( cos@ )) WJth a 3% angular varation ofg®# ) The dependence of the speci ¢
heat in YBCO was studied by W ang et al QO3 They could not nd this small ourfold term which is within their
experim ental error.

W hen (k) has a horizontalnode as in Sr,Ru0 4 [_é@‘] gH ) does not exhibit the dependence. In particular for
f=e ! cos weobtain

L. 2 P—P-— p- 2 bP—
hygi= —v el 2E (1= 2)= 1216—v eH (52)
T herefore the speci c heat ofSryRuO 4 by D eguchiet al EL(:)AE] appears som ew hat puzzling. Theirdata for T > 05K is
consistent w ith 2D f-wave superconductor. H ow ever, som ething di erent appears to happen below T = 03K . From
experience wih YN B,C we know sharp cusps in g(H ) In ply point nodes and not line nodes [__LQEE]. T herefore the
speci cheat for T < 03K suggests the appearance of point ke m inigaps fork k (1;0;0), (0;1;0) etc. These m ay be
reproduced w ith the secondary energy gap

2k) e’ cos 1 acos@ )cod )

wih a . 1. Then the secondary gap has the sam e symm etry asa 2D f-wave superconductor.

E xercises 4.

41.Calculateg® ) when H is rotated within the z x plane. Considerhere f = cos ,sin  and cos@2 ).

42.Calculateg# ) when H is rotated within the x  y plane. Consider the sam e set of £'s as above.

VI. MAGNETOTHERMAL CONDUCTIVITY

E xperin ents on the angular dependent them alconductivity in YBCO [106,107,108/109] indicate that the them al
oonduct:yjty is sensitive to the nodal directions, although theoretical interpretation of this data has been given only
recently [65] In orderto calculate the therm alconductivity it is crucialto ncorporate the e ectsofim purity scattering
and of the D opplr shift on an equal footing. Then there arise natually two lin iting cases: a) the superclean lim it
( )¥™ <9 gj> andb)theclkanlimit ( }72 < ¥ gj>

F irst it is necessary to detem ine the quasiparticle lifetin e in the presence of in purity scattering and the D oppler
shift. This is given by [63]

2
Co = —[< Coh(ﬁj)‘F X tan 1(}(=C0)>]1 (53)
2 C2+ x?
where C o = Im (%) at ! = 0 is the quasiparticle relaxation rate on the Fem i surface and x = ¥ ag¥ . This

form ula applies to the class of f's introduced in II, which inclide d-wave superconductivity with £ = cos@ ). Also
In the later analysiswe assum e that H lies in the ab-plane.

A . Superclean lim it
In the superclean lin i we can assum e that x Co. Then Eq.(52) is solved as

Co= —<x> ' 2 yY<x> ‘mew 1 (54)
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O n the other hand, In the clean lim it we obtain

CimnE=C,H) = = < x2 > + 11 (55)

Also when H isperpendicular to the a-b plane we obtain

5 1 veH
4 2 v eH
T he them al conductivity w ithin the a-b plane and in the Im & T is given by [Gé_j
* cl+x? f£2 +
=0 ( xx=n= yy=n)= — pCor ) 57)
oo o 4  Re (Co+ )2+ £2
where [ = % is the them al conductivity in the nom al state. Then In the superclean lm it Eq.(56) reduces to

& £)

K= = o T(x2 £y (58)
0
e <x>=Z<x>2 (59)
0
1 v2 (el )
- = d (60)

In the last step weassumed H k c. The H -linear them alconductivity was rst ocbserved in Sr,RuO 4 at T = 03K l_é]'],
which indicates nodal superconductivity with £ = e ¥ cos( ) n SpRuO 4 and that the system is in the superclean
lim it. M ore recently the H -linear them al conductivity was observed in P rO s;Sbi, [71] forT 03K .

Now In the presence ofa m agnetic eld In the a-b plane, wemust rst generalize Eq. 57 as [531]

x= = —<x>< (1+ cos@ ))x> ©61)
= = —<x>< (1 cos@ )x> 62)

and
w=n = g <x><she x> 63)

0

where the angle  refers to the direction of the quasiparticle wave vector w ithin the a-b plane. Then for f = cos2 )
Eq.(58) gives

v?eH 5
k= n( xx=n = yy=n)= —5— 0:955+ 0:0285c0s@4 )) (64)
and
v’el ,
xy=n = —— 0265sin(2 ) (0:955+ +0:0285c0s(4 )) (65)
Herev = p Thereﬁ)re K shou]d exhibit the ourfold tem w:i:h am agmi:ude variation ofthe order of 6%

sign. Sin ilarly O cana and E sunnam [L08] found the Hallthem alconductivity  sin (2 ), but of opposite sign. These
problem s were clari ed In ['{)5 Allexperinentson YBCO were performed at T < gj> , whereas the present
theory appliesonly orT < jv gj>.

A Iso, them al conductivity m easurem ents In CeC olng I_G-g] and —-ET),Cu@NCS), t_6-_9.] have seen evidence for a
fourfold tem . If we assum e that these experin ents are done in the region T < J gj>, we have to interpret
the data as dyy-w ave superconductivity and d,> 2 symmetry forCeColns and —ET),CuC S )2 respectjx_fe]y The
form er identi cation appears to be consistent w Ji:h the m agnetospeci c heat data of CeCoIns reported in f110]. For
f=e ! cos ,weobtain ﬁ64]

v (e )

ax=n = - 14791 00416c0s@2 )) (66)

The m agnitude of the twod term seen in [66] is consistent w ith Eq.(66).
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B. Clean lim it

In the clean lim £ Eq.(57) is transfom ed as

k= o0 = 1+ ©7)
3 .
1 2 vZ (eH )
1+ —h 2 — n(—p—) (68)
6 2 v eH
where o= (#H ! 0) and we have assumed H k c. In the clean lin it the eld dependence is given by
H n#H(=H ). In amagnetic eld wihin the a-b plane we ocbtain
r__ !
1 2 v (eH )
xx= 0 = 1+ —h 2 — (=) 0072+ 0:041cos@ )] (69)
6 2 v eH
and
1 : 2
xy= 0 = g< sh@ )x* > (70)
r__
(v)*eH 2 .
= 2 h@ —)sn@ )Intp—) 042] (71)
3 v eH

wherewe have assumed £ = cos(2 ).

T he b-axis them alconductivity of —ET ),CuNCS), detem ined by Izawa et al [6d] exhibits not only the ur-old
term predicted n Eq. 65, but also a two—fold term that was not predicted. W e can Interpret the two—fold tem
as being due to the adm ixture of an swave com ponent. The experin ental data is m ost naturally interpreted as

k) cos@ ) 0067 M11l.Finaly orT < ¥ gj> wedbtai} 5]
72T, 2., 5, 2
xx= n = ﬁ(_) i+ =) In (m))
! ( 2 v ) In( 5 i(1 cos@ )) (72)
@ )27 16T 2 v e 16
1 v (el ) 2 4
xy_n=78m(2 ) > h(1:76T)h(vp£) (73)

It appearsthatboth Eq.(67) and (68) describe consistently the angle-dependentm agnetothem alconductivity cbserved
nYBCO [L08109].

E xercises 5.
5.1 Indicate how to derive Eq.(58) from Eq.(57).
52 Consider ,, for f's with horizontalnodes (ie. £ = sih , cos , and cos2 ) when the m agnetic eld is rotated
w ithin the z=x plane.

VII. SUPERCONDUCTIVITY W ITH POINT NODES
A . Borocarbides YN i,B,C and LuN iB,C

T his class of superconductivity w asdiscovered in 1994 [113]. T heir relatively high transition tem peratures (T = 15.5
K and 165K orYN B,C and LuN LB, C, respectively) and their interplay betw een m agnetism and superconductivity
are of great interest. In the ©llow ng we w il focus on the tw o superconducting borocarbidesYN 3B ,C and LuN £B,C,
w hich have no indication ofm agnetian .

T he presence of a substantial swave com ponent in the superconducting order parameter () In YNi,B,C was
established by substituting N iby a smallam ount of P t. An opening of the energy gap was cbserved by spect ¢ heat
m easurem ents [113]. On the other hand,pthjs superconductivity exhibits a num ber of peculiarities unexpected for

a nodal superconductor. Furthem ore the presence of de-H aasvan-A Iphen (dHvVA ) oscillation In the vortex state in
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[L19,120]. A Iso, unlike the superconductors discussed In previous sections, here we are dealing w ith a superconductor
with a 3D Fem isurface.
Then we postulate [L03]

k)= (=2)@ sh *()cos@ )) (74)

where and are polar coordinates describing k, the quasiparticle wave vector. T his order param eter belongs to
the hybrid representation of st g-wave superconductivity. T he precise m atching of the s and g-wave com ponents is
necessary in orderto nd the nodalexcitations as cbserved experin entally. W ithin a m odelH am ittonian the stability
of such a precise m atching is considered in [:Lgl_-] The corresponding (k) is shown In Fig. 13. The quasiparticle

density of states is given by

FIG . 13: O rder param eter for the borocarbides YN £B,C and LuN £B,C

Z

1
G = KJj dyF Re——— 75
€)= %3 &F WRe 7 {75)
wherex = E= and

Ho dz

o (@ A a9

(76)

p
wih uo = @ @G yI?.WenotethatF 2 y)=F (). TheDOS isshowninFig. l4.Forf+ =x 1
the quasiparticle density of states can be approxin ated by

2 ' '
r/A:0.00
rA=0.02 ——
[A=0.20 -~
N MA=1.00 ------
s I R 3
% ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
S
~
P
05 ¢
0
O - 1 1.5
EIN

FIG.14: Quasiparticlke density of states for the borocarbides YN £B,C and LuN £B,C
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gE) = 8i3<1+ ©=6 )N (EF )+ 1:2) a7)

which gives

Unlke the point nodes discussed in Ref. rE:], the point nodes here are quadratic which givesN E ) £ jand Cq T?.
In the presence ofa m agnetic eld the quasiparticle density of states is given by

. v(eH )'7PI( ;)
gOjH)= — < ¥ gjp=—""—F7"— (79)
8 2
_ P—
wherev= " v,v, and
1 _ _
I(;)=-(@ sif st )P+ @ sif cof )P (80)
Here and are the direction ofthe m agnetic eld where the polar axis is taken parallel to the c axis. W e show in
Fig.15I( ; ). In particularfor = =2theDOS exhbiscuspsat = 0; =2; ;3 =2. These cusps appear also in
I I I
s+g-wave
o 6=45" g
q‘n
D
N
=
A
D
=
0.8
[100] [010]
O | | |
45 0 45 90 135
d(deg.)
FIG .15: The angular function I( ; )
the speci c heat, since
Cs=nT = gO;H) (81)
for T . Indeed, such cusps have been seen by Park et al [1:2:2:1] U nfortunately, how ever, their data are lin ited to

= =2 and cannot explore the whole extent of I( ; ).

D ue to the presence of an swave com ponent the e ect of in purity scattering is very di erent from the usualnodal
superconductors discussed in IIT and IV I123 F irst ofall there is no resonant scattering. So the Bom approxin ation
su ces. A Iso, unlike in othernodalsuperconductorsthe energy gap opensup inm ediately in the presence of in purities.
The energy gap !4 isgiven In a good approxim ationby !y = @1+ —) I, Therefre the speci ¢ heat and the them al
conductivity decrease asT ! 0 like C4=T =T (4=T)%e 's7T . Hence, there is no universalheat conduction.

T he gap equation is solved in the presence of m purities. W e nd

In (L=T) = O.203[ (1 ) (1)] 82)
0 1203 2 T, 2
which is com pared with Eqg.(37) for usual nodal superconductors. W e show in Fig. 16 Tc=T¢y; (O; )= oo versus

= g0.Both T.=T¢ and, (0; )= (¢ decreasemuch more slowly as = (o Increases.
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FIG .17: Them al conductivity in vortex state n YN 1B,

Finally the them alconductivity in the vortex state is given by ELZZE]

X 3
zz=— n = —— [ 3=2 — 1 1=2 1
chooo @ V)T Syewesy ya 97 Ay ®3)
X
v (84)
2 In (2=x)

1=2 . -
where x = M;y = — . Weshow In Fig. 17 data by Izawa at al [_6§1, w here the m agnetic eld is rotated

conically around the caxis. The clear cusps for = =2 disappear as is decreased. This is the clear sign of point
nodes at k = (100); (010); (__190) and (0 10). The e ect of Pt—substitution of Niin ¥ Ni xPt;)>B,C wih x=0.05
is studied by K am ata et al [123]. A s seen from Fig. 19 the angular dependence in ., disappeared com pletely for 5%
substitution of Pt. From Eg.(78) and T, = 131K ofthe 5 percent Pt substituted system , we can deduce = 238K .
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FIG .19: E ect of in purities on them al conductivity —experin ental

This ismuch largerthan T . C learly para]Jelexper_m entsw Ji:h P t—substji:ut:on Jess than 1 are highly desirable.

B . Skutterudite P rO s4Sbiz

_T he skutterudite P 1O 5,Sbi, is a heavy-ferm ion superconductor w ith transition tem perature T . 18K Eﬂ:2§3£1:2_9,
130]. The anglk-dependent m agnetotherm al oonductjyjty data of this m aterial inidcates an interesting m ultiphase
structure characterized by the gap functions (k) s k) wih point nodes. {7-(]' '7-]},':123@] M ore recently, there has
been m ounting evidence for triplet superconductJthy In this compound. First, rom -SR measurem ent Aokiet al
[L32] discovered a rem nant m agnetization in the B phase of this com pound indicating tJ::lpJet pairing. A lso more
recent them al oonductJthy data by Izawa et alis not consistent w ith the singlet m odel [._L3l ], but is consistent w ith
pt+ h-wave superconductors [7L] Finally, Tou et al Il33] reported NM R data ofP rO 5,Sb;, of which the Knight shift
suggests the triplet pairing.
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T he triplet pairing together w ith the position of point nodes give aln ost uniquely [_7-]_;]

3 .
ak) = de "ia k' k' k) (85)
sk)=de 0 k% 86)
) p—
wheree *1 = (k, ik )= (k§+ k%),etc. Here ; n Eg.(85) isone of ;; 2 and 3. Also we have chosen the

nodaldirection of y parallelto (0 01) n Eg.(86).Also j a (k)jhasthe cubic symm etry consistent w ith the crystal
symm etry ofP 1O 5,Sb1,, while j 5 kjhastheaxialsymmetry. W eshow nFig. 20 j a kjand j g K)3J. Very recently

FIG .20: Proposed A phase (kft) and B-phase order param eters for P 1O s, Sbi2

the m agnetic penetration depth of the B-phase in P 1O 5,Sb;, hasbeen reported [_l-;’;-@'] They applied a m agnetic eld
parallel to each of the 3 crystalaxes and determ ined the m agnetic penetration depth and found isotropic super uid
density. At st sight this is clearly In contradiction to our 5 k) In Eg. (86). However, this is understood, ifwe
assum e that the stationary m agnetic eld controls the symm etry axisof 3y (k) [_I;;Ei] Indeed the ground state energy
is favorable when the nodes are aligned parallelto H . A Iso the T? dependence of the super uid density for T

follow s from this assum ption. A s In all the triplt superconductors, our superconducting order param eter breaks the
chiral sym m etry. So both order param eters are six—-fold degenerate.

T he quasiparticle DO S of these states is given by

* +
1
x> ¥3
rx = £J. This is evaliated num erically and shown n Fig. 21.For kj 1 we obtaln
gE) " ¥F4 A phase 88)
’ X¥F8 B  phase (89)
In the B -phase there is a logarithm ic sihgularity at E = as In d-wave superconductors, w hereas In the A -phase the
sihgularity is split Into 2 cuspsat E= = 3=4 and 1. In the vortex state the quasiparticle DO S is given by
P—
1v eH
gA(H)=5 L (; ) A phase (90)
jo
1lv eH
= = Izs (; ) B phase 1)
w here
Tn(; )= snh + @0 o sif 2+ 1 cof cof )72 (92)

I (; )= sh : 93)
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E/A

FIG . 21: Quasiparticle density of states for p+ h-wave superconductor

In the B-phase we have assum ed that the nodes are parallelto (0 0 1). Then the low —tem perature speci ¢ heat, etc.
are given by

Cs=xT = gH); s=nxy=9gH) (94)
sH)=s5s0) =1 gH) @ phase) (95)
sk)=5x0) = 1 3gH) B phase) (96)

T he last expression m eans the super uid density m easured parallel to the nodaldirections.

In p+ h-wave superconductors the in purity scattering is handled sim ilarly to other nodal superconductors. For
exam ple, the superconductivity in the A -phase exhibits the universalheat conduction wih =T = ?nEr=12 (0).
On the other hand In the B-phase the heat current has to be parallel to the nodal direction. Then we will have

00=T = ?nEy=8 (0). W hen the heat current is perpendicular to the nodaldirection in the B-phase, the them al
conductiviy vanishes ke T?2.
Now letusconsider ., In the vortex state when H is rotated in the zx planewith the angke H m akes from the

z axis. Then in the superclean linit (( ) '™ v eH ) we cbtain
2z vveH |,
= ~- sin A  phase 97)
n 8
S B ph 98)
= " s ase
64 2 P
P
where in the B -phase we assum ed that the nodes are parallelto (0 0 1). Sim ilarly in theclean Iim it (( ) ™2 v eH)
we obtain
r___
3v2eH 2 5
2= 0 = 1+ —)sih® In¢p—) @ phase) (99)
40 . v el sin
veH 2 5
= 1+ In( —)sin hép—) ® phase) (100)
12 v eH sh

where = ,,#H = 0). In Fig. 22 we show the experin entaldata at T I3&35 K together w ith the theoretical
t from Eqg.(90) and (91). A s is readily seen the tsareexcellentwih =v e = 5and 3 fordataatH = 05T
B phase) and H= 12 T (@A -phase) respectively. T hen m aking use of the weak-coupling theory gaps a (0) = 42K
and 5 (0) = 35K for the A -phase and B-phase respectively, we can deduce v = 0:96 10 an/secand ’ 0:iK .
T hese values are very reasonable. From the de Haaswvan A Jphen m easurem ent v is estin ated to be 057 10 am /sec
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FIG .22: Them al conductivity of P rO sy Sbi, in the vortex state

( band), 066 10 an/sec ( band), and 023 10 an/sec ( band) {136]. Perhaps the triplkt superconductivity
In PrO s Sbi, is not so surprising. T he superconductivity in SpRuO 4, UPt3, UBej3, URU,SL and UN LA L appears
to be triplet [_l-gzl] M ore surprising is the high degeneracy of the ground state due to the chiral sym m etry-breaking.
Both the A phase and the B phase have six-fold degeneracy. T hism eans that a variety of topological defects in both
the A phase and the B-phase are lkely, which deserve further study. T he m ultiphase structure is rare but at last
we have seen it in super uid *He and in UPts.

On the other hand the exact Jocation of the A B phase boundary is still controversial. A recent themm odynam ical
study [._L38] indicates that the A B phase boundary is rather parallel to the upper critical eld H, of the A phase.
Som ew hat surprisingly the less symm etric B phase is realized for the low - eld region. Is this related to the antiferro—
m agnetic quadrupolar AFQ ) state which appears above H 7 4T [__L§9:v]? Tt looks like both the superconductiviy in
YNi1B,C and in P rO 5,Sb;, have great futures.

C. Summary on (k)

a). Quasi2D system s

1. d-wave superconductors (f = cos(2 ); hole doped high-T. cuprates YBCO , LSCO, B 1212, T 2201), electron—
doped cuprates NCCO ,PCCO ), CeCoIns and ETYCulNCS),. Asto the gap symm etry of CeC olng there is
controversy between dy» y2-wave versus dyy-wave.

2. SrpRu0 4. Early experin ents established triplet pairing and cthalsym m etry breaking f140/141,/142]. W hen the
high quality single crystalsbecam e available, both the speci ¢ heat data @8] and the m agnetic penetration data [143
exhibited characteristics ofnodalsuperconductors. T herefore the p-w ave superconductivity proposed in -[}2_15_9] isclearly
out. In order to save this situation a muligap m odel was proposed by Zhitom irsky and Rice [146]. However, our
analysis of the optical conductivity [147] indicates that there is little room for p-wave superconductivity. T herefore
the in portant question is: where are the linenodes in (k).

C learly the m agnetothem al conductivity data {_éé] and the ultrasonic attenuation data ﬂzlé] support horizontal
nodesasin f = e ¥ cos . Therebre, exoept or the speci ¢ heat data by D equchiet al [._LOéi ]wem entioned earlier all
availabl data are oo_n_s:_stent with the 2D fwave m odel. A ]s_o_vga_e _have proposed that the optical conductirity @47-],
the Ram an spectra [149], and the supercurrent experim ent E50'151] below T =01 K willprovide the de nitive test
of (k) in SroRuO 4. The review paper by M ackenzie and M aeno 1_152 is excellent, but does not cite the signi cant
evidence or nodal superconductivity In Sr,Ru0O 4, if we concentrate on the data from high quality single crystals. On

the other hand, we agree that de nitive experim entsbelow T = 100 mK are highly desirable.
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3.UPd,AL Asbrie y descrbed in IV , we have proposed f= cos(2 ).[9]

4. W e are aw aiting the m agnetothem al conductivity data ofUN LA L, URu,SL and CeCu, Sk .
5) 3D system s

a). YNB,C,LuN4B,C. k)= (=2)@ sinh*® cos@ ))

b). P10 5Sby,, pt h-wave superconductirity.

VIII. D-WAVE DENSITY WAVE

In the preceding lectures we have reviewed a variety of nodal superconductors which have appeared since 1979.
For som e of them we have succeeded In identifying the gap symm etry. A1l these analyses are based on the BCS
theory of nodal superconductors. A Iso the sam iclassical approxin ation played an in portant part in elicidating the
quasiparticle properties in the vortex state.

T herefore it is very naturalto contem plate a parallel developm ent in charge density wave CDW ) and spin density
wave g,;_l§i_i] system s T he unconventionaldensity wave (UDW ) was speculated as a possble electronic ground state
In excitonic Insulators in 1968 [154]. However, the recent surge of interest n UDW is in part due to the proposal
that the pseudogap phase in high-T . cuprate superconductors is a d-wave density wave (d-DW )I@Zﬂ_@ﬁ“ﬁiﬁ@é] It is
In portant to point out that two kinds of d-DW have been considered. The rst one is com m ensurate and individual
square lattice enclosing a circulating current [_4§ 'fl§] ana]ogous to the ux phase Mi] T herefore the ground state has
Z, symm etry and \visons" as topological defects. [48] On the other hand we consider a d-DW , which is iIn general
ncom m ensurate. (fl@] T herefore as In a superconductor the ground state hasU (1) sym m etry associated w ith the axial
gauge transform ation

gl e Pd; g, e, (@o1)

The dDW can have \phase vortices" sim ilar to the ones in conventionalCDW B—é]

Here are a few characteristics of unconventional density waves UDW ) EL!:S@] F irst of all, the transition from the
nom alstate to UDW is a m etalto-m etal transition. T hough the quasiparticle density decreases due to the opening
of a partial energy gap, UDW are conductors down to T = 0 K. In high-T. cuprates the resistivity T? in the
nom al state changes to the resistivity T for exam ple. A lso, we shall see that the quasiparticles in UDW are a
standard Fem i liquid. T herefore this anom alous resistivity behavior does not in ply the existence of a \non-Fem i
licuid". Since h (k)i= 0, there w illbe no x-ray or neutron signal for charge density or soin density. T herefore UDW
is som etin es called a condensate w ith a hidden order param eter [_ZI§]

T he quasiparticle G reen fiinction n UDW is given by

0

G 'k;t)=" &) &) s &) 1 (102)

where k)= 1( &) k Q)i ®K=( &K+ k+qg)andQ isthe nesting vector. Al the s are the Pauli
m atrices operating on the spinor space m ade ofj,j{iand 1,{ o 1. Here we consider only UCDW for sim plicity and

sodn Indices are dropped. In the follow Ing we drop the prim e for ’ k), since there w ill be no confiision. Then the
quasiparticle energy is given by

r -
b= k) k) + k) 103)

w hich is ddentical to that for nodal superconductors except for (), the in perfect nesting temm .
Here are two urgent questions:
W herecan we nd UDW ? Ifthey exist, how can we J'dentjfy them ? Asto the second questjon w e believe that two

consequences of the Landau quantization of the quasiparticle spectrum in UDW orNersesyan’s e ect L56,15%]

A . The N ersesyan e ect

In 1989 N ersesyan et alpointed out that the quasiparticlem otion in UDW isquantized in the presence ofa m agnetic
eld perpendicular to the conducting plane. Then the QP spectrum becom es

P
E, = 2nvv,eB cos (104)
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wheren=0,1,2,3... and then § 0 statesare doubly degenerate and v,=v= =E ¢ @5&5] Here isthem aximalenergy
gap In UDW and weassumed  (the chem icalpotential) independent ofk . F irst the m agnetoresistance is given by

1 e * 4+ cosh(g)
RB; ) = 2,+4, (105)
coshxy + cosh ¢

o S
where x; = 2evv, B cos F g = and = 1=k T. Here we considered only the 2 lowest Landau ]eve]s A
slight m Odl cation OfthJS sin ple form ula can descr_l'be the ]ow—tenperature phase of —-ET),;K Hg(SCN [__L59] and

[

SDW

B(T)

LTP

Triplet Superconductivity

T(K) P

FIG . 23: Phase diagram s for low -tem perature phase of —[ET):KHg(SCN )4 [L59](eft) and the m etallic phase in the B echgaard
salts(right)

obisdrift with vp = E B)=j3ﬁ.Thjsgjvesr:isetoa]argenegatjyeNemsteect[25_81_ W e obtain

SR
xy = 5 =2eR In2+ 2l (@2cosh x1=2)) x tanh (x;=2)) (106)

where S is the entropy assocjated w ith the QPs Indeed a large negatJye Nemst e ect has been observed Jn -
and m ore recently n CeCoIn5 ﬂéi ﬁéé] R ecently we have ana]yzed the I_\I-e]q'-lst coe clent observed in CeColn 5 Ll§§
In tem s ofEqg. 105. Thisis shown In Fig 24 a) and b). W e cbtain an excellent t as is seen readily. O n the other
hand, in order to describe the tem perature dependence we have to assum e

(T)yw@T) = a+ br * (107)

whose origin is unclear. However, it is possible that the above tem perature dependence indicates the presence of a
quantum criticalpoint QCP) in CeColns.

In addition, we have show n recently the giant Nemst e ect observed in the underdoped region ofYBCO , LSCO and
B 12212 @63"165] are descrbbed in tetm s of dADW  [169]. Very recently a sin ilar but positive giant Nemst e ect has
been reported in the AF phase in URu,;Sk [._LZQ_]_ Indeed there has been a suggestion that CDW in NbSe, isUCDW
L71]and the AF phasein URu,;Sh isUSDW [L72173]. So farwe have identi ed 7 candidates forUDW w hich include
the 3 high-T . cuprate superconductorsYBCO , LSCO and B 12212 in the underdoped region. .

Com ing back to high-T. cuprates, 1) () = o©os@ ) iIn the pseudogap region is determ ined by ARPES [1'74]-
2) The sin flar phase diagram asin Fig. 2 is obtamed when T is replaced by the ]ow—tenperature energy gap which
ismeasured by STM [175 '17@], ARPES fl4 177 and the universal heat conduction EL78 In particular, if one puts

= 2:14T these two phase diagram sm atch aln ost perfectly. Needless to say, =T .= 2:4 is also valid for d-wave

density wave in the weak-coupling lin it when j 7 17,v4].

IX. GOSSAMER SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

In the rst lecture we discussed Laughlin’s critique I:_S-]_J' ]Jon Anderson’sRVB state Ed.(2)). The new wave function
suggested by Laughlin can be interpreted as d-w ave superconductor in the presence ofanother order param eter 52 ,53]
From the phase diagram for high-T . cuprates, the m ost relevent state is a d-wave superconductor in the presence
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FIG.24: Them agnetic eld dependence of the Nemst coe cient isplotted for (eft) T = 13K,165K,25K,35K and 48
K from top to bottom , and for (right) T = 73 K, 105 K and 15 K from bottom to top. The circles denote the experin ental
data, while the solid line is our t.

CeColns,CeRhIns, UP d2A 1, and organic conductors like ET) salts [180,1 181"182]

Com ing back to high-T . cuprate superconductors, (k) Prd-DW can be readily identi ed as the order param eter
phenom enologically introduced by Tallon and Loram l§(_]‘] For exam ple, the super uid densiy in the gossam er
superconductor at T=0 K is given by

s0; ) = —5——5— (108)
00+ 10

while the caxis super uid density is

2
sic©O; ) = P$ (109)

200+ 2(0)

where 7 (0)and ; (0) arethem axim algaps ofd-w ave superconductor and d-w ave density w ave, respectively, at T=
OK.
Tt is of great Interest to explore a variety of transport properties in the gossam er superconductiviy. For exam ple,
if qu chem icalpotential isnegligble (3 § T),we obtain agajn the universalheat conduction EdJ.(3)) where now
2+ Z.Also, ARPES would see the energy gap [174]

q
k) = ( 2c08@2 ) J+ foof ) (110)

" Joos@) J 111

Ifyou look carefully at the phase diagram ofB 12212 (see for exam ple 1:1??]), unlke LSCO and YBCO the supercon—
ducting dom e In B #2212 is com pletely covered by the pseudogap phase. T his suggests that the superconductivity in
B 12212 is gossam er for the whole doping range. Thism ay be one of the reasonswhy (0)=T . 5 in Bi2212 is so
large. In this sense the system atic study ofthe optical conductiviy, the R am an spectra and the therm alconductiviy
(w ith special attention to the doping dependence of these quantities) is of great interest.

In sum m ary, In exploring unconventionalor nodal superconductors, we have encountered a vast forest inhabited by
m any unconventionaldensity wave (UDW ) and gossam er superconductors w here these tw o order param eters coexist.
Surprisingly, allofthese ground states have been expected from the infrared instability ofthe 2D and 3D Fem iliquid.
T herefore we can restore the legacy of Landau’s Ferm i liquid theory and BC S theory of superconductivity in a proper
perspective. Then am ed w ith the G reen function m ethodology as in Abrikosov, G or’kov and D zyaloshinski AGD)
[2_L83] we w illbe fully prepared to explore the plethora ofnew ground states.
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