N odal Structure of U nconventional Superconductors
P robed by the Angle Resolved Therm al Transport
M easurem ents

Y M atsuda'?, K Izawa??, and I Vekhter?

1 D epartm ent of P hysics, K yoto U niversity, K yoto 606-8502, Japan

2 nstitute r Solid State P hysics, University of Tokyo, K ashiwanoha, K ashiwa,
Chiba 277-8581, Japan

S DRFMC/SPSM S/LCP,CEA -G rencble, 17 rue des M artyrs 38054, G renoble cedex9
France

4 D epartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y, Louisiana State U niversity, Baton R ouge,
LA 70803,USA

E-m ail: matsuda@scphys.kyoto—u.ac. jp

ADbstract. Over the past two decades, unconventional superconductivity w ith
gap symm etry other than s-wave has been found in several classes of m aterials,
Incliding heavy ferm ion HF'), high-T., and organic superconductors. Unconventional
superconductivity is characterized by anisotropic superconducting gap fuinctions, which
may have zeros (odes) along certain directions in the Brillouin zone. The nodal
structure is closely related to the pairing interaction, and it is widely believed
that the presence of nodes is a signature of m agnetic or som e other exotic, rather
than conventional phonon-m ediated, pairing m echanisn . Therefore experin ental
determm nation ofthe gap function is of findam ental in portance. H ow ever, the detailed
gap structure, especially the direction of the nodes, is an unresolved issue In m ost
unconventional superconductors. R ecently it has been dem onstrated that the them al
conductivity and speci ¢ heat m easurem ents under m agnetic eld rotated relative
to the crystal axes are a powerfl m ethod for detem ining the shape of the gap
and the nodal directions in the buk. Here we review the theoretical underpinnings
of the method and the results for the nodal structure of several unconventional
superconductors, including borocarbide YN 1B ,C , heavy ferm ionsUP d,A L, CeColns,
and P rO g, Sb;,, organic superconductor, -BEDT-TTF),CuNCS),, and ruthenate
SrRuO 4, determ ined by angular variation of the themm al conductivity and heat

capacity.
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1. Introduction

Superconducting transition is a second order phase transition associated with a
goontaneous sym m etry breaking. C onsequently the order param eter that appearsbelow
the transition tem perature, T., characterizes the lowering of the symm etry in the low
team perature ordered phase com pared to the m etallic state. T he order param eter is also
related to the gap in the single particke excitation spectrum , and hence its symm etry
is re ected in the elem entary excitations In the superconducting phase. These, in tum,
determ ine the cbserved transoort and them odynam ic properties [1, 12].

At them icroscopic Jevel, the sym m etry ofthe order param eter is ntin ately related
to the pairing Interaction. Therefore the identi cation of this symm etry is of central
In portance in the study of the superconductivity, especially in novel correlated electron
m aterials. T his review describes recent progress and current status of the e orts to use
transport properties as a reliable tool for the determm ination of the gap symm etry in
unconventional superconductors in the buk.

In all superconductors the gauge symmetry is broken below the transition
team perature. At the sam e tin ¢, In m ost m aterials, the energy gap has the full spatial
symm etry of the underlying crystal lattice. In the sim plest cases, this corresponds to a
gap isotropic in the m om entum space, ie. independent of the directions at the Fem i
surface. T hese superconductors are term ed conventional, or s-wave. However, it is also
possbl that the spatial symm etry of the superconducting order param eter is ower
than that of the lattice, and such superconductors are labeled unconventional. Secl?
presents the detailed symm etry classi cation of the unconventional superconductors.
Thesem aterdals rst appeared In 1979, when the heavy ferm ion CeCu,Si was discovered
3], and by now superconductivity w ith non s-wave sym m etry isubiquitous. Exam ples of
it nclude anisotropic gaps w ith zeroes (nodes), odd pariy superconducting condensate
wave functions, and broken tim e reversal symm etry. Realization of these possibilities
is proved or strongly suggested in several classes of materials, ncluding heavy
ferm ion [4, 15, 6], high-T. cuprates [/], ruthenate[8,19,10], cobalate [11], intem etallic
com pounds[l2], and organic superconductors[l3,[14,[15,/16].

In these system s, strong electron ocorrelations offen give rise to the Cooper
pair states with a non-zero angular mom entum . Unfortunately, the experin ental
determm ination of the detailed superconducting gap structure is an extrem ely di cult
task. The phase sensitive m easuram ents testing the sign change of the gap have only
been done in the high-T. cuprates, m ly establishing (@long with a number of other
techniques probing the gap anisotropy) the predom inant d,2 2 pairing symm etry [7].

Unoonventional superconductivity offten occurs in heavy fem jon com pounds,
containing f-electrons (lanthanide 4f) and actinide (5f)), especially In m aterials
containing Ce, Pr, U and Pu atom s. At high tem perature f-electrons are essentially
localized with wellde ned m agnetic m om ents. A s the tem perature is lowered, the
f-electrons begin to delocalize due to the hybridization with oconduction electron
band (s;p;d-orbial), and Kondo screening. At yet lower T, the f-electrons becom e
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tinerant, form ing a narrow conduction band w ith heavy e ective electron m ass (Up to
a f&w hundred to a thousand tin es the fiee electron m ass). Strong Coulomb repulsion
wihin a narrow band and the m agnetic interaction between rem nant unscreened 4f
or 5f m om ents kads to notabl m any-body e ects, and, lkely, to superconductiviy
mediated by magnetic uctuations. Thes e ects are believed to be especially
pronounced In the vichity of zero-tem perature m agnetic instability (quantum critical
point QCP)). A though the superconducting gap is thought to be unconventional
In most heavy fem ion superconductors, its detailed m om entum dependence is an
unresolved issue HE4,15,16].

Since the discovery of superconductivity in organic m aterials about two decades
ago, superconductivity hasbeen reported in m ore than 100 organic com pounds. Am ong
them , two fam ilies of com pounds, quasi-1D Bechgaard salts TM T SF ),X K=C104,PFg,
Adg,etc) andquasiZD -BEDT-TTF),X salts ( —(ET ),X), where the ion X can, for
exam pl, be Cu(SCN),, CulN (CN ), Bror L, are particularly prom inent candidates for
unconventional pairing. The pairing symm etry in both system s is still undetem ined,
and is one of the m ost Intriguing problem s n the eld [14,115,[16].

T he unconventional superconductivity has also been reported In som e of transition
m etaloxides other than high-T. cuprates. E specially, the superconducting gap functions
In layered ruthenate SrpRu0 49, [10] and layered cobaltate Na,CoO, yHO [L1] have
attracted considerable interest. M oreover, am ong intem etallic com pound, the gap
function of borocarbide superconductors (Y, Lu)N LB,C [L2] has been reported to be
very anisotropic, which inplies that the sin ple elctron-phonon pairing m echanian
originally envisaged for these com pounds is not the sole source for pairing Interaction.

Evidence for anisotropic gap In a variety of system s has continued to m otivate
theorists to propose new m odels for the unconventional superconductivity, which m ake
goeci ¢ predictions for the shape of the superconducting gap in m om entum Space.
E xperin ental determm nation of the gap symm etry is therefore of crucial in portance.
The transoort m easurem ents are not, per se, phase sensitive, and therefore cannot
unequivocally determ ine the sign change in the gap function. They are, however, an
extram ely sensitive probe of the anisotropy of the gap am plitude in the m om entum
soace, and have been extensively used in the last few years to detem ine the shape
of the gap In m any m aterials at the forefront of m odem resesarch. Below we give an
overview ofthese e orts.

2. unconventional pairing state

T he general classi cation schem e for the superconducting order param eter is based on
Isbehavior under sym m etry transform ations. The il sym m etry group G ofthe crystal
contains the gauge group U (1), crystal point group G, spin rotation group SU 2), and
tin e reversal symm etry group T,

G=U(@1) G su@E@) T: @)
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T he superconducting orderbreaks the U (1) gauge symm etry below T., and the sim plest
superconductors are those In which only the U (1) sym m etry isbroken; these are labeled
conventional. Unconventional superconductors break an additional symm etry besides
U (1), and m ay include order param eters w hich

(i) have odd parity;
(i) break tin e reversal sym m etry;
(i) break the pont group symm etry of the crystal.

T he superconducting order param eter is proportionalto the gap function s‘l s &)y
which, in tum, is proportional to the am plitude of the wave function for a Cooper
pair _. k) = h g ys,i. Here k is the quasiparticke momentum, s; is the
electron spin, and is the electron annihilation operator. The order param eter is
called unconventional if it transform s according to a nontrivial representation of the
full sym m etry group. Pauli’s exclision principle requires ;1 s, &) to be antisym m etric
under the the particle interchange: . k) = o (k). In the sinplest case of
weak son-orbi interaction, the totalangularmomentum L and totalspin S = 51+ s,
are good quantum numbers, and g 5, k) can be written as a product of orbital and
soin parts,

e &)= g K) (S8 )

The orbital part, g- k), can be expanded in the spherical ham onics Yy, ®), which are
the eigenfunctions of the angular m om entum operator wih the m om entum " and its
z-progctionsm ,
<
g k) = am K)Yy ®): 3)
m= °
Here R = k=kr denotes the direction of the Fem i surface. g. (k) is even for even
values of ‘' and odd for odd values of Y, g. (k) = ( l)‘g\( k), and superconductors
wih Y= 0;1;2;3;4;::: are labekd as having s;p;d;f;g;::: wave gap respectively.
This classi cation is valid for an isotropic system . In a crystal, the spatial part of
the C ooper pair wave function is classi ed acocording to the irreducible representations
of the symm etry group of the lattice. However it is comm on even In this case to refer
to the possble pairing states as having a particular angular m om entum (rather than
belonging to a representation of the group w ith given sym m etry properties) and we use
the notation here.
T he soin part of the order param eter, (S1;S;), is a product of the soinors for the
two electrons In the Cooper pair. Therefore the gap function isa 2 2 matrix in soin

FPace, |

k) )

R A S R
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In the singkt state, S = 0, the soin part of the wave finction is j"#i  J#"i, and
therefore the gap function is sin ply proportional to the Paulim atrix :
sk)= g Kk)iy; )

where ‘ is even and g. is nom alized. The energy of single particlke excitations in this
case is

q
Ey = it k)T (6)

where  is the band energy relative to the chem ical potential. For superconductors
w ith an isotropic (k) the excitationshave a nite energy gap everyw here at the Fem i
surface, whik for anisotropic pairing the gap am plitude depends on the com ponents of
gk).

For soin trplet pairing (S = 1), thewave function has com ponents corresponding to
the three di erent goin profctions, S #, on the quantization axis (J'"i; J'#i+ F"i; JH#i).
C onsequently, it is comm on to w rite the order param eter as

ek)=1dk) ) y

_ d k) + id; k) d; k) )
d, k) dx k) + idy k)
T he orbital part is expressed by these d-vector w ith
g= &+ idy; g=d; og=d+ idj; @)
and the excitation energy is
B, = ; o 2H )7 ®)

In the presence of strong soin-orbit coupling only the total angular m om entum
J= L+ S isa good quantum num ber, and the classi cation according to physical electron
SIn is not possbl. However, if the crystal structure has nversion center, Coocper
pair states can still be classi ed according to their parity, and therefore acquire a
\pseudogoin" quantum num ber, nstead ofthe physical soin. T his situation is comm only
encountered In m any heavy fermm jon m aterials.

E xperin entally, the parity of the pair wave finction .5 (k) can be determ ined
by the K night shift of the nuclear m agnetic resonance NM R ) frequency 2,[17], m uon
Soin rotation ( SR), and, less directly, by the m agniude of the upper critical eld
H o . The Knight shift is linear In the electron soin susceptbility 4, and is therefore a
direct m easure of the spin polarization in the superconducting state. In a spin singlkt
superconductor, as C ooper pairs are form ed, the soin contribution to the K night shift
f2alls rapidly on cooling through the transition. In contrast, In a trplet superconductor
the spin ordentation of the C ooper pairs is detemm ined by the d-vector in Eq.[7) . Ifthe
direction d is xed by the spih-orbit interaction, the K night shift is anisotropic in the
superconducting state. W hen them agnetic eld is applied alongd #H k d), the Cooper
pair spn is perpendicular to H and hence does not contribute to the susceptibility.
Then the Knight shift decreases rapidly below T., as in spin singlkt superconductors.
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O n the otherhand, when the applied eld H ? d, the x—and y—com ponents ofd vector,
dy k) + id, k), are nonzero, and the contribution to the susceptibility of the Cooper
pairs is identical to that ofthe constituent electrons, = ,,wheren labelsthe nom al
state above the transition tem perature. T herefore the K night shift rem ains unchanged
below T..

Applied magnetic eld destroys superconductivity through both the oroial
dephasing and Zeam an splitting of the sihglke elkctron energy kvels. In typeIl
superconductors the form er e ect leads to the am ergence of the vortex state, when the
m agnetic eld penetrates into the sam ple, ©om ing the reqular array of the vortex tubes
parallel to the eld. Vortices have cores of the size of the superconducting coherence
length, , where superconductivity is destroyed. Each vortex carries a ux quantum

0= ~c=e=2 10’G ah, and therefore h the extemal eld, H , the area pervortex,
A, isdetem ined from AH = . At the orbial upper critical eld the vortex cores
overlap destroying buk superconductivity, hencea sinpleestin ategivesH 3, = (=2 2,
On the other hand, In singlkt superconductors, an additional paidbreaking e ect of
the eld is due to polarization of the nom al state electrons. The 1wgpper critical ed
determ ined by thisPaulilin iting e ect isestinated tobeH 5, = = 2 5,where j is
the Bohrm agneton, and is superconducting gap. The Pauli lin iting is absent in spin
triplet superconductors. Therefore, nding H o, which is higher than H Z, m ay indicate
soin triplet pairing.

Up to now, possble odd parity superconducting state has been suggested in
heavy ferm ion UPt;[18], UN LA L [19], URu,S% RO], UBez R1], PrO Sy, R2], organic
(TM TSF),PF¢ 23], and transition m etal oxides, SR U0 4 4], SrnCa;2Cuy,0 41 R3] and
Na,CoO, vyHO R6,27]. It ism ost probably realized in ferrom agnetic superconductors
UGe, 28], URNKG el29] and U Ir[30]. H owever, one needs to bear n m Ind that the odd
parity In som e of these m aterials is still controversial. In fact, analysis of the NM R
soectrum In the vortex state, from which we detemm Ine the K night shift, is not settled.
M oreover the NM R experin ent m easures the surface area with the length scalke of
penetration depth . In this regin e, strong currents associated w ith the surface barder

ow and the eld distrbution and the susoeptibility is strongly space inhom ogeneocus.
The in uence ofthese currents on the NM R spectrum is an open question. In addition,
if the pairing interaction ism odi ed by m agnetic eld, the upper crtical eld can be
enhanced above H [, even in the spin singlet superconductors.

W hen L .i k) has an in agihary part

pair K) = 1 k) + 1 ,k); 10)

the tin e reversal symm etry is broken, snce pajr(k) € pair k). In such a situation,
soontaneous static m agnetic eld arising from the orbital current around the in purity
or at the surface can appear below T., because the inpuriy or boundary lifts the
degeneracy between 1.;L,i and 1.; L,i. Such a spontaneous magnetic eld was
observed in UPt; [31], SKRUO 432], and P10 5,Sb;, B3]by SR experin ents.
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Recently superconductivity with no spatial nversion symm etry has excited great
Interest. In the presence of strong soin-orbit Interaction, the absence of the mnversion
symm etry strongly In uence the pairing symm etry through a splitting of the two soin
degenerate bands. G enerally in the system w ithout Inversion sym m etry the gap function
is a m xture of spin singlkt and triplt channels in the presence of a nite sopin orbit
coupling strength. A ssociated w ith the absence of spatial Inversion symm etry, unusual
superconduting properties, ncluding the striking enhancem ent ofH o, and helical vortex
phase, have been proposed. The absence of inversion symm etry has been reported In
several superconductors. Am ong them , the superconducting gap function with line
nodes have been reported In In CePt3Si34] and LiPtB [35]. In these system, the
position of node is strongly in uenced by the m ixing of the spin singlkt and triplt
oom ponents.

In TableT, we summ arize the gap functions of several anisotropic superconductors.
O ne needs to bear n m ind that the gap functions In som e of the listed m aterials are
still controversial.

3. N odal Structure: Standard Techniques

In unconventional superconductors discovered so far, the energy gap forthe quasiparticle
excitations vanishes (as nodes) at points or along lines on the Fem i surface. There is
now a wide variety of dynam ic and them odynam ic probes that couple to, and reveal
these Iow energy excitations. The tem perature dependence of the London penetration
depth (T), ekctronic part of the speci ¢ heat C (T), them al conductivity (T),
and nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) spin-lattice relaxation rate T, 1 all re ect
the dchanges in the quasiparticlke occupation numbers. In the fully gapped (s-wave)
superconductors the quasiparticle density of states 0D O S) is zero at energies, E , below
the gap edge (ho excitationswihE < ),andvariesasN (& )N, = P% forE >
Here N, isthe nom alstate D O S.T he physical quantities exh it activated tem perature
dependence, exp( =T) at low tem peratures, T T.. On the other hand, In nodal

superconductors, the low-energy density of states ram ains nite due to contributions
from the nearnodal regions on the Fem i surface, and typically the DO S varies as
N;E)N, = E= ()" atE . The exponent n depends on the topology of the
nodes: n = 1 for line nodes as well as for point nodes where the gap is quadratic
In distance from the nodal point In the momentum space; n = 2 for polnt nodes
w ith linearly varying gap am plitude around the nodal point. Then the experin ental
quantities describbed above exhii power law tem perature dependence at T T.. For
exam ple, In d-wave superconductors w ith line nodes, the DOS N E ) F jleads to
the speci c heat C, ,T2=T., where , isthe coe cient of the InearT -tem in the
nom al state, and the NM R relaxation rate T, * / T3. The deviation of the super uid
density, ng (T) from its zero tem perature value, n (T) = ng0) nT) / keT= o,
which can be detected by the penetration depth m easuram ents.

So far we discussed pure systems. The regine where power laws In T are



Table 1. Superconducting gap sym m etry of unconventional superconductors. TRS, AFM O and FM O represent tin e reversal sym m etry,
antiferrom agnetic ordering and ferrom agnetic ordering, respectively

N ode Parity TRS P roposed gap function Comm ents
high-T. cuprates line (vertical) even [/] dye2 y 2 [7]
S1r,CapCusg0 a7 fullgap R5] odd 5] soin ladder system
—ET),Cu(SCN), Iine (vertical) [64] even [148] dyy [66]
(TM TSF),PFg odd 23] superconductivity under pressure
(TMTSFE),CIO 4 Iinell73]
fullgap [181]]
SrRuO 4 Iine horizontal) [65] odd 4] broken [B2]| kx + iky)cosk,c+ ) [65]
Iine (vertical) [73] sinky + isink, [/3]
Na,CoO, yH,0 Iine [L74] even [175,[176],
odd 26, 1277]]

(Y ,Lu)N LB,C pointlike [67] even [B8] 1 sin 4 cos(@ ) IB7,1177] very anisotropic s-wave
LLPt3B lne [B35] even + odd no inversion center
CeCuySkh Ine [178] even [L78]] tw o superconducting phases([183]

Celns Iine[l79] ocoexistence with AFM O
CeColng Ine (vertical) even [0l] dy2 y 2 [61),1136,153], dxy [69] FFLO phase
CeRhIng 1line[180] even [L80] ocoexistence with AFM O
CePt3Si Ine [34] even+ odd [182] no inversion center
UPdA L line horizontal) even [L0O9] cosk,c [b2] coexistence wih AFM O
UNLA L Inell9] odd[19] coexistence wih SDW
URu,Sh line[184] odd [20] coexistence w ith hidden order
UPt3 Iinet point [185] odd[18] broken [31] m uliple superconducting phases
UBe3 Ine [189] odd 22]
UGe line [186] odd 28] coexistence with FM O
URhGe odd [29] coexistence w ith FM O
UIr even+ odd [30] ocoexistence with FM O
& no Inversion center
PuC oG as Ine [187] even [125]
PUuRhG ag Ine [188]
P rO s4,Sb1, point [68] odd 2] broken [33] m uliple superconducting phases
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cbserved is strongly In uenced by the in purties. In unconventional superconductors
non-m agnetic in purities act as pairbreakers, sin ilar to m agnetic mpurities In s—
wave superconductors. A bound state appears near an isolated non-m agnetic strong
(scattering phase shift =2, or unitarity) scatterer, at the energy close to the Fem i
level. The broadening of this bound state to an in purty band at nite disorder leads
to a nite density of states at zero energy, N (0), that increases w ith increasing in purity

concentration [36]. T he in purity scattering changes the tem perature dependence of the
physical quantities below T ocorresponding to the im purity bandw idth: changes

the behavior from T to T2, the NMR relaxation rate changes from T," / T° to
T," / T (T;T const:), and C (T) changes from T to T. In NM R, for example,
the tem perature range w here Tll exhibits the T >3- dependence is lim ited to T > T.=3
In m ost m easuram ents.

T herefore the nodal behavior m ay be hidden by the im purity e ects. Even in the
extram ely pure systam s, how ever, experin ental cbservation of the power law s provides
iIndications of the existence of the nodes, but is unabl to yield infom ation about their
Jocation in them om entum space.

Anglk resolved photoem ission spectroscopy A RPES) directly Investigates the
m om entum dependence ofthe gap, and was instrum ental in determ ining the gap shape in
high-T . superconductors. H ow ever, the energy resolution ofthis technique is insu cient
when com pared w ith the size of the energy gap in m ost low T, system s. The phase-
sensitive m easurem ents, such as comer jinctions, tricrystal, and tests for A ndreev bound
states, which provided the m ost convincing evidence for d,z
In the high-T. cuprates, are prin arily surface probes. Absence of inversion symm etry

2 wave order param eter

near the surface m ay In uence the pairing symm etry through, for exam ple, solitting
of the two spin degenerate bands via the soin-orbit coupling, so that the gap function
is a m ixture of the soin-singkt and spin-triplkt channels. M oreover, it is di cult to

apply these techniques to determ ne the three din ensional gap structure, and they have
received lim ited use beyond studies of the high-T. cuprates. It is therefore extrem ely
In portant to acquire com plem entary evidence for particular gap symm etries via bulk
m easuram ents.

4. N odal Superconductor in M agnetic F ield

4.1. General approaches to the vortex state.

D etermm ining the nodal positions requires a directional probe. In the follow Ing we argue
that an applied m agnetic eld provides a convenient bulk probe ofthe sym m etry ofthe
order param eter In unconventional superconductors. The ussefulness of the m agnetic

eld as a probe relies on an I portant di erence between the properties of the vortex
state n nodal com pared to fully gapped s-wave superconductors. W hile for the s-wave
case the DO S and the entropy at low elds, H H -, are detem ined by the localized
states In the vortex cores, in the superconductors w ith nodes they are dom inated by
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the extended quasiparticle states, which exist n the bulk close to the nodal directions
In mom entum space. Therefore much attention hasbeen paid to the e ect ofthe eld
on these nearnodal quasiparticle.

A sinplk picture that captures the main e ect of the m agnetic eld on a nodal
superconductor is that of the D oppler shift of the quasiparticlke soectrum [37]. In the
presence ofa supercurrent w ith velocity v the energy ofa quasiparticle w ith m om entum
k isD oppler shifted relative to the superconducting condensate by

"k)y! "k) -~k ov 11)

Thise ect orighates from the G alilean transformm ation: creation of an excitation ;")
In the nom alquasiparticke rest fram e, nvolves an additionalenergy "= p gvin the
super uid fram e of reference. For a uniform super ow the D oppler shift is sinply a
consequence of the gauge nvariance, and is therefore exact [38]. For a non-uniform
super ow, as In the vortex state, this picture is sam iclassical in that it considers
sin ultaneously the m om entum of the quasiparticles and the local value of vg (r) at
position r, and therefore ignores the possbl accum ulation of the quantum m echanical
phase around the m agnetic vortices In superconductors. T he fully quantum m echanical
treatm ent of the quasiparticlk energies so farwas carried out only In a perfectly periodic
vortex lattice and In the absence of In purties [39], and gives results for the physical
properties close to those cbtained in the sem iclassical treatm ent [39,140].

To estin ate the characteristic energy scale ofthe D oppler shift we can approxin ate
the velocity eld by that around a single vortex, vg = ~P=om r, where r is the distance
from the center of the vortex and P is a unit vector along the circulating current. This
expresséon is valid outside the vortex core and up to a cuto oforderm nfR; g, where
R = a o= H is the intervortex distance, ( is the ux quantm, a is a geom etric
constant, and is the London penetration depth. Average D opplr shift, E.,, is
com puted by Integrating over a vortex lattice unit cell, and is given by

, . g Pr | . 4 E
Eow=hys pl= 2P ¥ TV
FKR 0
ThusE ., is proportional to P H.

Since the density of states is an additive quantity, the net DO S of the sampk is
the sum of the contrdbutions from the areas w ith distinct values of the D oppler shift.
In a system with line nodes, where the Iow en DOSN €E) / E j this inplies the
residual density ogs_tatest(E = 0;H)/ Eay / H .Consequently the speci c heat
also exhbits the H -behavior at low tem peratures in the clean 1m it [37, (41, 142, 43].
Since the supervelocity distribution can be obtained bﬁ:a given con guration ofvortices,
the range of possibl values for the coe cient ofthe H can also be found for a given
m aterial [44].

D eterm Ining the transport properties, such as the them al conductivity , using
the D oppler shift m ethod is a m ore challenging task. The transport coe cients are
determ ned from the correlation functionsthat have a nite range, and therefore depend
on the D oppler shift at m ore than a sihglk point. Localvalues ofthese coe cients can be

12)
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rigorously de ned only in the dirty lim it. It isgenerally accepted that a sim ilarde nition
gives at least a qualitatively correct results in the clean Iim it [45], although a rigorous
com parison is currently lacking. Even w ith that assum ption, the connection between
the distribution of localvalues, (r), and them easured value rem ains a sub ct of som e
debate. Both averaging (r) and ! (r) have been proposed 45,[46]. W hile n some
cases the di erence is only In the m agnitude of the eld-induced change, the divergent
philbsophies behind the averaging procedures give rise to qualitatively di erent results
for the anisotropy of the transport coe cients described below .

In the approach discussed above only the quasiparticle energy is shifted, so that
the single particle scattering rate is not directly a ected by the presence of the vortices.
In the presence of static disorder treated, for exam ple, in the selfconsistent T -m atrix
approxin ation, the m agnetic eld does a ect the lifetim e indirectly, by m odifying the
density of states available for scattering [41),145]. Hence the D oppler shift m ethod does
not acoount for scattering of the quasiparticles on vortices.

Caloculations of the vortex scattering crosssection have to go beyond the
sam iclassical treatm ent and m ake assum ptions about the structure of the vortex core
states 7], and therefore received lin ited attention. An altemative, fully m icroscopic
approach, em plys an extension of the approxin ation originally due to B randt, Pesch
and Tewordt BPT) [48,149] to describe clean superconductors near the upper critical

eld, H ,. In thismethod the G orkov equations (or their quasiclassical E ilenberger—
Larkin-O vchinnkov analog) are solved wih the nom al elctron G reen’s function
replaced by its spatial average [49, 150, 151,152, 153]. This m ethod is rigorously justi ed
at m oderate to high elds, gives the standard quasiparticle spectrum asH ! 0, and
yields resuls that are qualitatively sin ilar to the D oppler shift at very Jow elds and
tem peratures. Therefore it is believed that it can be used over a w ide range of elds
relevant to experimn ent. The BPT approach naturally inclides the scattering of the
quasipartickes o the vortices [50, 153]; however, due to the incoherent averaging over
di erent unit cells of the vortex lattice, it tends to overestin ate the inportance of
such scattering at lower elds. Together, BPT and D oppler shift m ethods acocount
for a m aprity of theoretical work relevant to the experin ental investigations of the
quasiparticle properties in the vortex state of nodal superconductors.

4 2. Them alC onductivity

O f all the transport properties the them al conductivity is unigquely suitabl for
probing bulk superconductivity. Unlke electrical resistivity, i does not vanish In
the superconducting state. Cooper pairs do not carry entropy and therefore do not
contrbute to the them al transport. A s a result, the them al conductivity probes the
delocalized low energy quasiparticle excitations, and is sensitive to the e ect ofm agnetic

eld on the quasiparticlkes. In Fig.[ll we show the qualitative behavior of the them al
conductivity and heat capacity at low T asa function ofthem agnetic eld fora s-wave
(fully gapped) and a d-wave (W ith line nodes) superconductor.
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Figure 1. Fild dependence of (@) the them al conductivity and (o) the speci ¢
heat C for s—and d-wave superconductors. In s-wave superconductors, the them al
conductivity show s an exponential behavior with very slow growth with H [54,155].
The heat capacity increases nearly lnearly wih H . In sharp contrast, In d-wave
superconductors, both the speci c heat and the quasiparticle conduction grow s rapidly
as soon as the eld exceeds H ;. The slope of H ) at H ., depends on purity and
therefore for the d-wave case i is also possble to have an in ection point n H ) at
Interm ediate elds.

In swave superconductors the only quasiparticle states present at T T. are
those associated with vortices. At low elds where the vortices are far apart, thes
states are bound to the vortex core and are therefore localized and unable to trangoort
heat; the them al conductivity show s an exponential behavior w ith very slow growth
wih H . At high eldsnear H ., where quasiparticles states w ithin the vortices begins
to overlap with those within the neighboring vortices, them al conductivity increases
rapidly. Such a eld dependence of the them al conductivity is cbserved in Nb [54,55].
T he heat capacity, due to the localized quasiparticle states, Increases nearly linearly
with H . In dram atic contrast, both the soeci ¢ heat and the quasiparticle conduction,
due to near nodal states, grow rapidly as soon as the eld exceeds H ;. In d-wave
superconductorswhereN & = 0;H ) / H duetotheD oppler shift ofthe quasiparticle
Ie)nirgy soectrum , both the them al conductivity and the speci ¢ heat exhibit a nearly

H behavior.

In reality, especially at higher tem peratures, the behavior of the themm al
conductivity is m ore complx. W hilke the magnetic eld enhances the local DO S,
it also kads to a change in the transport lifetin e both via the m odi cation of the
In purity scattering and via A ndreev scattering o the vortices. U nderstanding of these
com peting e ects hasprogressed during the past few years [44,145,150,153,156,157,158,/59],
although the com plete picture is not yet developed. In general, at low tem peratures the
D O S m odi cation plays the dom inant role, and the them al conductivity Increasesw ith
Increased eld. At higher tem peratures and low elds, the dom nant e ect of vortices
is to Introduce and additional scattering m echanisn , while the DO S is controlled by T .
C onsequently, the them al conductivity nitially decreases with eld, and goes through
amininum ata nieH [B0]. Thisbehaviorhasbeen rstobserved in high-T . cuprates
[60], and also seen in other system s [6l,162]
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5. How to determm ine the nodal structure in the bulk?

5.1. Anisotropy under rotating eld: density of states

T he technigques described above help determm ine the general topology of the gap, but
cannot establish the exact angular dependence of (k). In particular, the nodal
positions in k-gpace cannot be obtained. In the follow ing we discuss the theoretical
underpinnings and experim ental realizations of the new and powerfiil m ethod for
determ ining the nodal directions.

The m ethod is based on the prediction that, under an applied m agnetic eld, the
density of states of nodal superconductors depends on the orientation of the eld wih
respect to the nodal direction [63], and exhibits characteristic oscillations as the eld
is rotated relative to the sam ple. T he oscillations can be m easured via the eld-anglk
dependence of the them al conductivity [B8, 159, 61,162, 164, 165,166,167, 68] or soeci ¢
heat [69,170,71,172,73].

W hik the speci ¢ heat m easurem ents directly probe the density of states, the
them al conductivity anisotropy is sensitive to a com bination of the density of states,
and the quasiparticle transport scattering rate, which m ay have di erent dependence on
the eld orientation.M easurem ents ofthe speci ¢ heat anisotropy were only attem pted
several years after theoretical predictions [69, 70, |71, 72, 73]. F irst experin ents on
the eld-angl dependence of the them al conductivity preceded theoretical discussions
58,59], but focused sin ply on the existence, rather than location, ofadditional features
(Ihterpreted as arising from Andreev scattering) n cuprates. Use of the them al
conductivity asa sin ilar test based on the D O S anisotropy was, to our know ledge, rst
suggested In Ref.[/4], and ollowed up by other work [46]. D evelopm ent and consistent
use of the m easurem ents to probe the direction and type of nodes in k-space, is alm ost
entirely due to recent e ortsby the group of U niversity of Tokyo [61,162,165,166,67,68].
T he full theory of the anisotropy of the them al conductivity in the vortex state is still
ncom plete. Hence, whik the salient features ofexperin ents are qualitatively understood
based on a number of treatm ents ¥46,153, 163,175, 76,\77,178,179,180, 181, 82, [83], m any
details need to be addressed further. Below we discuss the current status ofthis eld.

T he origin ofthe anisotropy isbest understood in the fram ew ork ofthe D oppler shift
of the delocalized quasiparticle spectrum In the vortex state. Consider, for sim plicity,
a dyy gap symmetry with four vertical lines of nodes, and assume a cylindrical or
spherical Ferm i surface, as illustrated in Figsld @)-(). At low elds, the loci of
unpaired quasipparticles in the m om entum space are close to the nodal lines. Since
the supercurrents ow in the plane nom alto direction ofthe applied eld, the D oppler
shift experienced by quasiparticles in a given nearnodal region depends on the direction
ofthe edH (; )=H (gh o©os ;sihn sinh ;oo0s ) wih regpect to the nodaldirections.
Here and arethepolarangk and the azin uthalangl respectively, m easured relative
to the caxis.

Consider H rotated conically ( xed ) wih varying in-plane angle, ; see the view
from above n Fig.[2(©). W hen the eld is aligned with a nodal line, the super ow
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Figure 2. (a@)Sketch of the gap structure w ith four line nodes perpendicular to the
basalplane (verticalnode). (b)Schem atic diagram show ing the regions on the Fem i
surface that experience the Doppler shift n H wihin the basal plane. W e have
assum ed dy, symm etry. = #H ,a) is the azimuthal angle m easured from the a—
axis. W ith H applied along the antinodal directions, all four nodes contribute to the
DO S, whilk for H applied parallel to the node directions, the D oppler shift vanishes
at two of the nodes. (c) Four-old oscillation ofthe DO S for H rotating in the basal
plane. TheDOS showsamaximum (ninimum ) when H is applied in the anitinodal
(nodal) direction.

around the vortices is In the plane nearly nom alto them om enta of quasiparticles close
to that node. A sa resul, forthese quasiparticles the D oppler shift is an all. Tn contrast,
when the eld is in the antinodal direction, the D oppler shift is (rrltively) large along
all our nodal lines. Asa resul, thenet DOS hasm inina when H is aligned w ith the
nodal direction, and m axin a for H along the antinodes [63]. T he angle-dependence of
the D0 S exhibits characteristic our-fold oscillations, as shown in Fig.[2(c) . Th general,
D O S oscillates w ith n—-fold sym m etry corresoonding to the num ber of vertical nodesn.
In this approach the am plitude ofthe DO S oscillations, N (E )=N { ), depends on
the shape of the Fem i surface and other param eters of the m odels. For the residual
E = 0) DO S, most calculations predict the oscillation am plitude ranging from 3% to
10% . Theanisotropy israpidly washed away at nite energy, and therefore the am plitude
of the corresponding oscillations In the m easured quantities, such as the speci ¢ heat,
at nite tem perature, is typically of the order of a few percent.
Consider now horizontal line nodes In a cylindrical or soherical Ferm i surface, as
ilustrated n Figl3 @). The density of states is anisotropic under the rotation of the
eld in the acplne, by varying the angle . To illustrate the di erence between the
line nodes at high symm etry positions In the Brillouln zone, and away from those, we
consider here two m odel gap fiinctions

(1) typeI :Horizontalnodes located at the center of the B rillouin zone and at the zone
boundary () / sink ,c.

(il) typeTI :Horizontal node located at positions chifted o the zone center; () /
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Figure 3. (@) Schem atic gure of the gap structure w ith line nodes parallel to the
basalplane (orizontalnode) in spherical and open Fem isurfaces. T ype-T assum es a
gap function () / sink ,c, where line nodes are located at the center ofthe B rillouin
zone and at the zone boundary. T ypeIIl assum esa gap function () / cosk ,c, where
line nodes are lIocated at positions shifted o the zone center. (o) O scillations of the
DO S forH rotating in the acplane orvariousgap functions. T wo-fold oscillation w ith
the sam e sign are expected for type-I. On the other hand, for type-II, an oscillation
wih a double m ninum is expected.

oosk,C.

T he expected angular varation ofthe D oppler shifted DO S is a function ofthe relative
anglkebetween H and p forthese gap functions is shown schem atically in Fig3 b). The
twofold oscillation is expected for type-I gap functions, in which the horzontal nodes
are located at the position where pk abplane. On the other hand, for type-II, one
expects an oscillation with a double m lnimum structure as a function of . Note that
we sketched the DOS fora xed H=H .,; ifa measurament is done at a xed H , the
anisotropy ofH o, In a quasi?D system s superin poses an additionaltwo fold com ponent
on the oscillations, so that oriype-Ilgap the centralm axim um isdistinct from the other
two.

The D opplr shift method does not acocount for the scattering of electrons on
vortices. Fully m icroscopic analyses indicate that inclusion of such scattering further
reduces the am plitude ofthe D O S anisotropy K4]. Furthem ore, it hasbeen shown very
recently that at m oderate to high elds and tem peratures the vortex scattering leads
to the nversion of the anisotropy: the density of states is greater for the eld along
the nodal directions than for the eld along the gap maxina [53]. W hike this m akes
the analysis of the soeci ¢ heat data m ore com plicated, it a ects the conclusions drawn
from the analysis ofthe transport properties less dram atically [53], aswe discuss in next
section.

52. Anisotropy under rotating eld: therm al conductivity

Our focus In this review is on the determ ination of the nodal structure via the them al
conductivity m easuram ents. The anisotropy of transport coe cients is given by a
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combined e ect of the angular variations of the density of states, and the angle-
dependent scattering. The latter e ect is not yet fully understood. Since In self-
consistent treatm ents the scattering rate of quasiparticles o in purities depends on
the density of states, the in purity scattering under a rotating eld acquires the sam e n—
fold anisotropy asthe D O S. H owever, depending on the strength of m purity scattering,
tem perature, and the eld, the lifetin e m ay exhbit either m axin a or m inin a for the

eld aligned w ith the nodes. C onsequently, the possibility ofthe Inversion ofthem axin a
and minina In the T H superconducting phase diagram Which was unexpected In
the behavior ofthe D O S and the speci ¢ heat) was anticipated in the anisotropy of the
transport coe cients.

It is believed that the eld dependence of the them al conductivity indicates
whether the lifetin e or the density of states e ects dom lnate. In the regin e where

H ) decreases w ith Increasing eld dueto eld-enhanced scattering, them axin a ofthe
anisotropic conductivity are lkely to correspond to nodaldirection. In contrast, when

H ) Increaseswith eld, the density of states e ects dom inate, and them nin a of the
n-fold pattem Indicate the nodes. T his conecture is not rigorous [b3], but qualitatively
correct and provides guidance in the situationswhen no resuls ofm icroscopic theory are
available for a given com pound. M oreover, in experim ent the angle-induced anisotropy
of (H ) changes sign close to the point where the eld dependence has a m ininum,
supporting this view .

W hen heat current, i,, is applied In the basalplane, the angk between 3 and H
is varied as the eld is rotated. Consequently, the dom Inant anisotropy observed in
experin ent is that between the transport along and nom alto the vortices, ie. twofold
B4]. T he nodalocontribution appears asa an allere ect on thisbadkground, aswas rst
seen In the high-T. cuprate YBa,Cuz04 58,159, 64]. Note that wih few excsptions
B5] D oppler shift does not describe the combined twofold and nodal anisotropy.

M ore sophisticated approaches based on the BPT theory give correct shapes of
the () curves, and account for m ost of the observed features. The details of the
com petition between the twofold and the fourfold oscillations depend on the shape
of the Fem i surface, role of Zeam an splitting, inpuriy strength and concentration
etc. Therefore any sam iquantitative com parison of theory and experim ent requires
know ledge of these as an Input, and has only been done for few system s. At the same
tin e qualitative conclusions about the shape of the gap can still be drawn from the
sin pli ed analysis, and we review those for the speci ¢ com pounds discussed below .

For relatively three-dim ensional system s, the current can be applied along the
axis, and the eld rotated conically, varying the azinuthal angke , and kesping the
polar anglke  constant. In that case the relative orientation of the heat current and
the eld ram ains unchanged, and the oscillations re ect sokly the nodal structure.
Vortex scattering still m odi es the am plitude and the sign of these oscillations, but
the Interpretation is greatly sim pli ed by the absence of the dom nant twofold tem .

In this geom etry it hasbeen predicted that the -dependence ofthe shape and the
am plitude of the periodic oscillations provide direct lnfom ation on the type of nodes,
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Figure 4. The them al conductivity ,,( ; ) (the heat current g k z) when the
m agnetic eld is rotated conically as a function of , keeping  constant, for two
di erent types of nodes, @)point and () lne. ,,( ; ) isnom alized by ,, 45 ; ).

T he corresponding gap functions are illustrated in the insets. (c) De niion of (polar
angle) and (@zin uthal angle). A fter Ref.[87]. N ote that for vertical line nodes the
relative am plitude of oscillations for between 45 and 90 depends on the shape of
the Fem i surface, not accounted for in R efithalm aki

point or Ine [67]. m Figs.[d @) and (b), we com pare the angularvariation ofthe them al
conductivity ,, (the heat current g k z) when the m agnetic eld is rotated conically

as a function of , kesping oonstant, for two di erent types of nodes calculated from

the D oppler<hifted QP soectrum , In accordance w ith Refl[67]. Here we adopted gap

finctions k)= osih(2 ) [d-wave) orlinenode,and ()= 3 ofl sif cos@ )g
for point node. T he hatter was proposed in R ef.[86], but is probably not realized in this
system , and we use it as a convenient ansatz to illustrate the behavior due to point
nodes. These gap functions are illustrated in the nsets of Figsld (@) and (). Here the
clean lim i = H%jsassumed,where is the carrier scattering rate.

A coording to the D oppler shift picture, there are two m apr di erences in the
angular variation ofthe therm al conductivity between point nodes and line nodes. F irst,
the shape of the ( ) curves is di erent. W hik the oscillation is close to a shusoidal
wave for line node F ig.l4({)), a narrow cusp structure is predicted for the point node at
T =0 Fig.ld@)). Qualtatively, the cusp appears as a result of the sm all phase space
availablk for the quasiparticles induced in the vicinity of point nodes by the applied

eld. For line node the corresponding phase space is greater, and the m Inimum is not
as sharp. Seoond, the am plitude of the oscillation at T = 0 decreases rapidly when
the H is rotated conically as a function of kesping constant. For point nodes, the
am plitude of the oscillation ofthe them alconductivity at = 45 ismucdch an aller than
that at = 90, whik they are of aln ost the sam e m agnitude for line nodes. This can
be accounted for considering the fact that for = 45 geometry the eld H is never

aligned w ith the point nodes on the equator. Hence there isalwaysa nieD opplr shift
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at all the nodes. In contrast, for vertical line nodes, the rotating H at any always
crosses the line of nodes kading to a greater suppression ofthe DO S.

W hilk nom icroscopic calculations exit at present for this geom etry, it is lkely that
the m ain conclusions of the D oppler shift picture rem ain valid. A s discussed above,
the salient features of the m easuram ent in the oconical experin ental geom etry are lss
sensitive to the vortex scattering than those m easured w ith the heat current in the
basalplane. It is lkely that the sharp cusp is smeared by nite tem perature, but the
rapid decay of the oscillations as the eld is tilted away from the plane must ram ain
observable. N onetheless, m ore work utilizing m icroscopic theory is clarly desirable in
this situation.

In sum m ary, the varation ofthe eld direction In ( ; ) leadsto periodic variations
in both the them al conductivity and the heat capacity ofnodal superconductors. From
the periodicity, phase and shape of the angular variation of the them al conductivity
and heat capacity, one can extract Informm ation on the direction and type of nodes in
k—-soace.

5.3. Experim ental

In the experin ents described below the them al conductivity was m easured 1 a *He
cryostat by using the standard steady-state m ethod, with a heater and two carefully
calbrated RuO, them om eters. In all the m easuram ents, and especially In quasi2D
superconductors w ith very anisotropic upper critical eld, it is critically in portant to
alion H i theplanew ith high accuracy, and have a good controlover its rotation. Even
a slight eld-m isalignm ent m ay produce a largee ect on them easured , In uencing the
conclusions. To achieve thishigh precision forthe orentation ofH relative to the crystal
axes, we used a system with two superconducting m agnets generating m agnetic elds
in two m utually orthogonaldirections, and a °H e cryostat set on a m echanical rotating
stage at the top ofa D ewar. By com putercontrolling the tw o superconducting m agnets
and rotating stage, we were abl to rotate H wih a m isalignm ent of less than 0.02
from each axis, which we con m ed by sin ultaneous m easurem ents of the resistivity.

Since the themal oconductiviiy can be measured both under the eld
H=H (sh oos ;sh sh ;cos ) rwotated within the basal abplane (@s a function of

at = 90),and H motated asa function of at xed ,we were able to detect both
verticaland horizontalnodal structure. In addition, m easuring the them alconductivity
wih H =H (sih cos ;sih sinh ;cos ) rotated oconically as a function of , kesping
constant, as shown In F igld, enablesus, at least in principle, to distinguish line and point
nodes. In the ollow ng we discuss the experim ental results for di erent com pounds.

O ne of the recurring aspects of the discussion is the relative in portance of electron
and phonon (or spin-wave) contrbutions to the net themm al conductivity. W hilke at low
tem peratures the bosons are kss e cient than ferm ions in carrying heat, In system s
with signi cant spin uctuations or low carrier density the bosonic degrees of freedom
m ay be dom inant over a wide T-H range. Since only electrons carry charge current,
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we take the point of view that if the m easured W iedem ann-Franz ratio of the them al
to electrical conductivities, L = ,, ,,=T, jast above T, is close to the Lorenz number
Lo= 244 10® W /K,obtainedunderassum ption ofpurely electronic ,the electronic
contrbution to the them al conductivity is dom inant. Even though, strictly speaking,
in the presence of inelastic scattering, L ! Ly only asT ! 0, quite generally opening
of an additionalbosonic conduction channel ncreases L com pared to Ly, and has clear
experin ental signatures.

In ssveral of the system s we discuss (T)=T > (T.)=T. at least In som e range
T . T. and often has peak at T? < T.. In compounds with low carrier density, and
therefore w ith them altransport dom inated by bosonic degrees of freedom , thism ay be
due to increased m ean free path ofphononsasthe unpaired electron density isdecreased.
In otherm aterials, such increase is due to rapid reduction ofthe inelastic scattering rate
below T. (faster than the concom itant reduction in the electron density of states). In
som e system s, both e ects combine. G enerally, a com prehensive analysis ofa large body
of data on a given com pound provides a clue to what m echanisn is m ore im portant.
W e indicate this for each of the m aterials analysed below .

6. Three D im ensional U nconventional superconductors

6.1. Borocarbide YN i,B,C

W e start by oconsidering the superconducting gap structure of a non-m agnetic
borocarbide superconductors LnN 3B,C, Ln= (Y and Lu)[l2]. These systam s have
tetragonal crystal sym m etry, and the electronic band structure is essentially 3D, see
FiglH. Early on, these m aterials were assum ed to have an isotropic s-wave gap, sin ilar
to most com pounds where superconductivity is m ediated by conventional electron-—
phonon interactions. H ow ever, recent experin ental studies, such as speci cheat [88,189],
them al conductivity [©0], Ram an scattering [91]], and photoanm ission spectroscopy [P2]
on YN 3B,C orLuN 1B,C have reported a Jarge anisotropy in the gap function. Below we
review the In plications ofthe them alconductivity m easurem ents forthe gap sym m etry.

Figureld @) shows the T -dependence of the caxis them al conductivity ,, (the
heat current g k ¢) of YN LB,C (T.=155K) single crystalw ith no m agnetic eld. The
residual resistivity ratio of this crystal is approxin ately 47 (the highest crystal quality
currently achievablk). Upon entering the superconducting state, ,, exhbits a small
kink, as expected for a second order transition. The W iedem annFtranz ratio at T,
L= ,, ,,=T " 102L, indicating that the elkctronic contrbution to is dom inant.
The inset of F igld (@) show s the sam e data below 1 K, where the T dependence of ,, is
close to quadratic (ratherthan cubic, as it would be for dom inant phonon contribution).
Figureld (o) depictsthem agnetic eld dependence of ,, H k[110]) at Iow tem peraures.
Rapid increase of ,, at Jow elds ism arkedly di erent from that observed In typlcgl_s—
wavem aterials [B4]. T his steep Increase ofthe them alconductivity, alongw ith the H -
dependence of the heat capacity [B8,189], strongly suggests that the themm al properties
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are govemed by the delocalized Q P s arising from the nodes (or extrem ely desp m inin a)
In the gap.

Having established the predom inant contribution of the extended QPs In the
them al transport, we are In the position to address the nodal structure of the gap
function. A sdiscussed above, In three-dinm ensional system s, conical rotation ofthe eld
allow s a m ore direct observation of the nodal structure. F igure[7 displays the angular
variation of ,,,measured by rotatingH =H (sh ©os ;sin sih ;00s ) conically, asa
function of , at a constant . The m easurem ents were done by rotating after eld
cooling at = 45. The open circles n Fig[dl show ,,H; ) atH=1T which are
cbtained under the eld ocooling at each angle, and dem onstrate excellent agreem ent
between the two sets of m easurem ents. A clar fourfold sym m etry is cbserved for the

—“otation at = 90 and 60 ,sothat ,,= 2 + 2 .Here Y is —independent, and
¢, hasthe urld symm etry w ith respect to —rotation.
Assen n Fig.[], !, hasanamow cup at = 0 and 90 . W e stress that the

anisotropies of the Femm ivelocity v and H o, which are Inherent to the tetragonalband
structure of YN 1B ,C, are unlkely to be at the origin ofthe cbserved fourfold sym m etry.
The 4-bld -dependence ofH,, at = 90 and 45 is nearly perfectly sinusoidal [93],
and therefre di erent from the -dependence of ? displayed in Fig.[7. A coording to

ZZ

the previous section, them inina of % at = 0 and 90 inm ediately indicate that the

nodes are located along [L00] and [010]-directions.

The cusp structure and the -dependence of ¢ are key features for specifying
the type of nodes. F irst, the cusp itself ism arkedly di erent from the sn ooth (@Im ost
sinusoidal) feature predicted (see previous section, F igl4) and cbserved (see next section)
in superconductors w ith line nodes, such as d-wave. Second, the am plitude of ¢

ZZ

decreases rapidly as H is changed from the in-plane = 90 to 45 . Therefore
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Figure 5. Crystal structure of YN 1B ,C .
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Figure 6. (@)Tean perature dependence of the caxis them al conductivity ,, In zero

eld. Inset: Log—-log plot ofthe sam edatabelow 1K . (b) Field dependence of ,, at low
tem peratures H k[110]). T he solid circles represent the data m easured by sweeping H
after zero eld cooling, and the open circles represent the data m easured under eld
cooling conditions at each tem perature.
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Figure 7. Angular variation of ,, @k ©), measured by rotating H ( ; ) =
H (sh ocos ;sih sih ;oos ) conically as a function of at xed = 90, 60 , and
45 (seethe inset). T he open circles represent the data obtained underthe eld cooling
condition at each angle

direct com parison of the data on both the cusp structure and -dependence of ,,
wih Figld) strongly favors a m odel w ith point nodes, and Jads us to conclude that
the superconducting gap function of YN 4B,C has point nodes along [100] and P10}
directions.

For a gap w ith point nodes the T -dependence of the therm odynam ic quantities at



22

low tem perature depends on whether the gap increases lnearly or quadratically w ith
the distance from the nodal point. The gap function we used predicts a quadmatic T -
dependence of the therm al conductivity, which is consistent w ith the data in the inset of
Fig.[B@).

M ore recent m easurem ents of the angular variation of the heat capacity also report
the four fold oscillations consistent w ith the present experin ents [/0]. Very recent ST S
m easuram ents in the vortex state of YN 3,B,C have dem onstrated the presence of the
extended Q P s in the [010] direction [©4]. T hus the nodal structure is con m ed by the
several di erent techniques.

A re these real nodes or sinply desp m Inin a? Experin entally, a clear fourfold
pattem is seen at T=O2¥)K and H = 1T 0dHs . This suggests that the typical
D oppler energy, E ., o H=H o, ofthe nodalquasiparticles far exceeds both T , and
them ininalgap .. Hereweestinate ~% = (. This lads to the anisotropy
r_tio Lun= o 0:3. A m ore stringent constraint m ay be deduced from the power law
team perature dependence of the them al conductivity down to this tem perature In zero

eld. Estimn ating, 28K from thevalieofT,,we nd ,un= o . 0:01.

W hik this value is an all, the origin of the true nodes is topological, and hence
the inportant question is whether the gap function changes its sign on the Fem i
surface. To answer i, we exam Ined the in purty e ect on the gap anisotropy. In an

anisotropic s-wave superconductor, w ith accidental gap m ininm a or zeroes, Introduction
of non-m agnetic mm purities a ects T, only m oderately, and rapidly m akes the gap m ore
isotropic thereby reducing the DO S at the Fem i surface by ram oving the node. On
the other hand, ifthe gap changes sign and its average over the Fem i surface vanishes,
doping w ith in purties suppresses T, m ore severely, and inducesa niteD O S at energies
an aller than the scattering rate, . In the latter case the oscillations of | ) persist in
the regin e where the D opplerenergy . E.y.

Figure [8 show s the absence of the angular varation of the them al conductivity

2( = 90; ) in the Ptsubstituted compound ¥ N4 . Pt,),C with x=0.05. We

estim ate that E ., 03 (. On the other hand, the transition tem perature changes
little w ith Pt-doping B8, [195]. Then the disappearance of the angular variation in
iIndicates the opening of the gap, and the destruction of nodal regions by in purity
scattering. Thj% 'Eoonsjstent w ith the heat capacity m easurem ents, which reports a
transition from H behaviorof #H ) at x=0 to lnear in H behavior for x=02 [Bg].

It has been pointed out that the cusp structure In the angular varation of the
them al conductivity can appear as a result of the nesting property ofthe Fem isurface
BO]. However, the disappearance of the angular variation n Y N i , Pt ),C wih
x=0.05, indicates that this scenario is unlkely. M oreover the cusp structure appears
even in EMN 1B,C, In which the nesting part of the Fem i surface disappears due to the
SoIn-density-wave transition [96].

T herefore, com parison of the experin ent with existing theories yields the gap
structure with point nodes. W hilke these may be accidental, an altemative view is
that a strong Coulomb repulsion is an essential ingredient of the m odels required for
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Figure 8. Angularvariation of ,, orYNiB,C (open circle) andY N J.95P th.05)2B2C
(solid circles), m easured by rotating H asa function of w ithin the abplane. Angular
variation dJsappears ny (Njg:gsPto:05)2B2C .

the borocarbides. Recently, it has been shown that the s-wave superconductivity w ih
desp gap m nimum appears when the elctron phonon coupling coexists w ith the AF

uctuation [97]. W e note that the topology of the nodal regions plays an in portant
role in detem ining the superconducting properties, such as the vortex lattice structure,
reversible m agnetization, upper critical eld H ,, etc. For nstance, the extended QP s
appear to be very Inportant for the vortex triangularsquare lattice phase transition
[/1,198,199].

62.Heavy Ferm ion UPd,A &k

UPd,A ; hasaroused great interest am ong heavy fem ion HF ) superconductors because
of is unique properties. In UPd,A L, superconductivity with heavy mass occurs
at T.=2.0 K after antiferrom agnetic AF) ordering wih atom ic size local m om ents
( =085 ) setsin at Ty =143 K [L00]. Below T., superconductivity coexists w ih
m agnetic ordering. The ordered m om ents are coupled ferrom agnetically in the basal
hexagonal abplane and line up along the a-axis ig.9). T hese ferrom agnetic sheets are
stacked antiferrom agnetically along the caxisw ith the wave vectorQ (= (0,0, =c), where
c is the caxis Jattice constant [L01] For the structure of the hexagonalbasalplane, sse
the nset of Figlld. The presence of large Jocal m om ents is in contrast to other HF
superconductors, in which static m agnetic m om ents are either absent or very snall at
the onset of superconductiviy [0]. Since both superconductivity and AF ordering in
UPd,A L involve theU ranium 5f electrons, this system isan exam pl ofthe dualnature,
partly localized and partly itinerant, of strongly correlated electrons [6,1102,103].

In the superconducting state of UPd,A L, two noticeable features have been
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reported. The rst is the "strong coupling anom alies" observed in the tunnel Jjunctions
UPd,AL-AD,Pb [L04] and inelastic neutron scattering, which were attrbuted to
the strong interaction between the heavy fem ion quasiparticlkes and AF spin-wave
excitations [103,/105,106,/107]. The second feature is the appearance of a "resonance
peak" In the inelastic neutron scattering in the vicinity of Q ¢ wellbelow T.. Sin ilar
peak in the cuprateswas interpreted as the result ofthe feedback e ect ofthe opening of
the superconducting gap on the electron-holk dam ping ofthe soIn  uctuations, and was
show n to be unique to superconductors w here the gap changes sign under the translation
by the AFM wave vector [L08]. The analogous e ect in UPd,A L, which has static
AFM order, rather than uctuations, was Investigated by Bemhoeft et al.[105, [106],
and strongly suggests that the gap in thism aterial changes sign under translation k!
k+ Qp. The NMR Knight shift m easuram ents indicate the spin-singlkt pairing, and
the spin—lattice relaxation rate does not show the coherence peak at T., and decreases
asT; !/ T3, ndicating the presence of line nodes [L09]. T hese results provide rigorous
constraints on the shape of the gap.

A ccording to band caloulations and de H aasvan A Iphen m easurem ents in the AF
phase, the Jargest Femm i sheet w ith heavy electron m ass and the strongest 5fadm xture
hasthe shape ofa cormugated cylinderw ith a hexagonal In-plane anisotropy [L02]. B elow
we assum e that this cylindrical Fem i sheet wih heavy m ass is responsbl for the
superconductivity, and carry out the analysis w ithin thism odel.

W e m easured the them al conductivity along the caxis of the hexagonal crystal
structure, ,, (heat current g k ¢) and along thebaxis ,, (@ kb) in high quality singlke
crystals of UPdy,A L with T = 2:0 K (The residual resistivity ratio was 55 along the
braxis and 40 along the caxis). Figure[1d depicts the tem perature dependence of vy
and ,, In zero eld. Sihce spin-wave spectrum hasa nitegap of 1:5m eV atthe zone
center, its contrbution appears to be negligibl below T. [L09,/110]. The W iedem ann—
Franz ratio L = T atTe is0.95L, for ,, and is1.16L, for . These resuls indicate

Figure 9. Crystalstructure ofUPd;A L . AF ordering w ith atom ic size localm om ents

( =085 ) setsinatTy =14 3K .Theordered m om entsare coupled ferrom agnetically
In the basal hexagonal abplane and line up along the a-axis. These ferrom agnetic
sheets are stacked antiferrom agnetically along the caxis.
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Figure 10. Tem perature dependence of the them alconductivity along the b-axis
2z @k co)In zero eld. Inset: structure of the hexagonalbasalplane
of UPdyA L wih the alignm ent of the a-axis (100) and baxis (1,2,0), asused in the
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Figure 11. Field dependence of the baxis them al conductivity , nom alized to

the nom al state value jast above the upper critical eld, gy, forH kaand H kc.

that the electron contribution is dom inant below T..

F igure[1]l show s the H -dependence of , forH ka and H k cbelow T.. Forboth
eld directions, ,y, growswih H beyond an initial decrease at low elds. ForH k ¢,
yy Increases almost lnearly with H, , / H,at 036 K.Themininum in #) is

much less pronounced at lower tem peratures. AsH approachesH k aork b,
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Figure 12. Angular variation ofthe caxisthem alconductivity ,, # , ) nom alized
by the nom alstate value, },, at several edsat 04K ,below H ., E35T).H was
rotated w ithin the basalplane as a function of (see the inset). A distinct six-fold
oscillation is cbserved above 0.5 T, while oscillation is absent at 0.5 and 03 T .

show s a steep Increase and attains its nomn al state value. This low to interm ediate
H dependence of the them al conductivity In the superconducting state is m arkedly
di erent from that observed in ordjngry s-w ave superconductors. At high tem peratures
and low elds, where the condition H=H , < T=T, is satis ed, the them ally excited
quasiparticles dom inate over the D oppler shifted quasiparticles. It has been shown
that In this regine, whik the D opplr shift enhances the DO S, i also lads to a
concom iant reduction in both the In puriy scattering tin e and A ndreev scattering
tine o the vortices 45,150,161, 165,111]]. W hen this lifetin e suppression exceeds the
enhancement n N (E ), which m ay happen at interm ediate tem peratures and low elds,

the nonm onotonic eld dependence of the them al conductiviy is found. A s in other
superconductorsw ith nodes, the region ofthe nitialdecrease ofthe them aloonductivity
shrinks at low T . Thus the H -dependence of ,, in UPd;A L, initial decrease at low
eld at high tem peratures and linear behavior ,, / H at low tem peratures, are In
qualitative agreem ent w ith the existence of Inenodesin # ) [182,1112].
W e 1st test whether there exist vertical line nodes perpendicular to the basal
plane. Figure[12 shows ,,H , ) asa function of at 04 K, m easured by rotating H
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Figure 13. Angularvaration ofthe b-axis therm alconductivity ,, H , ) nomm alized

by the nom al state value ;Y at several eldsat 04 K.H was rotated within the

acplane perpendicular to the basalplane (see the inset).

w ithin thebasalplane ( = 90).Above 05 T, a distinct six—fold oscillation is cbserved
n ,,H , ), rr ectihg the hexagonal symm etry of the crystal. Six-fold oscillation is
cbservable even above H . On the other hand, no discemible six—fold oscillation was
cbserved below 05T w ithin ourexperim ental resolution. W e Inferthat the AF m agnetic
dom ain structure and anisotropy ofH », w ithin the plane are responsibl for the six-fold
symm etry and the nodal structure is not related to the oscillation. A ccording to the
neutron di raction experin ents, the m agnetic dom ain structure changesat H 06T
wellbelow Ty . Below Hp , the ordered m om ents point to the a-axis, form ing dom ains,
and the spin structure is not a ected by the H -rotation in the basal plane. On the
otherhand, above H , , the H —rotation causes dom ain reordentation. T hen them agnetic
dom ain structure changes w ith sixfold symm etry with H —rotation. Thus the sixfold
symm etry cbserved In  ,, above 05 T ism ost lkely to be due to the m agnetic dom ain
structure. T his indicates that there are no nodes Jocated perpendicular to the asalplne,
ie. gap functon in the kasalplne is isotropic.

W enext test forthe existence ofthe horizontal line nodesparallel to the basalplane.
F igure[13 digplays the angular variation of ,, @ , ) or rotatihg H asa function of
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w ithin theacplneat 04 K .A distinct oscillation w ith two-fold sym m etry was cbserved
In the superconducting state. In contrast to ,,, no discemble twofold oscillation was

found in the nom al state above H . W e decompose , H , ) as
- 0 2,
w= oyt owi (13)

where ) isa -independent tem and 2, = CJ cos2 isa tem with the twobld
symm etry with regppect to -rotation. The eld dependence ofCEfy at 04 K is shown
in Figure[14 (a). For com parison, the H -dependence of , forH k cat T=036 K is
plotted in Fig[l4 (o). T here are three regions denoted (I), (II) and (III), below H o,. In
the vicinity of H, ((IID-region), where , increases steeply with H , the sign of C7,
is negative and the am plitude j:ifyj= gy isofthe order of10% . Here [, is ,, In the
nom al state just above H o, . W ith decreasing H , Cy2y changes sign at about 23 T and
becom es positive in the region where , forH k ¢ shows a linear H -dependence ((II)-
region). Below about 025 T, where the second sign change takes place, ,, decreases
wih H ((D)-region). In this region, Céy is, once again, negative.

W e address the origin of the observed two-fold oscillation. T he disappearance of
the oscillation above H ,, togetherw ith the fact that there is only onem agnetic phase in
this con guration [101l]], com pletely rule out the possibility that the origin is due to the
m agnetic dom ain structure. T here are two possibble origins for the oscillation; the nodal
structure and the anisotropy of the Fem i velocity and H . Obviously, as discussed
previously, a large two—fold oscillation w ith negative sign observed In the (III)-region
arises from the anisotropies of the Fem ivelocity and H ;. This Inm ediately indicates
that the two-fold sym m etry w ith positive sign in the (II)-t=gion originates not from these
anisotropies but from the quasipartick structure associated with the nodalgap function.
In addition, the am plitude of C§y= yy In the (ID)-region is a few percent, which is
quantitatively consistent w ith the prediction based on the D opplr shiffted DOS.W e
also note that the second sign change at low elds in the ()-region is com patible w ith
the nodal structure. In this region, as discussed previously, the H -dependence of the
them al conductivity is govemed by the suppression of the quasiparticle scattering rate.

A sdiscussed in Ref. [44,158,159,161,164,/111], the anisotropic carrier scattering tin e
associated w ith the nodal structure also gives rise to the variation of ,,H , ) asa
function of . In this case the sign ofthe oscillation is opposite to that arising from the
D oppler shifted DO S in the (II)—region. T hese considerations lad us to conclude that
UPd,A L has horizontal nodes. In addition, the fact that there is a sihglk m axin um
structure in the angular variation of ,, # , ) indicates that horizontal line nodes are
located at positions where the condition pk ab in the B rillouin zone is satis ed. Thus
the allowed positions of the horizontalnodes are restricted at the bottleneck and AF zone
boundary [62,(82].

For com parison, the angular variations of , and ,, at low elds are shown
in FiglI5. W hile the am pliude of the two-ld oscillation CZ = 4, is 3%, which is
quantitatively consistent with the D oppler shifted DO S, the am plitude of the six-fold
oscillation C£ = ,, is Jess than 02% , which is more than 10 tin es sn aller than the



(a) H // ab

..

1

2
#ot (T)

Figure 14. (@) Field dependence of the am plitude of the two—fold symm etry Ciy

nom alized by the nom alstate therm alconductivity gy at04K . ) Field dependence

of the b-axis them alconductivity ,, forH kcat 0.36 K .The sign ofC§y is negative
in the (IIT)-region just below H ., and in the (I)-region where ,, decreaseswith H .

O n the other hand, the sign ofC§y is positive In the (II)-region.

am plitude expected from the D oppler shifted D O S In the presence ofnodes. C om bining
the resuls, we arrive at the conclusion that the gap function is isotropic in the kasal
plne and has horizontal node.

To discuss the position of the horzontal line node in UPd2A L, we consider a
"m agnetic" B rillouin zone In a cylindrical Ferm i surface, as shown in Figlld @). The
density of states is anisotropic under the rotation ofthe eld in the acplane, by varying
the angle In the inset. To illustrate the di erence between the line nodes at high
symm etry positions n the m agnetic B rillbuin zone, and away from those, we consider
here fourm odel gap functions

(1) typeT :A horizontal node located at the bottleneck; (k) / sink ,c.

(i) typeTI :A horizontal node located at the zone boundary; () / cosk ,c.

(i) typeTIIl:A hybrid oftype-Iand -II.Two horizontalnodes located at the bottleneck
k) / sh2k ,c.

() typeIV :Two horizontal nodes located at positions shifted o the bottleneck in
the Brillouin zone; () / cos2k ,cC.

and the zone boundary;

T he expected angular varation ofthe D oppler shifted DO S is a function ofthe relative
angle between H and p for these gap functions are shown schem atically n Figlld ().
T he twofold oscillations w ith the sam e phase are expected for type-I, -I1 , and —III gap
fiunctions, n which the horizontal nodes are located at the position where pk abplane;
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Figure 15. Angularvariation ofthe b-axisthem alconductiviy §y= ;Y w ith rotating
H within the acplane (solid circles) and of the c-axis themm al conductivity & = 2,

w ith rotating H w ithin the basalabplane (open circles) at T=04K andatH=05T.
The am plitude of the six—old oscillation n 6, = B is less than 02% if it exists.
Inset: Schem atic gure of the gap function ofUPd,A 1 determ ined by angle resolved
m agnetotherm al transport m easurem ents. The thick solid lines indicate horizontal

nodes located at the AF zone boundaries.

one cannot distinguish these three gap functions when the Femm i surface has an open
orbit along the caxis. For type-1IV , one expects an oscillation w ith a doubl m inin um
structure as a function of

T hus, the order param eters allowed, by them al conductivity m easurem ents, are,

@ &)= oshnk,c
@ k)= osin2k,c and
@) k)= (ocosk,c.

which are shown in the type-I, -IT and -III gap structures in Figlld@). G enerally the

rst and the second represent soin triplet gap functions, and only the third, which isa
soin singlet, rem ains a viable possibbility. N ote, however, that the themm al conductivity
is only sensitive to the am plitude of the gap. Am ong the possible order param eters
for the D¢, symmetry group is that transform ng according to s representation,
with a basis function k, ky + ik,) [l]. In that case the gap function may vary as
ky + ik,) sink,c, and the gap am plitude, over a quasitwo din ensional Ferm i surface,
m ay have only weak m odulations apart from the horizontal line ofnodes. Such an order
param eter breaks the tin e reversal symm etry, and we are not aware of any evidence
in support of that n UPd,A L; however, targeted search for a tin exeversal sym m etry
broken state in this system has not been perform ed. Both the st and the third gap
functions are com patdble w ith the constraint in plied by the neutron resonance peak,
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Figure 16. (a) Schem atic gure of the gap structure w ith horizontal line node In
the m agnetic Brillbuin zone. Line nodes are located at the bottleneck (type-I) and
at the zone boundary (type-II).Two line nodes are located at the bottleneck and the
zone boundary (typeIII) and at positions shifted o the bottleneck (ypelVv) . ©)
O scillationsofthe DO S forH rotating in the acplane for various gap functions. Two—
f©ld oscillation w ith the sam e sign are expected for type-I, -IT, and -I1I. O n the other
hand, for type-1IV , an oscillation w ith a double m inin um is expected.

k)= k+ Q g). These considerations lad us to conclude that the gap function of
UPdAL ismost lkely to ke (k) =  cosk,c, shown in the inset of F ig[15, although
we cannot exclude the possibility ofthe state w ith broken tim ereveral sym m etry on the
basis of out m easuram ents.

For the cosk,c pairing, the horizontal node located at the AF zone boundary
iIndicates that pair partners cannot reside in the sam e basal plane. The interlayer
pairing appears to ndicate that strong dispersion of the m agnetic excitation along k,
causes the pairing, as suggested In the m agnetic exciton m ediated superconductivity
model [6,1113,1103]. The isotropic gap function in the basal plane in plies that the
pairing interaction in the neighboring planes strongly dom inates over the interaction
in the sam e plane. A lthough the pairing interaction inferred from the determ ined gap
finction should be further scrutinized, the recent results In ply that the interlbyerpairng
Interaction associated with the AF interaction is m ost lkely to be the origin of the
unoconventional superconductivity n UPd,A L.

6.3. skutterudite P 1O s,Sby»

R ecently discovered heavy femm ion superconductor PrO §Sbi, (T=1.82 K) with lkd
skutterudite structure Figl7) is relatively unigue as the f-electrons have a non-—
m agnetic ground state, determ ined by the crystalline electric eld m ost lkely singlet
state) [114,/115]. The HF behavior (m 50m, m . is the fiee electron m ass) is lkely
due to the interaction of the electric quadrupole m om ents of Pr**  (rather than local
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m agnetic m om ents as in the other HF superconductors) w ith the conduction electrons.
T herefore the relation between the superconductivity and the orbital (quadrupolk)

uctuations of f-electron state excited great interest: P xO s4Sb;, hasbeen proposed asa
candidate forthe st superconductor w ith pairing m ediated neither by electron-phonon
norm agnetic interactions, but by quadrupolar uctuations. Even ifthese uctuationsdo
not provide the pairing glie by them selves, but only In conjunction w ith phonons, they
have the potential for in uencing the sym m etry ofthe superconducting orderparam eter,
w hich m akes it of the utm ost In portance to detem ine the symm etry of the SC gap.

T he unconventional superconductivity in P xO s,Sb;, hasbeen suggested by several
experin ents. NQR m easuram ents showed the absence of H ebelSlichter peak [L16]. In
addition, the Knight shift does not change below T., in plying that the gap function
has odd parityR2]. M oreover, SR experin ents report the appearance of the static
Soontaneous m agnetic eld below T., whith can be Interpreted as the spontaneous
breaking of the tin e reversal symm etry [33]. The penetration depth and NM R Tll
m easuram ents indicate the presence of point nodes [117].

F igure[18 show s the T -dependence of the c-axis them al conductivity ,, (the heat
current q k ¢) divided by T both at zero eld and above H , ( 22T at T= 0K) of
P O 5,Sb;, single crystal (]1). In this tem perature region, the electronic contribution to

.» dom dnates the phonon contrdbution. T he inset of F ig[18 show s the eld dependence
of ,, ofsamplk ]2 at very Iow tam perature. ,, Increases very steeply even at very low

ed #H < 04T).W hen contrasted w ith the exponentially slow increase of the them al
conductivity with eld cbserved in s-wave superconductors at H H . 18], thisisa
strong indication that the them al transport is govemed by the delocalized Q P s arising
from the gap nodes. Above 01 T ,, Increases gradually, then show s a stesp Increase
above 05T upto H .

F igures @) and (b) display the angular variation of ,,H ; ) n H rotated
within the abplane ( = 90) at T=052 K [68]. The m easurem ents have been done in
rotatingH after eld coolingat = 90.Theopencirclesshow ,,H ; )atH=12T

Figure 17. Crystal structure ofP rO 5,Sb14
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Figure 18. Taem perature dependence of the c-axis them alconductivity ,, (the heat

current g k ¢) divided by T at zero eld (solid circles) and at 25T (open circles) above

Hep (¢ 22T at T= 0K) ofP 10 5Sb;, single crystal (]J1). Inset: F ield dependence of
2z=T ofsample ]2 at very low tem perature.
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Figure 19. @) b) Angular variation of ,, (gkc) In H rotating w ithin the abplane
asa function of at 052 K aboveand below H, (¢ 20 T).

and 05 T which are cbtained under eld cooling at each anglke. AboveH , (" 20 T at
05K) ,,H ; ) isessentially ndependent of . A clar Purfold variation is cbserved
Just below H o, down to H 0.8 T .However further reduction of H below 0.8 T causes
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Figure 20. The amplitude of twofold (open circles) and fourfold ( lled circles)
symm etries, £, jand £, 7 respectively, plotted asa function ofH=H ., at T=052K .
AtH ,the crossover from twofold to fourfold sym m etry takes place.

a rapid decrease of the am plitude of the fourfold tem , and its disappearance below
0.7 T .Atthe sam e tin ¢, the twofold com ponent grow s rapidly. T his surprising behavior
suggests a change in the gap sym m etry asa function of eld in the superconducting state.

F igurel20 show sthe H -dependence ofthe am plitudes of the tw ofold and the fourfold
temm s, which are obtained by decom posing ,, H ; ) as

LB )= S+ 2+ 2 (14)

zz zz zz !

0
ZZ

where Y isa -independenttem, 2 = C, cos2 ,and : = C, cos4 arcthetems
wih twofold and fourfold symm etry with respect to -rotation. Tt is clear that the
transition from the fourfold to twofold symm etry in  —rotation is sharp, and occurs in a
narrow eld rangeatH=H ., ' 04, desp inside the SC phase. Both sym m etries coexist
In a narrow eld range. Ifthe m Inin a of the them al conductivity are associated w ith
the direction of the eld along the nodes, the reduced ,, H ; ) at = 90 and 0
in the high eld phass, and at = 90 for the Iow eld phase, respectively, lad to
the conclusion that the nodes are along the [100}and P10ldirections In the high eld
phase, while they are located only along the P10]direction in the low eld phase.

H aving established the presence of nodes, the next question is their classi cation.
Asdiscussed In x IV A, the angular variation of ,, can distinguish between the point
and line nodes, by rotating H oonically around the caxisw ith a tilted anglke from the
abplane. A though we do not show it here, the amplitude at = 45 and 30 isan aller
than that at = 90 [68]. Sin ilar results were obtained for the twofold symm etry.

W hat is the nodal structure inferred from the present results? The -rotation of

the eld can only provide the inform ation of the nodes away from the [001] direction.
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Figure 21. The phase diagram of the superconducting gap sym m etry determ ined by
the present experin ents. The lled circles represent them agnetic eldH atwhich the
transition from fPurfold to twofold symm etry takes place. T he open circles represent
H ;. The area of the gap function w ith fourfold symm etry is shown as A -phase and
the area ofthe gap function w ith twofold sym m etry is shown as B -phase.

W e shall therefore appealto the group theoretical consideration for the discussion ofthe
nodal structure. It isunlikely that the SC gap function hasonly fourpoint nodes in the
cubic Ty, crystal symm etry: this is Independent of the spin singlkt or triplet sym m etry.
H ence the lkely socenardo is that the gap function at high eld phase has six point nodes.
The low eld phase is lkely to have two nodes, although on the basis ofthe experin ental
cbservations we cannot exclude the 4-node structure (@long [001] and [010])

The H T phase diagram of the SC symmetry detem ined by the present
experin ents is displayed in Fig.[2l. The lled circles represent the magnetic eld
H at which the transition from fourfold to twofold symm etry takes place. The H -
line which ssparates two SC phases high eld A-phase and low eld B -phase) lies
desp inside the SC state. W e note that recent ux ow resistivity m easurem ents also
reported an anom aly atH . The only exam pl ofa superconductor w ith m ultiple phases
of di erent gap symm etry so far has been UPt; [119]. In that case the degenerate
transition tem peratures for the two orders at zero eld can be split by, or exam ple,
applying pressure. Therefore it is In portant to detem Ine a) whether the two phases
m anifested in the them al conductivity m easurem ents have the same T, In zero eld;
b) whether the transition can be split by In uencing the system by an experim ental
handle other than the eld. It seem s logical that, if the gap structure suggested here is
Indeed realized, application of the uniaxial pressure along the [L00] direction should lift
the sym m etry of the gap and favor one of the two phases.

Recently, an all anglke neutron scattering experin ents reported the hexagonal ux
line Jattice, which is distorted w ith a twofold symm etry [120]. It has been pointed out
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that the distortion origihates from the nodal gap structure, which provides a strong
support of the present angular variation of ,, H ; ). W e also note that the possble
existence of the third phase was predicted by the m agnetization and penetration depth
m easurem ents [117,[121]].

Thus P 10 5,Sb;, has ssveral unique features. In alm ost all superconducting (SC)
m aterials known to date, once the energy gap in the spectrum of electrons opens at
the SC transition, only is overall am plitude, and not the shape and symm etry around
the Fem i surface, changes in the SC phase [122]. In contrast, P rO 5,Sb;, seam s to
have several superconducting phases w ith di erent symm etrdes. M any heavy femm ion
superconductors have line nodes in the gap functions W ith possibl additional point
nodes). The suggestion that P10 5Sbi, is the st heavy fermm ion superconductor,
In which only the point nodes are identi ed m ay be the key for understanding the
superconductivity m echanism due to quadrupolar interaction.

7. Quasitwo dim ensional superconductors

W enow discuss the In plications ofthe them alconductivity m easurem ents for the nodal
structure ofthree superconductors, CeColns, —-BEDT-TTF ),CuNCS),,and SpRuO 4.
Thesem aterdals Jook very di erent at  rst sight but reveal several sin ilar features. F irst,
all three have strong electron-electron correlations. Second, they all have quasittwo
din ensional electronic structure, as con m ed by the band structure calculation and by
the dHvA m easuram ents. T his is also supported by a relatively large anisotropy of the
upper crtical eld between inequivalent crystalline directions. T hird, the power law s in
the tem perature dependence of them odynam ic quantities In the superconducting state
is consistent w ith the presence of line nodes In the superconducting gap. T he position
of the line nodes is still an open question in m any of these m aterials, and is the focus
of our analysis here.

Unfortunately, In all these com pounds, the out-ofplane them al conductivity
is di cul to measure due to thin pltedike single—crystal sampls. W e therePre
m easured the inplane them al conductivity with m agnetic eld rotated within the
sam e conducting plane. In this geom etry, the dom nant signal is twofold symm etric,
and sin ply depends on the anglk between the them al current, g, and H due to the
di erence In the transport along and nom alto the vortices. T his twofold oscillation is
not directly related to the nodal structure, and the challenge for the interpretation isto
separate it from the features due to the nodes.

7.1. CeCoIn5

The fam ily of the heavy fem on superconductors CelIns (T=Rh, Ir, and Co)
was discovered in 2001 [123]. Both Celrlns and CeColns are ambient pressure
superconductors, w ith transition tem peraturesof04 K and 2 3K, respectively. CeRhInsg
is an antiferrom agnet, but show s superconductivity under m oderate pressure. The
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crystal structure of CeT Ins is tetragonal consisting of the conducting Celn; layers
separated by less conducting TIn, layers Fig. 22). In the nom al state CeColns
exhlbis non-Fem iHiquid behavior, lkely related to the strong AFM  uctuations;
m oreover, there is evidence that superconductivity appears in the neighborhood of a
quantum critical point QCP), possbly of AFM origin [124, 125,126, 127]. For that
reason CeColns is an excellent candidate to study the rwlationship between QCP and
unoconventional superconductivity. The tem perature dependence of the heat capacity
and them al conductivity [128], them al H all conductivity [129], NM R relaxation rate
[L30] all ndicate the presences of line nodes. The penetration depth m easuram ents
[131), 1132, 1133] in general support this conclusion although the low-T exponents are
anom alous. Recent Andreev re ection m easurem ents Indicate the sign change of the
superconducting order param eter [134,1135, 1136], see, however [L37] for com m ents on
Ref. [L35]. The Knight shift m easurem ent of CeC oIns Indicates the even-soin parity
[L301].

T here are Indications that the upper critical eld in CeColns is param agetically
Paull) lim ited. At Jow T the phase transition at H , is st order, as revealed by a
step in the H -dependence of the themm al conductivity, m agnetization, and speci c heat
[61,1138,/139]. M oreover, m easurem ents ofheat capacity [140,/141], ulrasound[L42], and
NMR [l43lrevealed a new superconducting phase at low tem peratures in the vicinity of
H o at Jow temperatures H k ab). This new phase was con ectured to be the spatially
Inhom ogeneous superconducting state EFuldeferrell-larkin-O vchinnikov state), which
was predicted 4 decades ago, not previously cbserved.

The inset of FigP3 (@) shows the T-dependence of and . Upon entering the
superconducting state, exhibits a sharp kink and rises to the maxinum value at
T 17K .TheW demann¥ranz ratio L = ' 1:02L, at T, is very close to the
Lorenz number Lo = 244 10®° W /K, indicating that the electronic contribution
is dom nant. Therefore the enhancam ent of below T. is due to the suppression of
the inelastic scattering rate, sin ilar to the high-T. cuprates. Figures[23 (@) and ()

®C  Co el

O—g“®—¢ cn,

Coln,

‘(1:?
[001]

O IS

CeColns M o10]

Figure 22. Crystalstructure ofCeColns.
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H k P0l]land (o) H k P10]below T.. Insestof @) : and In zero eld. Insstof ) :
Field dependenceof nearH ., at 045K () and 034K ( ). Thethem alconductirity
Jum ps at H «;, Indicating the st order phase transition.

depict H dependence of forH kab Hey 7 11 T)and H ? ab Hy ' 5T) below
T., respectively. At all tem peratures, decreases wih H , and the H -dependence is
Jess pronounced at lower T In both con gurations. ForH ? ab, has a discontinuous
jim p to the nom al state value at H , below 1.0 K (see also the inset of Figl3 b)),
indicating a rst-order phase transition. The data in Figs[23 (@) and (b), in which the
H dependence of ism ore gradualw ith decreasing T, are consistent w ith the picture
w here the scattering of the eld-induced QP s is the m ain origin for the H -dependence
of

G en the com plexiy and richness of behavior of this superconductor, it is natural
to ask whether one can draw conclusions about the symm etry of the gap from the
analysis of the them al conductivity rooted essentially in a BC S-lke theory. We
believe that the answer is a m ative. In the follow Ing it is In portant to note that
all the m easurem ents are done far below the upper critical eld, ie. far away from
the possbl com peting states, rst order transition, and quantum critical behavior.
T he them al conductivity is m easured at tem peratures far below that of the inelastic
scattering-induced peak in (T ). Consequently, we believe that, sin ilar to the high-T .
superconductors, the B C S-lkem odelgives the sam iquantitatively correct resuls in this
regin e.

Figure[24 displays #H; ) asa function of = (g, H ) at T=045 K of CeColns
[61]. The solid circles n Figl4 show H; ) atH=1T which are cbtained under the

eld cooling at each angle. In alldata, as shown by the solid Iinesin Fig.2, H; ) can
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Figure 24. The a-axis them al conductiviy #; ) @k a) n H rotated wihin
the abplane as a function of for CeColns. is the anglk between g and H
(see the inset). The solid lines represent the result of the tting by the function
H; )= Cog+ Cy c0s2 + C4 c0os4 ,whereCy,C, and C,; are constants. The

solid circles represent H; ) at H=1 T which are obtained under the eld cooling
condition at every angle.

be decom posed into three tem s,
()= o+t 2+ 4 15)

where o isa -Independenttem ,and , = C, cwos2 and 4, = C, c0osd4 aretems
w ith 2—and 4-fold symm etry w ith resoect to the in-plane rotation, respectively.

Figures[29 (a)-d) display , (nhomn alized by the nom alstate value ,). It isclar
that , exhbitsamaximum at H k[110] and [110] at all tem peratures. Figure 4 and
the inset show the T—-and H —dependences of £4 F ,. Below T, the am plitude of 4
Increases gradually and show s a steep ncrease below 1 K wih decreasing T. At low
tem peratures, £4 F , beocom es greater than 2% .

W enote that the anisotropy ofH ., H :2[1001 " 103H 3;[1101) istoo am allto explain the
largeam plitudeof £4 ¥ , > 2% atH H ., . Further, and m ore In portantly, the sign
ofthe cbserved fourfold sym m etry is opposite to the one expected from the anisotropy of
H o . The cbserved 4-fold symm etry above T, isextremely smal; £, ¥ , <02% . Thus
the anisotropies arising from H ., and the band structure are incom patible w ith the data.
N ote also that, even if there is a fraction of electrons that rem ain uncondensed at low
T, aswas recently suggested [144], they can only In uence the twofold (via the orbital
m agnetoresistance), rather than the fourfold symm etry. These considerations lead us
to conclude that the 4—fold sym m etry w ith Jarge am plitude welllelow T, originates from
the QP structure.

W e now address the sign of the 4-fold symm etry. For nodal lines perpendicular
to the layers, two e ects com pete In determ Ining 4, . The st isthe DO S oscillation
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Figure 25. (@)—-(d) The 4-old symm etry 4 nom alized by the nom alstate value ,
at several tem peratures.

under the rotation of H within the abplane. T he second is the quasiparticle scattering
o the vortex lattice, which hasthe sam e sym m etry as the gap function [58,[59,150,53].
A sdiscussed above, it is lkely that at T 025T. and H 025H., the second e ect is
dom inant [50,/53]. In thiscase, attainsthem aximum valiewhen H isalonganodeand
hasam ininum when H isdirected towards the antinodaldirections 46,153,158,59,64l].
T he am plitude of the four-old symmetry £, jinh quasiZ2D d-wave superconductors is
roughly estin ated to be a few percent of , [46,/53], which is of the sam e order as the
experin ental resuks.

It is Interesting to com pare our results on CeColns w ith the corresponding results
on YBa,Cuz0; , In which the 4-©1d sym m etry hasbeen reported In the regin e where
the Andreev scattering dom nates. In YBa,CuzO; with dy2 2 symmetry, 4 has
maxima at H k[110] and [110] B8, 159, [64], n accord with our CeColns data. Thus
the sign of the present fourfold sym m etry indicates the superconducting gap w ith nodes
Jocated along the ( ; )—directions, sim ilar to the high-T cuprates; CeColns m ost
likely belongs to the dy2 2 symm etry.

It is worth comm enting on the gap symm etry of CeColns detem ined from the
other technigues. Sm all angle neutron scattering experin ents have reported the square
lattice of ux lines [145], whose orentation relative to the crystal lJattice is consistent
with the expectation for the d: ,:-symmetry. Recent point contact spectroscopy,
w hich m easured the Andreev re ection at the norm alm etal/C eC ons Interface w ith two
crystallographis orientations, (001) and (110), have also concluded that the symm etry is
de2 y2 [136]. In contrast to these results, the angular variation of the heat capacity in H
rotated w ithin the abplane originally was interpreted as evidence for the d,,—sym m etry
[69]. However, recent theoretical analysis suggested that, when the redistribution of
the spectral density due to vortex scattering is acoounted for, the speci ¢ heat is also
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Figure 26. Crystalstructure of -BEDT-TTF ),CuNCS),

consistent w ith the d,2 2 gap [B3].

T herefore m ost of the m easurem ents suggests that this m aterial has d,: ,: gap
symm etry, lkely inplying that the antiferrom agnetic uctuations are in portant for
superconductivity. T his cbservation qualitatively agrees w ith recent NM R and neutron
scattering experin ents w hich reported anisotropic soin  uctuations. W hike CeColns isa
very com plex system , we believe that the m easuram ents ofthe eld induced anisotropy
provide a strong evidence for the sym m etry of the superconducting gap.

72. -BEDT-TTF),Cu(NCS),

The nature of the superconductivity in quasizD -BEDT-TTF),X salks [ the
follow ing abbreviated as —(ET ),X ], where the ion X can, for exam pl, be Cu(SCN),,
CuN (CN),Br or Lz, has attracted considerabl attention. In these com pounds, the
large m olecules are coupled, form ing narrow bandsw ith low carrier density. It is known
that ET m olecules constitute a two dim ensional conducting sheet in the crystal bc-
plane, altemating w ith insulating layers of anions X . W ithin the conducting layer, ET

m olkcules are arranged In din er pairs with altemating orientations Fig. 26). Tn -
ET),CuNCS),, superconductivity occurs in proxin ity to the AF ordered state in the
phase diagram , in plying that the AF soin— uctuations should play an in portant role
for the occurrence of superconductivity; som e (out not all) of the electronic properties
of these superconductors are strikingly sim ilar to the high-T. cuprates [146,147].

T he structure of the superconducting order param eter of —(ET ),X salts hasbeen
exam ined by several technigues [14]. Resuls strongly favoring d-wave pairing w ith Iine
nodescam e from NM R [148,1149], them alconductivity, and penetration depth [151),1152]
experin ents [150] on X=CuN CN),Br and CuNCS),. The STM [153] and mm —
wave tranan ission [L54] experin ents reported strong m odulation of the gap structure,
although they arrived at very di erent conclusions regarding the nodal directions. In
contrast to these experim ents, soeci ¢ heat measurements on —(ET ), CuN CN),Br
near T, suggested a 1ll gap [L55].

F igure[27 depicts the T dependence of . Since the phonon them al conductivity,

Ph " dom iates the electronic contrbution, ¢!, near T., the enhancem ent of below
T. re ects the Increase of the phonon m ean free path as the electron pairs condense.
Figures28 (@) and () depict the H -dependence of i perpendicular H ? bc plane)
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and parallel H kbc plane) eld, respectively. In the perpendicular eld, H ) showsa
m onotonic decrease up to H o, above 1.6 K, which can be attributed to the suppression of
the phonon m ean free path by the introduction of the vortices [150,/156]. Below 1.6 K,

H ) exhbbits a dip below Hy,. ThemIninum of H ) arses from the com petition
between P", which alwaysdecreaseswih H ,and ©!, which increases steeply nearH o, .
Consequently them agnitude ofthe ncrease of H ) below H o, provides a Iower lim it of
the electronic contribution, which grow s rapidly below 07K ; = | is roughly estin ated
tobe & 5% at 0.7K and & 15% at 042 K, where il and , are the electronic and total
them al conductivity in the nom al state above H ,, respoectively.

W e now move on to the angular variation of as H is rotated within the 2D
bcplne. Figures @)—() dispay ®H , ) as a function of = (g, H ) at low
tam peratures. Above 072K H , ) showsamihninum at = 90, ndicating simply
that the transport is better for the heat current parallel to the vortices. O n the other
hand, at lower tem peratures, the angular variation changes dram atically, exhibiting a
doubke m ininum as shown in FigsP9 () and (¢). In alldata, we t ( ) asa sum of
three temm s: a constant, a two ©ld, , , and a fourfold, , . These tsare shown by
the solid lines in Figs9 (@a)—(c). Since a large twofold sym m etry is observed even above
0.7K,where P" dominates, , ismainly phononic in origin. I what ©llows, we will
address the fourfold sym m etry which is directly related to the electronic properties.

Figures29 d)-(f) display ; nomalized by , [66d]. At T=0.72 K, the fourfold
component isanall: £, F , < 0:1% . On the other hand, a clar fourfold com ponent
wih ¥4 F 4 02% is resolved at 052 and 043 K. As discussed before, the
contrioution of ©! grow s rapidly below 0.7 K and contitutes a substantial portion ofthe
total at04 K .Therefore it isnaturalto consider that the fourfold oscillation is purely

2.0

K (W/Km)

Figure 27. Tem perature dependence of the themm al conductivity In zero eld. The
heat current g was applied along the baxis. Upper inset: T he resistive transition at
T.. Lower Inset: The Fem isurface of —ET ),CuNCS),. The Fem isurface consists
of quasi-lD and 2D hole pocket. T he node directions determ ined In our experin ent
are also shown.
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conductivity ' in parallel eld.

ekctronic in origin. A *though £, jat 042K isassnallas02% in ., i is lkely close
to 152% of ®and isalso a ow percent of ®(0),assuming €=,  0:15. The band
structure of the crystal is very unlkely to be an origin of the fourfold sym m etry, as the
Fem isurface of thism aterdal is nearly elljptic w ith twofold sym m etry, and the fourfold
m odulation is negligble, if present at all [157]. Hence we conclude that the observed
fourfold symm etry originates from the superconducting gap nodes.

The m ain question is whether the anisotropy of ©! is associated with the DOS
oscillation or A ndreev scattering o the vortices. From general argum ents [50,153], the
density of state e ects dom nate at low T, such as our experim ental tem perature of
T./30. Also, since ©! increases with H , as shown in the inset of Fig. 2 b), we believe
that the D O S enhancem ent underlies the H -dependence of **at 042K .

TIfthe D O S oscillations lndeed dom inate, € attains itsmaxinum valiewhen H is
directed along the antinodaldirections, and hasam nimum when H isalong the nodes.
A ccording to Refs.[b3,[111l], £, jin the d-wave superconductors arising from the DO S
oscillation is roughly estin ated to be a faw percent of ©1(0), which is in the same
order to the experim ental results. Since ;, exhbisamaxinum when H is applied
paralkel to the b- and caxes of the crystal, we conclude that the gap nodes are along
the directions rotated 45 rehtive to the b- and caxes; the nodes are situated near the
band gap between the 1D and 2D bands (see the upper inset of Fig. 1). This resul is
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tem peratures. isthe angle between g and H . The solid lines represent the result of
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C4 are constants. (d)—(f) The fourfold symmetry , obtained from (@)-(c).

consistent w ith the STM experin ents [L53].

W e em phasize that the determ ined nodal structure is inconsistent with the recent
theories msed on the AF spin  uctuations. In the AF spoin  uctuation scenario, it
is natural to expect the nodes to be along the b- and ¢ directions since the AF
ordering vector is along the b-axis, which provides partial nesting. If we take the
sam e conventions for the m agnetic Brillbuin zone as In the high-T. cuprates w ith
de2 y2 symmetry (see Fig. 1 (c) in Refl[l147]), the superconducting gap symm etry of

—ET),CulNCS), is dyy. Recently, it has been suggested that the nodal structure
depends on the hopping integralbetween ET m olecules, even if the superconductiviy
is mediated by AF uctuation. For instance, dy, symm etry dom inates over dy: 2
when the dinerization of ET m olcules is not too strong, which appears to be the
cae or —-ET),CuNCS), [L58]. M oreover, when the second nearest neighbor hopping
Integral g, between the dim er is com parabl to the nearest neighbor hopping integral
t (G £), the dyy—symm etry is stabilized [159]. Indeed, n —ET),CuNCS),, &=t
is 0.8, which is close to unity. Ik has also been argued that the charge uctuations
rather than spin uctuationsm ay be relevant to the unconventional superconductivity
n —-ET),CulNCS),. Conssquently, our resuls for the gap symm etry should serve as
a constraint on future developm ent of the theories of superconductivity in this fam ily
of com pounds.
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7.3. SrzRUO 4

Ever since is discovery n 1994 B, the superconducting properties of the layered
ruthenate SpR U0 4 attracted considerabl interest [160]. T he crystal structure of this
m aterial is sam e as La,Cu0 4, a parent com pound of high-T. cuprates F i. 30).

The superconducting state of SpRuO 4 stinulated great Interest becausse NM R
Knight shift rem ains unchanged from the nom al state value below T., indicating that
the pairing state may be a soin trplet R4]]. Recent phase sensitive experin ents are
controversial: although odd-pariy of the superconducting wave function was suggested
by Refl[l6ll], i was also clained that the result of Refl[l6l] can be interpreted iIn
the even parity fram ework [L62]. SR m easurem ents report the appearance of static
goontaneousm agnetic eld below T, which can be Interpreted as a sign ofbroken tin e
reversalsymm etry [32]. The speci cheat C[163], NM R relaxation rate [L64]Jand them al
conductivity [L65] Indicate the presence ofnodallines in the superconducting gap. These
results have m otivated theorists to propose new m odels for the superconductivity In the
ruthenates [166,/167,1168,169]. W e, ofcourse, address this issue here from the standpoint
of the them al conductivity m easurem ents.

Inset of Fig[3ll(@) shows the T -dependence of =T in zero eld for crystals with
T=135K and 15K .The systam isvery pure, as isclear from the electrical resistivity of
the orderof 0.1 an . At low T the electronic contribution to the themm al conductivity
is dom inant. At the superconducting transition, =T # ) shows a kink. F igures[31] @)
and (p) show the H dependence of forthe sampl with T.=145 K In perpendicular
H ? abplane) and paralkel elds #H k abplane), regpectively. In both ordentations,
Increases with H after an initial decrease at low elds. The subsequent m ininum is
much less pronounced at lower tem peratures. At low T, Increases lnearly with H .
For the nplane eld «rses very rapidly asH approaches H o, and attains its nom al

Figure 30. Crystal structure of S, RuO 4.
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Figure 31. Field dependence of the inplane them al conductivity (gk[L10]) of
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H k[110]. In perpendicular eld, is indepedent ofH below the lower critical elds.
Inset: Tem perature dependence of =T in zero eld for two crystalsw ith di erent T,
(Tc=145and 132K).

valie wih a large slope (d =dH ), while In perpendicular eld rem ains linear in H
up to H . In superconductors the slope of #H ) below H ., increases with puriy of
the sam plk [L56], so that the data for the Inplane eld suggest a clean lm it. A rough
estin ate can be done as follow s: ket be the pair breaking param eter estin ated from
the Abrikosov-G orkov equation (1=2+ =2 T .) (1=2) = In(T=T.), where is
a digamm a function and T is the transition tem perature n the absence of the pair
breaking. Assum Ing T,=150K and = 1:{76T ., = isestin ated to be 0.025 (0.067)
forT.=145K (I.=137K).Thusthedependence of H ) cbserved In very clean crystals
is consistent w ith the of superconductors w ith line nodes.

W e now discuss the angular variation of the them al conductivity. F igures[32 @)
and (o) depict #H , ) asa function of = (Q;H ) B5]. Ih allthedata #H; ) can
decom posed as in Eq.(15). Figures[33 @)-d) show , = , asa function of after the
subtraction of ¢—and , -temm from . Figure[34 depicts the H -dependence of £, .
In the vicinity of H », where increases stesply, £4 F , is of the order of a s=veral
percent (see Fig.[33@)). W e point out that both the sign and am plitude of C, in the
vicinity ofH ., ism ainly due to the in-plane anisotropy ofH .,. In F igl34, we plot the
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am plitude of the fourfold oscillation calculated from the n-plane anisotropy ofH ., . The
calculation reproduces the data.
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T4 F , decreases rapidly and is about 02-03% at ower eld where increases
lJnearly with H (seeFigs.[33 ) and (©)). At very ow eld where decreaseswih H,
no discemible 4-fold oscillation is cbserved w ithin the resolution of£4 + , < 01% (s=e
Fig.[33(d)). Thus the am plitude ofthe fourfold oscillation at low eld of SrRuO 4 is Jess
than 1/20 of those n CeColns and —ET),CuMNCS),. These results lead us conclude
that the line nodes are not located perpendicular to the plane, but located parallelot the
plane, ie. horizontal node. If we accept the soin triplt superconducticity w ith broken
tin e reversal sym m etry, the gap symm etry which ism ost consistent w ith the in-plane
variation of them al conductivity isd k) = bk, + ik,) (cosck, + ), In which the
substantial portion of the C ooper pairs occurs between the neighboring RuO , planes.
Sin ilar conclusion was obtained from the caxis them al conductivity m easurem ents
[L70]. Recently, the n planevariation of heat capaciy has been reported down to
100 mK .Below 200 mK, snallbut nite four-fold oscillation, which disappears at low
H ,was observed [/2,73]. T his indicates that the gap function has a m odulation around
the caxis, though nie gap ram ains.

At an early stage, the gap symm etry of SRu0 , was discussed in analogy w ith *He,
w here the C ooper pairs are form ed by the exchange of ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations
[L60]. However the inelastic neutron scattering experin ents showed the existence of
strong Incom m ensurate antiferrom agnetic correlations, and no sizable ferrom agnetic spin

uctuations, indicating that the origin ofthe triplet pairing isnot sin ply a ferrom agnetic
Interaction [L71]. T he present results In pose strong constraints on m odels that attem pt
to explain the m echanian of the triplt superconductiviy. W e nally comment on
the orbitaldependent superconductivity scenario, n which three di erent bands have
di erent superconducting gaps [172]. In this cass, ourm ain conclusion can be applicabl
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Ruthenate SrRuO, (The gap structure takes into acocount additional fourfold
m odulation as indicated by the speci ¢ heat m easurem ents.), borocarbide YN i,B,C,
heavy ferm ion P rO Sbi,, and heavy ferm ion UPdy;A L, which are determm ined by
angular variation of the them al conductiviy

to the band w ith the largest gap (resum ably the -band).

8. Sum m ary

In this paper, we discussed "how to detemm ine the superconducting gap structure In
the buk?". W e show that the m easurem ents them al conductivity and speci ¢ heat in
m agnetic eld rotating various directions relative to the crystal axis can detem ine
the position and type of nodes. In Fig.[35, we summ arize the nodal structure of
several unconventional superconductors, ncluding borocarbide YN B,C [67], heavy
ferm ions UPd,A L [62], CeColns[6ll], and P10 s,Sby, [68], organic superconductor, -
BEDT-TTF),CuNCS),[66], and ruthenate Sr,RuO,; [65], which are determ ined by
the present technique. W hik m ore theoretical work is clearly needed to arrive at a
m ore quantitative description of the data, we feel con dent that the m ethod provides

a uniquely powerfil route towards determ ination of the nodal structure in novel
superconductors.
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