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We investigate the anomalous thermal Hall effect (ATHE) in Weyl superconductors realized by
the E1u (p-wave and f -wave) chiral superconducting order for the point group D6h. Using the
quasiclassical Eilenberger theory, we analyze the influence of the impurity scattering and the line
nodal excitations on the ATHE, and compare it with the intrinsic (topological) contribution. Because
the transverse response is sensitive to the slope of the density of states at the Fermi surface, the
extrinsic ATHE vanishes in both the weak (Born) and strong (unitarity) scattering limits. The
thermal Hall conductivity (THC) is maximal at intermediate impurity strengths when there is a
large slope of the density states in the impurity bands close to the Fermi energy. Under these
conditions, the extrinsic ATHE dominates the intrinsic ATHE even at low temperatures. The
extrinsic ATHE is sensitive to line nodal excitations, whereas the intrinsic ATHE is not. When the
line nodes in the gap involve the sign change of the order parameter, the extrinsic contribution to
the THC is suppressed even though the phase space for low energy excitation is large. In contrast, if
the nodes are not accompanied by such a sign change, the extrinsic ATHE is significantly enhanced.
Our results form a basis for the comprehensive analysis of anomalous thermal transport in Weyl
superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weyl superconductors (WSCs) are time-reversal sym-
metry broken (TRSB) superconductors whose low-energy
excitations behave as Weyl quasiparticles [1]. They are
realized when the superconducting condensate consists
of Cooper pairs with a fixed orbital angular momentum
and thus are described by a complex order-parameter,
∆(k) ∝ (kx ± iky)

ν (ν ∈ Z). On a three-dimensional
Fermi surface centered on the Γ point, the gap clos-
ing points at kx = ky = 0 become Weyl nodes, which
are sources and drains of Berry flux [2–4]. As a result,
the near-nodal Bogoliubov quasiparticles behave as Weyl
particles. It is common to both refer to such order param-
eters and label the corresponding ground states as chi-
ral [5]. Generically, chiral superconductors with a three-
dimensional Fermi surface are good candidates for the
realization of WSCs.

Among the phenomena that experimentally identify
WSCs are the anomalous thermal Hall effect (ATHE), a
transverse thermal current driven by a temperature gra-
dient without an applied magnetic field, and the chiral
anomaly-induced phenomena, such as the torsional chi-
ral magnetic effect and the negative thermal magnetore-
sistivity by textures of the order parameters [6–13]. In
particular, the observation of the ATHE unambiguously
identifies the chiral ground states.

At the microscopic level, there are two sources for a fi-
nite thermal Hall signal in chiral superconductors: intrin-
sic and extrinsic. The intrinsic mechanism is due to the
geometric phase from the Berry curvature and charac-

terized by the positions of Weyl nodes in the momentum
space [14–19]. The extrinsic mechanism is due to impu-
rities and to the transfer of the angular momentum be-
tween the condensate and the quasiparticles during scat-
tering events [20–24], which contributes both to energy-
dependent skew scattering of quasiparticles on impuri-
ties and the Andreev (inter-branch, electrons to holes
and vice versa) scattering. The skew scattering directly
couples to the temperature gradient for |ν| = 1 and re-
sults in the ATHE signal [20–22]. The Andreev mecha-
nism only couples to impurities if the impurity potential
is non-s-wave, with scattering matrix elements coupling
different angular-momentum channels, and therefore ap-
pears for finite size impurities, dominating the response
for |ν| ≥ 2 [23–25].

In this paper, we address two aspects of the ATHE in
chiral superconductors with point-like impurities. First,
we elucidate its origin and demonstrate the relation be-
tween the extrinsic ATHE and the evolution of the den-
sity of states (DOS) in the sub-gap impurity band, which
arises from the broadening of the impurity resonant
states [26, 27]. In particular, the particle-hole anisotropy,
which is necessary for transverse transport, sensitively
depends on the scattering phase-shift at individual im-
purities [28, 29]. Second, we focus on the magnitude
of the thermal Hall conductivity (THC) in the situation
where the winding number, ν, is not the same as the total
angular momentum of the Cooper pairs, l. Such a situa-
tion often occurs when chirality coexists with additional
nodes in the gap function.

Our results are relevant to several candidates of
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WSCs. Historically, the Anderson-Brinkmann-Morel
(ABM) state in 3He was the first well-established Weyl
superfluid with the chiral p-wave pairing [1, 30–35].
In superconducting materials, the chiral ground states
over three-dimensional Fermi surfaces were proposed
in a number of materials including URu2Si2, UPt3,
U1−xThxBe13 and SrPtAs. [15, 16, 36–55] The chi-
ral d-wave pairing, ∆(k) ∝ kz(kx ± iky), was pro-
posed in URu2Si2 and explains the giant Nernst effect
above the critical temperature due to preformed chiral
Cooper pairs. [39, 40] Uranium compounds UPt3 and
U1−xThxBe13 show spin-triplet superconductivity and
multiple superconducting phases as a function of tun-
ing parameters. [56–60] While the exact order parameter
symmetry in these materials is still a subject of debate,
TRSB was observed in the so-called B-phase, suggest-
ing chiral superconducting nature [43, 61]. In general,
ferromagnetic superconductors show a complex “nonuni-
tary” order parameter and support Weyl nodes on the
three-dimensional Fermi surface [62–65]. Consequently,
ferromagnetic UCoGe, URhGe and UGe2 are also good
candidates for the realization of WSCs [66–69].
We employ the quasiclassical method which is a hi-

erarchical expansion in 1/(kFξ0) ∼ Tc/TF ≪ 1, where
kF is the Fermi momentum, ξ0 = vF/(2πTc) is the su-
perconducting coherence length, and Tc and TF are the
superconducting transition and the Fermi temperature
respectively. Throughout the paper, we set kB = ~ = 1
for simplicity. In this language, the extrinsic contribu-
tion is of leading order, while the intrinsic mechanism is
smaller by 1/(kFξ0). Hence, understanding the extrinsic
contribution is essential for correctly interpreting future
experiments measuring the ATHE. However, while the
intrinsic ATHE has been widely investigated in the con-
text of topological material science [7, 16–19, 70–75], the
studies of the extrinsic ATHE have been very limited.
Our work thus fills this gap for Weyl superconductors.
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. We intro-

duce the model of WSCs in Sec. II and present the expres-
sion of the THC in Sec. III. In Sec. IV, we review the qua-
siclassical transport (Eilenberger) theory. In Sec. IVC,
the nonequilibrium Green function is calculated. The re-
sult of the low temperature analysis is given in Sec. V. In
Sec. VI, we use the result of the low temperature analysis
to connect the extrinsic ATHE and the formation of the
impurity band. In Sec. VII, the influence of line nodal
excitations on the ATHE is discussed. Section VIII is
devoted to a summary and conclusion. Detailed deriva-
tion of several more complex equations in the main text
is given in the Appendices.

II. MODEL

In this paper, we consider the chiral superconducting
order for the point group D6h and short-range impuri-
ties approximated by a delta-function potential. Table. I
summarizes the irreducible representations and their ba-

Chiral p-wave state Chiral f-wave state

FIG. 1. The superconducting gap structures in the E1u chi-
ral superconducting states considered in the main text [see
Eqs. (1) and (2)]. The left and right panels illustrate the
superconducting gap structure of the chiral p-wave and E1u

chiral f -wave states, respectively. The color of the supercon-
ducting gap represents the phase of the complex order param-
eter. The grey sphere indicates the underlying Fermi sphere.

sis functions exhibiting the chiral superconducting or-
der. [76] Among them, the skew scattering does not cou-
ple to the E1g, E2g and E2u chiral superconducting order
with the δ-function type potential. [23, 24] When impu-
rities have finite size, the Andreev scattering couples to
these chiral superconducting orders and contributes to
the ATHE. Thus, the extrinsic mechanism is negligible
in the E1g, E2g and E2u chiral states when the impurity
potential is short-range.
The E1u chiral superconducting order has the p-wave

and f -wave pairings. As shown below, these pairing
states couple to the skew scattering and cause the ex-
trinsic ATHE. Hence, we consider the p-wave and f -wave
pairings in the E1u state on a spherical Fermi surface.
The p-wave and f -wave chiral pairings in the E1u state

are expressed by,

d(k̂) = ∆(k̂x + ik̂y)η(k̂z)ẑ, (1)

with the normalized momentum k̂ = k/kF. Here, ẑ

represents the direction of the d-vector and kF is the

radius of the Fermi sphere. The function η(k̂z) has

to be even η(k̂z) = η(−k̂z), to satisfy the requirement

d(k̂) = −d(−k̂). For the chiral p-wave and f -wave pair-

ing state, η(k̂z) is given by,

η(kz) =

{

1 chiral p-wave pairing,

5k̂2z − 1 chiral f -wave pairing.
(2)

These E1u chiral order parameters generates two Weyl
nodes at the north and south poles on the Fermi sphere
and realizes WSCs with ν = 1. As Fig. 1 shows, the E1u

chiral f -wave pairing involves the two horizontal line-

nodes at k̂z = ±1/
√
5.

These chiral order parameters are relevant to candi-
date materials of WSCs. The chiral p-wave pairing,

d(k̂) = ∆(k̂x ± ik̂y)ẑ, is established in the ABM state
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of the superfluid 3He under an ambient pressure [30–35].
Although we consider the D6h symmetry, the calculated
result with the chiral p-wave pairing in Eq. (2) is appli-
cable to 3He because we do not consider the crystalline
structure except for the form of the order parameter. The
E1u chiral f -wave pairing is a candidate for the order pa-
rameter of UPt3 [44, 46].

III. INTRINSIC ANOMALOUS THERMAL
HALL EFFECT

In chiral superconductors, there are intrinsic and ex-
trinsic mechanisms for the ATHE. In this section, we
present the expression of the intrinsic contribution to
the THC and show its low temperature behavior is com-
pletely determined by the distribution of Weyl nodes in
the momentum space.
For the model presented in Sec. II, two Weyl nodes are

on the kz axis and these are separated by δkW = 2kF in
the momentum space. When the WSCs are regarded as
a family of two-dimensional superconductors labeled by
kz, their topological nature is revealed. Each subsystem
labeled by kz is equivalent to a two-dimensional chiral
superconductor and characterized by the Chern number
defined as,

Ch(kz) =

∫

dkxdky
2π

∑

En(k)<0

Bn
xy(k), (3)

where En(k) is the quasiparticle energy in band n, and

Bn
xy(k) = −2Im

〈

∂un(k)

∂kx

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂un(k)

∂ky

〉

, (4)

is the Berry curvature. In the case of WSCs described
by Eq. (1) with the positive effective mass of the nor-
mal state, the momentum-dependent Chern number be-
comes, [71, 72]

Ch(kz) = 2Θ(k2F − k2z), (5)

where Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. The factor 2
in Eq. (5) arises from the spin degrees of freedom.
The intrinsic contribution to the thermal Hall conduc-

tivity is given by the Berry curvature formula [7, 74, 75],

κint
xy = − 1

2T

∑

n

∫

dk

(2π)3

∫ ∞

En(k)

dǫǫ2Bn
xy(k)

(

−∂f

∂ǫ

)

.

(6)

At low temperatures, T ≪ |∆|, Eq. (6) reduces to,

κint
xy =

πT

6

(

δkW
2π

)

. (7)

Equation (7) clarifies that, at low temperatures, the in-
trinsic ATHE is completely determined by the distribu-
tion of Weyl nodes in the momentum space [16–19]. Note

that this low temperature formula is independent of η(k̂z)
and thus the intrinsic ATHE is insensitive to additional
line nodal excitations in WSCs at least to leading order
in T/Tc.
To see that the intrinsic ATHE vanishes in the stan-

dard quasiclassical limit and does not appear in the Eilen-
berger framework [10], let us scale the thermal conduc-
tivity by N(ǫF)v

2
F. We find

κint
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
=

π

12(kFξ0)

(

T

Tc

)

. (8)

Equation (8) shows that the intrinsic contribution ap-
pears only at the first order in 1/(kFξ0), whereas the the
standard quasiclassical theory keeps only the terms of
leading (zeroth) order in 1/(kFξ0) [see Eq. (26)]. Hence,
the intrinsic contribution to the ATHE drops out in the
quasiclassical Eilenberger formalism [77, 78], and we use
the results above to compare with the extrinsic contribu-
tion to THC.
However, this hierarchy does not mean that the extrin-

sic contribution is always dominant. Recall that physi-
cally, the intrinsic ATHE is due to the gapless surface
Majorana modes, which always give a T -linear contribu-
tions at low temperature, regardless of the existence of
nodal excitations in bulk [6, 73, 79]. When the intrinsic
contribution is derived from the bulk Hamiltonian us-
ing transport theory, the effect of the surface Majorana
mode is incorporated into the THC via the correction to
the Kubo formula due to the thermal magnetization cur-
rent [7, 74, 75]. In contrast, whether the extrinsic ATHE
exhibits T -linear behavior in the low temperature range,
and, if it does, how large this contribution is, depends on
the existence of nodal excitations and the location of im-
purity bands near the Fermi energy, see Ref. [22] and our
analysis below. Therefore, whether intrinsic or extrinsic
contributions dominate at low T depends on the specifics
of the material.

IV. QUASICLASSICAL TRANSPORT THEORY

A. Eilenberger equation

The quasiclassical transport (Eilenberger) theory de-
scribes superconductors in the limit 1/(kFξ0) ∼ Tc/TF ≪
1. In this regime, the normal state DOS can be taken to
be energy-independent over the range where the Gor’kov
Green’s function is peaked [77]. Integrating this Green
function over the band kinetic energy, ξk = k

2/2m− ǫF,
we define the quasiclassical Green function as,

ǧ(ǫ,kF) =

∫

dξk τ̌zǦ(ǫ,k)

=

(

gR(ǫ,kF) gK(ǫ,kF)
0 gA(ǫ,kF)

)

, (9)

The quasiclassical Green function is defined at the Fermi
surface and is the central object of the quasiclassical
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Irreducible representation Basis function Chirality Parity
Extrinsic ATHE

(the δ-function type impurity potential)

E1g k̂z(k̂x ± ik̂y) ±1 + × [23, 24]

E2g (k̂x ± ik̂y)
2

±2 + × [23, 24]

E1u (k̂x ± ik̂y)ẑ ±1 - ◦ [22, 24]

E1u (5k̂2
z − 1)(k̂x ± ik̂y)ẑ ±1 - ◦

E2u k̂z(k̂x ± ik̂y)
2
ẑ ±2 - × [24]

TABLE I. The irreducible representations, the basis functions, the chirality, the parity, and the existence of the extrinsic ATHE
due to the short-range impurity potential for the chiral superconducting order for the point group D6h.

transport theory [78]. The superscript X = R,A,K in
Eq. (9) represents the retarded, advanced, and Keldysh
matrix elements, respectively. τ̌i (i = x, y, z) are
the Pauli matrices in the Nambu (particle-hole) space.
Throughout this paper, we denote Ǎ as a 8× 8 matrix in
the Keldysh space and A as a 4 × 4 Nambu matrix. If a
matrix A (Ǎ) is defined in the Nambu (Keldysh) space,
the corresponding matrix Ǎ (A) in the Keldysh (Nambu)
space is defined as Ǎ = A⊗ 11.
The quasiclassical Green function obeys the Eilen-

berger equation [77],

[

ǫτ̌z − ∆̌− σ̌imp, ǧ
]

+ ivF ·∇ǧ = 0, (10)

and is supplemented by the normalization condition,
ǧ2 = −π2. ∆̌ is the superconducting order parameter ma-
trix. For spin-triplet superconductors with the d-vector,
d(k), this order parameter matrix is given by [76, 78],

∆̌ =

(

∆ 0
0 ∆

)

, (11a)

∆ =

(

0 i(σ · d(kF))σy

iσy(σ · d∗(kF)) 0

)

. (11b)

where σ = (σx, σy, σz) is the vector of the Pauli matri-
ces in the spin space. σ̌imp in Eq. (10) represents the
impurity self-energy,

σ̌imp =

(

σR
imp σK

imp

0 σA
imp

)

. (11c)

As mentioned before, we consider short-range charge
(scalar) impurities with the δ-function type potential,
Vimp(x) =

∑

Rimp
Vimpδ(x − Rimp), where Rimp is an

impurity site and Vimp is the potential strength. The
multiple scattering events are essential for the transverse
transport and thus we compute the impurity self-energy
with the self-consistent T -matrix approximation. Assum-
ing the random distribution of impurities and taking the
impurity average, we obtain the self-consistent T -matrix
equation [26, 27],

σ̌imp = nimpťimp, (12a)

ťimp = Vimp +N(ǫF)Vimp 〈ǧ〉FS ťimp. (12b)

where nimp is the impurity density and N(ǫF) is the DOS
at the Fermi level, ǫF, in the normal state. The bracket

〈· · ·〉FS represents the normalized Fermi surface average,
〈1〉FS = 1.
The impurity self-energy is independent of the Fermi

momentum due to the short-range nature of the impurity
potential. Using the scattering rate Γimp = nimp/πN(ǫF)
and the scattering phase-shift cot δ = −1/πN(ǫF)Vimp in
the normal state to parameterize the impurity scattering,
we recast the self-consistent T -matrix equation as

σ̌imp = −
[

cot δ +

〈

ǧ

π

〉

FS

]−1

Γimp (13)

The limit δ → 0 (δ → π
2 ) corresponds to the Born (uni-

tarity) limit with the weak (strong) impurity potential.

B. Response to Temperature Gradient

The quasiclassical formalism can treat the response to
the temperature gradient [80, 81]. To involve the temper-
ature gradient in the quasiclassical theory, we consider a
local equilibrium, T = T (x), and expand the spatial gra-
dient in Eq. (10) as ∇ = ∇T ∂

∂T
,

[

ǫτ̌z − ∆̌− σ̌imp, ǧ
]

+ (ivF ·∇T )
∂

∂T
ǧ = 0. (14)

The thermal current is given by the Keldysh component
of the Green function,

JQ = N(ǫF)

∫

dǫ

4πi

〈

1

4
Tr
[

ǫvFg
K
]

〉

FS

, (15)

which we compute in the linear response theory, and then
obtain the thermal conductivity tensor,

JQi = κext
ij (−∂jT ) . (16)

As shown in Sec. III, we only obtain the extrinsic con-
tribution to the THC in this framework. [10] Hence, we
add the superscript “ext” in Eq. (16) to represent the
extrinsic (impurity-induced) contribution.
Once the quasiclassical limit is taken, the anomalous

velocity, the effective Lorentz force in the momentum
space due to Berry curvature, and side-jump effects drop
out from the equations for the integrated Green func-
tion [82, 83]. As shown in Sec. III, these geometric phase



5

effects appear at first order in (kFξ0)
−1, and accounting

for them requires gradient expansion beyond the stan-
dard quasiclassical theory. [10] Consequently, when we
discuss the extrinsic ATHE with the Eilenberger equa-
tion, it originates from the skew-like scattering due to chi-
ral Cooper pairs. When we compare the extrinsic ATHE
with the intrinsic one, we refer to the low temperature
formula [Eq. (7)].

C. Quasiclassical Green function

With the quasiclassical transport theory, we derive the
nonequilibrium Green function, which includes a linear
response to the temperature gradient. Everywhere be-
low the equilibrium functions are denoted as x̌eq (x =
g, ∆, σimp) and their linear deviation from the equilib-
rium are labeled as δx̌ (x = g, ∆, σimp).

1. Equilibrium Green function

In the absence of perturbations, the equilibrium Green
function, ǧeq, is obtained from Eq. (10) with the impu-
rity self-energy given in Eq. (13). Because the Fermi
surface average for the order parameter matrix vanishes,
〈∆(kF)〉FS = 0 due to the odd in momentum gap func-
tion, the impurity self-energy is diagonal in the Nambu
space. The equation is then easily solved to obtain

gX
eq

= −π
MX

DX
for X = R, A, (17)

gK
eq

=
(

gR
eq

− gA
eq

)

tanh
( ǫ

2T

)

, (18)

where MX = ǫ̃Xτ z − ∆eq, D
X =

√

|d(kF)|2 − ǫ̃X 2 and

ǫ̃X = ǫ− 1
4Tr(τ zσ

X
imp,eq).

2. Nonequilibrium Green function

The nonequilibrium Green function, δǧ, describing the
linear response to the temperature gradient obeys the
Eilenberger equation,

[

ǫτ̌z − ∆̌eq − σ̌imp,eq, δǧ
]

−
[

δ∆̌ + δσ̌imp, ǧeq
]

+ivF ·∇T ∂
∂T

ǧeq = 0. (19)

It is straightforward to solve this equation for the re-
tarded and the advanced Green components. Using the
normalization, {gX

eq
, δgX} = 0 (X = R,A), we obtain,

δgX =
gX
eq

2πDX

(

[

δσX
imp, g

X
eq

]

− (ivF ·∇T )
∂

∂T
gX
eq

)

. (20)

The second term in Eq. (20) only depends on the temper-
ature variations of the gap function, which is negligible
at low temperatures. It can be neglected on even more

general grounds because it is traceless, and hence does
not contribute to the thermal transport. Indeed, it is

easy to see that Tr(gX
eq

∂
∂T

gX
eq
) = 2Tr

[

∂
∂T

(gX
eq
)2
]

= 0.

For the Keldysh component, it is convenient to de-
fine the anomalous Keldysh Green function, δga, and the
anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy, δσa

imp,

δga = δgK −
(

δgR − δgA
)

tanh
( ǫ

2T

)

, (21)

δσa
imp = δσK

imp −
(

δσR
imp − δσA

imp

)

tanh
( ǫ

2T

)

. (22)

The second term in Eq. (21) describes the change in the
spectral function, gR − gA while maintaining the distri-
bution in equilibrium. The first term in this equation ac-
counts for the nonequilibrium distribution function and
is essential for evaluating the thermal transport. This
separation of the nonequilibrium Keldysh functions al-
lows us to solve the transport equation for the Keldysh
component. We obtain,

δga = δga
ns

+ δga
vc
, (23a)

δga
ns

= NR
eq

(

gR
eq

− gA
eq

)

(

− i (ǫvF ·∇T )

2T 2 cosh2
(

ǫ
2T

)

)

,(23b)

δga
vc

= NR
eq

(

gR
eq
δσa

imp − δσa
impg

A
eq

)

, (23c)

where we defined the retarded function

NR
eq =

(

DR +DA
)

(

−
gR

eq

π

)

+ σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0

(DR +DA)
2
+
(

σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0

)2 , (24)

with the trace of the equilibrium self-energy σX
imp,eq0 =

Tr(σX
imp,eq) (X = R,A). Note that δga

vc
involves the

anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy, which corre-
sponds to the vertex correction in the diagrammatic cal-
culations. We thus refer to δga

ns
as a non-selfconsistent

contribution and δga
vc

as a vertex correction contribution,
respectively.

V. THERMAL CONDUCTIVITY AT LOW
TEMPERATURE

As is seen above, the anomalous Keldysh Green func-
tion is proportional to the derivative of the Fermi distri-
bution function, 1/ cosh2(ǫ/2T ). This factor introduces
the frequency cut-off ǫ ∼ T , which becomes small at low
temperatures, justifying the expansion of the Green func-
tion in ǫ [22]. We utilize this low temperature expansion
to determine the low temperature behavior of the extrin-
sic ATHE in WSCs.

Following the procedure outlined in Ref. [22], we obtain
the low temperature expansion for the thermal conduc-
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FIG. 2. The quasiparticle DOS for the WSCs with the
E1u chiral pairings for the several values of the scatter-
ing phase-shift. In this calculation, we set the scattering
rate as Γimp = 0.04πTc,clean (Tc,clean is a critical temper-
ature in clean systems) and the scattering phase-shift as
δ = π

12
(red lines), π
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tivity in WSCs as [84],

κext
yy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃π2T

6
γ2 〈α0(k̂z)〉FS

+
π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

Y 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

+O(T 2,Γ4
imp), (25)

κext
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃− π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

X 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

+O(T 2,Γ4
imp), (26)

with iγ ≡ − 1
4Tr

[

τ zσ
R
imp,eq(ǫ = 0)

]

. In Appendix B, we
derive the complete expression for the thermal conductiv-
ity at the low temperature, including higher-order terms
in the scattering rate, Γimp. Note that the extrinsic con-
tribution has the opposite sign of the intrinsic contribu-
tion when the impurity potential is attractive for elec-
trons (0 < δ < π/2) [22]. In Eqs. (25)-(26), the dimen-
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ing phase-shift dependence of the extrinsic ATHE in WSCs
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−κint

xy with 1/(kFξ0) = 0.01, where the minus sign of −κint
xy

is due to compare the relative magnitude with κext
xy . In these

calculations, we set the scattering rate as Γimp = 0.04πTc,clean

and the temperature as T = 0.02Tc,clean.

sionless factors X and Y are defined as,

X =
ns(0) cot δ

2
(

cot2 δ + n2
s(0)

)2 , (27a)

Y =
cot2 δ − n2

s(0)

4
(

cot2 δ + n2
s(0)

)2 , (27b)

with ns(ǫ) =
Ns(ǫ)
N(ǫF)

. Ns(ǫ) is the quasiparticle DOS,

Ns(ǫ) = N(ǫF)

〈

−1

4
TrIm

(

gR
eq
(ǫ)

π

)〉

FS

. (28)

In Fig. 2, we plot the quasiparticle DOS in the E1u chiral
p-wave and f -wave states. The Fermi surface function

αn(k̂z) (n ∈ Z), is defined as

αn(k̂z) =
k̂2
⊥
ηn(k̂z)

(

γ2 + |∆eqk̂⊥η(k̂z)|2
)

3
2

, (29)

with k̂2
⊥
= k̂2x+k̂2y = 1−k̂2z . η(k̂z) is defined in Sec. II and

describes the additional nodal and near-nodal structures.
As shown in Fig. 3 (a), α0(k̂z) is sharply peaked at the

positions of the line-nodes on the Fermi surface, because
the denominator in Eq. (29) is small in these regions.
Hence, as may be expected, low-energy quasiparticles
near nodal lines enhance the longitudinal thermal trans-

port. On the other hand, α1(k̂z) in Fig. 3(b) changes its

sign across the line node due to η(k̂z) in the numerator
of Eq. (29) (see also Fig. 1). As we show below, this
sign change at line-nodes significantly affects the extrin-
sic ATHE.
The factors X and Y stem from the vertex correction

of the nonequilibrium Keldysh Green function and de-
scribe the nature of impurity bound states in supercon-
ductors [28, 29]. Because only unpaired quasiparticles
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carry entropy, a finite residual (zero-energy) DOS is a
necessary, but not sufficient, condition to obtain a finite
THC [see Eq. (26)]. As shown in Fig. 4(a), the THC
vanishes both in the Born (δ → 0) and unitarity (δ → π

2 )
limit, and exhibits a peak at intermediate the scatter-
ing phase-shift. The key observation is that the thermal
Hall signal is enhanced by the effective DOS anisotropy
at the Fermi surface, i.e., the finite slope of the DOS as
a function of energy near ǫ = 0. This slope vanishes in
both unitarity and Born limit as shown in Fig. 2, but
(∂Ns/∂ǫ)ǫ=0 6= 0 is realized in the intermediate range of
the scattering phase-shift. As discussed in Sec. III, the
quasiclassical method does not capture the intrinsic con-
tribution to the THC, and hence, the THC from Eq. (26)
vanishes in both limits. In Sec. VI, we clarify the rela-
tion between the extrinsic ATHE and the emergence of
the impurity band.
Importantly, even at low temperatures, the extrinsic

contribution is comparable to the intrinsic contribution
when δ >∼ 0.75π (δ >∼ 0.55π) in the chiral p(f)-wave state
[see Fig. 4(a)].

VI. IMPURITY BOUND STATES AND
ANOMALOUS THERMAL HALL EFFECT

We now demonstrate explicitly how the extrinsic
ATHE is closely related to the emergence of the impurity
bound states in superconductors. Recall that in uncon-
ventional superconductors with a momentum-dependent
gap function, multiple Andreev scattering at impurities
creates the quasiparticle bound states. This impurity
band affects the quasiparticle DOS, especially near the
unitarity limit, as seen Fig. 2 [26, 27]. As the phase-
shift of impurity scattering deviates from the unitarity,
the energy of the individual bound states moves to a fi-
nite energy. For weak scatterers, the spectral weight for
the bound states is eventually absorbed in the coherence
peaks around ǫ ≃ ±|∆eq|.
From the T -matrix equation in equilibrium and the

zero-energy DOS, we find the relationship between the

extrinsic ATHE and the DOS,

κext
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
= −π2Γimpγ

2T

12

〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

〈α2(k̂z)〉FS
∂ns(0)

∂δ
sin2 δ

+ O(T 2,Γ4
imp). (30)

Equation (30) is derived in Appendix C. Equation (30)
shows that the ATHE is closely related to the scatter-

ing phase-shift dependence of the residual DOS, ∂ns(0)
∂δ

,
which is characterized by the emergence of the impurity
bound states. As seen in Fig. 4(b), the zero-energy DOS
rapidly grows in the intermediate scattering phase-shift.
The variation of ns(0) with δ slows down and eventually
saturates in the unitarity limit. This evolution of the
zero-energy DOS qualitatively agrees with the phase-shift
dependence of the ATHE in WSCs.

VII. LINE-NODES AND ANOMALOUS
THERMAL HALL EFFECT

A. Chiral p-wave state v.s. chiral f-wave state

We are now in the position to compare the full numer-
ical evaluation results for the thermal transport for the
E1u chiral p-wave and f -wave states, showing the influ-
ence of additional line-nodes on the extrinsic ATHE. As
predicted by the low temperature expansion analysis, the
extrinsic ATHE is small both for weak (Born) and strong
(unitarity) scatterers and reaches the largest value for the
intermediate phase-shift (see Fig. 5).
The relative magnitude between the intrinsic and ex-

trinsic ATHE is consistent with the result of the low
temperature expansion analysis [see Figs. 4(a) and 5].
Assuming that the intrinsic contribution to the THC ex-
hibits T -linear and unaltered at higher temperatures, the
intrinsic mechanism should dominate over the extrinsic
contribution at higher temperatures. However, in that
range, we generally expect corrections to the result in
Eq. (7).
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Notably, the maximum amplitude of the THC in the
chiral f -wave state with two horizontal line-nodes is
smaller than that of the chiral p-wave state. This is in
sharp contrast with the longitudinal thermal transport
which is enhanced by the enlarged phase spaces avail-
able to quasiparticles near nodal lines. This result im-
plies that the extrinsic ATHE is weakened by additional
line nodes. This observation is consistent with the low
temperature analysis discussed in Sec. V. The function

α1(k̂z) is proportional to η(k̂z) [see Eqs. (1) and (29)]
and changes sign across the additional line-nodes, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 3. It is precisely that this sign change re-
duces the Fermi surface average of this function and sup-
presses the extrinsic anomalous thermal Hall response.

B. Coexistence of the chiral p-wave and f-wave
pairings

Both the chiral p-wave and f -wave pairings we con-
sidered belong to the E1u irreducible representation and
hence these are naturally mixed. [76] We denote the chi-
ral p (f)-wave order parameter as ∆p(f) and write the
order parameter in the mixed pairing state as,

d(kF) = ∆f(k̂x + ik̂y)

(

5k̂2z − 1 +
∆p

∆f

)

ẑ. (31)

This order parameter in the mixed pairing state is written

as Eq. (1) with η(k̂z) = 5k̂2z − 1 + ∆p/∆f .
The nodal structure of the resulting gap depends on

the ratio ∆p/∆f . There are always Weyl nodes at the
north and south poles of a spherical Fermi surface. In ad-
dition, the superconducting gap has two line-nodes when
−4 < ∆p/∆f < 1. These nodes merge at the equator for
∆p/∆E1u

= 1, and, for ∆p/∆f > 1, the equatorial line-
node is lifted, and replaced by a minimum (see Fig. 6
(b)).
As seen in Fig. 6 (b), the extrinsic ATHE is enhanced

when the two horizontal line-nodes merge at the equator.
When the mixed chiral state possesses a single line-node
or small line-node gap minima at the equator, the extrin-
sic ATHE becomes dominant at low temperatures. When
the line-node at the equator splits into two, the extrinsic
ATHE is sharply suppressed. As shown in Fig. 6 (c), the
small gap minima also suppresses the extrinsic ATHE,
but the suppression by the gap minima is more gradual.
This behavior is also understood from the low tem-

perature formula for the extrinsic ATHE (Eq. 26)). As
shown in Fig. 7, when we introduce the chiral p-wave
gap to the chiral f -wave state with 0 < ∆p/∆E1u

< 1,
two line-nodes get closer to each other. When two line-

nodes approach each other, the positive region of α1(k̂z)
is enlarged, and its momentum average is enhanced. As
shown in Fig. 7, when two line-nodes merge at the equa-
tor, there is no sign change of the gap function and

α1(k̂z) becomes a positive function. Absence of the sign
change at line-nodes enhances the extrinsic ATHE since

now the contribution of additional quasiparticles in the
near-nodal regions (appearing in the denominator of α1

in Eq. (29)) is not reduced by the sign change in the
numerator on performing the Fermi surface average.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we addressed the relative magnitude of
the intrinsic and extrinsic ATHE in WSCs. The intrin-
sic ATHE arises from the existence of Weyl nodes and
boundary modes and is determined by the structure of
the order parameter and the distribution ofWeyl nodes in
the momentum space. The extrinsic contribution is due
to the skew scattering of quasiparticles. We computed
the extrinsic contribution to the THC using the quasi-
classical Eilenberger formalism. The intrinsic ATHE is
suppressed by the small factor, 1/(kFξ0), in superconduc-
tors, and thus the extrinsic contribution often dominates
the thermal Hall responses. The intrinsic contribution re-
lies on the gapless boundary modes and exhibits T -linear
behavior regardless of the existence of nodal excitation in
bulk [79]. Thus, the intrinsic contribution may dominate
the thermal Hall response at low temperatures when the
impurity potential is weak. Within this formalism, we
combined the low temperature analysis and the numeri-
cal calculations to specifically focus on the effects of the
impurity bands and the additional nodal structure on the
extrinsic ATHE.
One of our findings is that the variation of the density

of states near the Fermi energy is crucial in determin-
ing the transverse transport coefficients. We find that
impurities with the intermediate potential strength are
more effective in generating the thermal Hall signal than
those in the weak (Born) or strong (unitarity) scattering
limit. We confirmed this by investigating the phase-shift
dependence of the DOS and the ATHE, and associated
the result with the growth of the impurity band from the
individual impurity resonances.
We showed that the additional line nodal structure sig-

nificantly reduces the extrinsic contribution to the THC
when line-nodes involve the sign change of the order pa-
rameter. For such order parameters, the angular momen-
tum of the Cooper pairs is not the same as the winding
number around the nodes. Consequently, the skew scat-
tering from different parts of the Fermi surface partially
compensates. In contrast, when the line nodes are not
accompanied by such a sign change, quasiparticle exci-
tations around the gap minima significantly enhance the
thermal Hall response.
Our results can be applied to any chiral superconduc-

tor even without Weyl nodes. For an example, we note

the chiral d-wave pairing, ∆(k) ∝ k̂z(k̂x ± ik̂y) among
candidate order parameters for Sr2RuO4 [85]. The chi-
ral d-wave order parameter does not realize Weyl nodes
because this compound has quasi-two-dimensional Fermi
surfaces and the Fermi surface is absent at kx = ky = 0.
However, the chiral d-wave superconducting order in-
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volves the broken time-reversal and mirror reflection
symmetries, allowing the ATHE [22]. Because the chi-
ral d-wave order parameter realizes a line node at kz = 0
with the sign change, the line nodal excitations suppress
the extrinsic ATHE. Hence, the intrinsic contribution will
be a substantial part of ATHE in Sr2RuO4, but the de-
tailed balance between it and the extrinsic contribution
depends on the details of the Fermi surface and other
material-specific parameters.
Our findings provide clear evidence that in large classes

of candidate materials, there is likely to be a competition
between the intrinsic and extrinsic contributions to the
ATHE even at the low temperature, and careful (and
potentially material-specific) analysis is needed to un-
derstand its behavior in the superconducting state. Our
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mixed chiral state model. The red, blue and green curves
show the calculated results with ∆p/∆E1u = 0.7, 1, 1.3, re-
spectively. We set the scattering rate as Γimp = 0.04πTc,clean

and the phase-shift as δ = π

6
.

work lays the framework and provides the blueprint for
such analysis.
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Appendix A: Derivation of Eqs. (23a), (23b),
and (23c)

In this appendix, we derive the linear response of
anomalous Keldysh Green function, δǧa, to a temper-
ature gradient. We start from the Eilenberger equation
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for the non-equilibrium Keldysh Green function, δǧK,

(

MRδgK − δgKMA
)

− (σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0)δg
K

+
(

σK
imp,eqδg

A − δgRσK
imp,eq

)

−
(

δσR
impg

K
eq

− gK
eq
δσA

imp

)

−
(

δσK
impg

A
eq

− gR
eq
δσK

imp

)

+ (ivF ·∇T )
∂

∂T
gK
eq

= 0.

(A1)

With the anomalous Keldysh Green function, δga, and
the anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy, δσa

imp, we

recast Eq. (A1) into,

(

MRδga − δgaMA
)

−
(

σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0

)

δga

+
(

gR
eq
δσa − δσagA

eq

)

− i (ǫvF ·∇T )

2T 2 cosh2
(

ǫ
2T

)

(

gR
eq

− gA
eq

)

= 0.

(A2)

The anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy is calcu-
lated from the T -matrix equation,

δσa
imp =Γimp

(

cot δ +

〈

gR
eq

π

〉

FS

)−1

×
〈

δga

π

〉

FS

(

cot δ +

〈

gA
eq

π

〉

FS

)−1

. (A3)

The anomalous Keldysh Green function satisfies gR
eq
δga+

δgagA
eq

= 0. Using this normalization, we can solve

the transport equation, (A2), and obtain the anomalous
Keldysh Green function,

δga = δga
ns

+ δga
vc
, (A4)

δga
ns

= NR
eq

(

gR
eq

− gA
eq

)

(

− i (ǫvF ·∇T )

2T 2 cosh2
(

ǫ
2T

)

)

, (A5)

δga
vc

= NR
eq

(

gR
eq
δσa

imp − δσa
impg

A
eq

)

, (A6)

where

NR
eq =

(

DR +DA
)

(

−
gR

eq

π

)

+ σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0

(DR +DA)
2
+
(

σR
imp,eq0 − σA

imp,eq0

)2 .

(A7)

Appendix B: Derivation of Eqs. (25) and (26)

At low temperature, we expand the Green function
in the energy ǫ, because we expect the energy range to
be cut off by the temperature, while the Green func-
tion varies on the scale of the superconducting gap. As
seen in the main text, the non-equilibrium retarded and
advanced functions do not contribute to thermal trans-
port because they arise from the temperature dependence

of the equilibrium gap function. We thus focus on the
anomalous Keldysh Green function. To the leading order
in ǫ, the anomalous Keldysh Green function, Eqs. (23a)-
(23c) reduce to,

δga
LT

=δga
ns,LT

+ δga
vc,LT

, (B1)

δga
ns,LT

=−
gR
eq,LT

2πDLT

(

gR
eq,LT

− gA
eq,LT

)

×
(

− i (ǫvF ·∇T )

2T 2 cosh2
(

ǫ
2T

)

)

, (B2)

δga
vc,LT

=−
gR
eq,LT

2πDLT

×
(

gR
eq,LT

δσa
imp,LT − δσa

imp,LTg
A
eq,LT

)

. (B3)

Here the subscript “LT” denotes the zero-frequency limit,
ǫ = 0. In that limit, the impurity self-energy σimp,eq0 in
equilibrium is purely real and the retarded and advanced

values are identical. g
R(A)
eq,LT is given by,

gR
eq,LT

= −π
iγτz −∆eq

DLT
, (B4)

gA
eq,LT

= −π
−iγτz −∆eq

DLT
, (B5)

with DLT ≡ DR
LT = DA

LT =
√

γ2 + |∆eqk̂F⊥η(k̂z)|2. The

self-energy σR
imp,LT = −iγτz in equilibrium is calculated

from the T -matrix equation,

γ = Γimp
ns(0)

cot2 δ + n2
s(0)

, (B6)

with the zero-energy DOS,

ns(0) =

〈

γ
√

|∆eqk̂F⊥η(k̂z)|2 + γ2

〉

FS

. (B7)

Here, we assume a spatially uniform temperature gra-
dient along the y-direction and ∆eq ∈ R. As in the
manuscript, we consider the d-vector fixed along the z
axis. In this case, the spin along the z axis is conserved,
which allows us to focus on each spin subspace. Hence,
we perform the low temperature expansion in each spin
subspace and drop the spin index. In the zero-frequency
limit, the anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy is cal-
culated from the self-consistent T -matrix equation,

δσa
imp,LT =

Γimp

(cot2 δ + n2
s(0))

2
(cot δ + ins (0) τz)

×
〈

δga
ns,LT

+ δga
vc,LT

π

〉

FS

(cot δ − ins (0) τ z) . (B8)

The Fermi surface average of the non-selfconsistent con-
tribution, δga

ns,LT
can be straightforwardly performed.
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From Eq. (B2), we obtain,

Γimp

(cot2 δ + n2
s(0))

2
(cot δ + ins (0) τ z)

×
〈

δga
ns,LT

π

〉

FS

(cot δ − ins (0) τ z)

=
(

Xτx + Y τy
)

〈α1(k̂z)〉FS

(

−ΓimpγǫvF∆eq(−∂yT )

T 2 cosh
(

ǫ
2T

)

)

.

(B9)

From the Eq. (B8), we make an ansatz for the anomalous
Keldysh impurity self-energy,

δσa
imp,LT =

(

X̃τx + Ỹ τy

)

〈α1(k̂z)〉FS

×
(

−ΓimpγǫvF∆eq(−∂yT )

T 2 cosh
(

ǫ
2T

)

)

. (B10)

With this anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy, we
transform the T -matrix equation (B8) into,

(

1− 2Γimp|∆eq|2Y 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS −2Γimp|∆eq|2X 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS
2Γimp|∆eq|2X 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS 1− 2Γimp|∆eq|2Y 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS

)(

X̃

Ỹ

)

=

(

X
Y

)

. (B11)

From the matrix equation (B11), we obtain the coefficient

for the anomalous Keldysh impurity self-energy, X̃, Ỹ ,

X̃ =
X

Det
, (B12)

Ỹ =
Y

Det
− Γimp|∆eq|2 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS

8Det(cot2 δ + n2
s(0))

2
, (B13)

where Det represents the determinant of the matrix in
Eq. (B11),

Det =1− Γimp|∆eq|2(cot2 δ − n2
s(0))

(cot2 δ + n2
s(0))

2
〈α2(k̂z)〉FS

+
Γ2
imp|∆eq|4

4(cot2 δ + n2
s(0))

2
〈α2(k̂z)〉

2

FS . (B14)

We now obtain the low temperature formula for thermal
conductivities,

κext
yy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃π2T

6
γ2 〈α0(k̂z)〉FS

+
π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

Ỹ 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS +O(T 2),

(B15)

κext
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃− π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

X̃ 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS +O(T 2).

(B16)

In the clean system Γimp ≪ πTc, the low temperature
formula for the thermal conductivity reduces to Eqs. (25)

and (26),

κext
yy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃π2T

6
γ2 〈α0(k̂z)〉FS

+
π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

Y 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

+O(T 2,Γ4
imp), (B17)

κext
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
≃− π2Γimpγ

2|∆eq|2T
3

X 〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

+O(T 2,Γ4
imp). (B18)

Appendix C: Derivation of Eq. (30)

We give the derivation of Eq. (30) to clarify the rela-
tion between the extrinsic ATHE and the formation of
the impurity band. To associate these, we consider the
equilibrium T -matrix equation and the zero-energy DOS.
Differentiating Eqs. (B6) and (B7) with the scattering
phase-shift, we obtain

∂γ

∂(cot δ)
= 4

(

Y
∂ns(0)

∂(cot δ)
−X

)

, (C1)

∂ns(0)

∂(cot δ)
= |∆eq|2 〈α2(k̂z)〉FS

∂γ

∂(cot δ)
, (C2)

From Eqs. (C1) and (C2), we obtain

∂ns(0)

∂δ
sin2 δ =4Γimp|∆eq|2 〈α1(k̂z)〉FSX

+O(Γ2
imp). (C3)

Comparing Eq. (26) to Eq. (C3), we find

κext
xy

N(ǫF)v2F
=− π2Γimpγ

2T

12

〈α1(k̂z)〉
2

FS

〈α2(k̂z)〉FS
∂ns(0)

∂δ
sin2 δ

+O(T 2,Γ4
imp). (C4)
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