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The longitudinal ultrasonic attenuation for impure anisotropic superconductors in the axial and
polar phases is calculated using the deformation-potential approach. Impurity effects are treated by
the self-consistent Born method. For realistic values of ¢/ and wr, good agreement is obtained be-
tween theory and experiments. This is the case for the exponents describing the intermediate temper-
ature dependence as well as the peak observed in the sound attenuation just below T,.. The behavior
of the peak that is calculated in this theory is examined and discussed.

INTRODUCTION

Recent experiments' ~* on longitudinal ultrasonic at-
tenuation [a(T)] in the heavy-fermion superconductors
UPt; and UBe; have yielded results that differ markedly
from the predictions of BCS theory. The low-temperature
(T) behavior of a(T) has either a T2 (Refs. 1 and 2) or a
T3 (Ref. 3) dependence rather than the exponential behav-
ior of BCS theory. These results are interpreted as evi-
dence for an anisotropic order parameter in these materi-
als. Furthermore, the experimentsl‘4 have observed a
pronounced peak in a(T) just below the superconducting
transition temperature 7.. The experiments are all car-
ried out in the hydrodynamic regime judging by the w?
dependence of many of the experimental features. Here o
is the sound-wave frequency.

Several theoretical studies, some using group
theoretical techniques, have led to conclusions concerning
the nature of the anisotropic superconducting order pa-
rameter in these materials. One conclusion of these stud-
ies is that while p-wave superconducting states can have
order parameters with point zeros on the Fermi surface
(axial), order parameters with line zeros (polar) appear to
be ruled out when considerations of crystal symmetry are
taken into account. The hope has been to use studies of
transport properties, in particular ultrasonic attenuation,
to lend support to these conclusions. Another goal is to
get a more accurate picture of the anisotropy of the order
parameter beyond the simple generic polar and axial type
phases.

The first theoretical analysis' of the a(T) data for UPt;,
fitted the observed low-temperature T2 dependence by
means of a polar state. The same data was later reinter-
preted!! using a Boltzmann-equation approach in terms of
an axial state. A further complication was introduced
when a simple Born-approximation study of impurity
scattering concluded!? that the quasiparticle mean free
paths (/) appear to diverge at low energies in both the axi-
al and polar phases. When this effect is included in the
Boltzmann equation approach, a nonzero sound attenua-
tion at zero temperature [a(0)] is obtained in the super-
conducting state, equal to the normal-state sound attenua-
tion (a,, ).

5—10

A way to prevent this low-energy divergence of the
mean free path and to support the conclusions of Ref. 11
is by means of resonant impurity scattering.'> This ap-
proach builds in the effect of multiple scattering and
makes use of the important assumption that the normal-
state phase shift due to impurity scattering §,,, is close to
/2. The same approach to impurity effects has been im-
plemented self-consistently!* in a general survey of
thermal and transport properties. The conclusion of that
work!* is that the superconducting phase that best ex-
plains the experimental results is a polar phase.

Subsequent studies of a(7) in the axial and polar
phases, using the resonant impurity scattering technique,
have yielded mixed results. Without vertex corrections, !°
it was concluded that the experiments could be described
best by a polar phase, although that work did not rule out
the possibility of axial-type phases with certainty. Howev-
er with the subsequent inclusion of vertex corrections, !¢ it
was concluded that an axial phase described the data best.
Both of these calculations examined the v, /vy =0 limit,
where v, is the sound velocity and vy is the quasiparticle
Fermi velocity in the superconductor. The latter calcula-
tion plotted results for the qg/=0.0 case only, where ¢ is
the sound wave vector. Neither of these studies observed
a peak in a(T) below T..

However, an examination!” of both phases in the clean
limit detected a peak in a(7) whose shape and position
depended on the choice of parameters in the theory. One
parameter whose importance is pointed out in that work
is the ratio of the superconducting critical temperature
(T,) to the Fermi temperature (7). For a heavy fermion
material this parameter is chosen to be 0.1, among other
values. The shapes of the curves obtained depend quite
markedly on this ratio. However a related ratio, v, /vg, is
still chosen to be zero, which is somewhat inconsistent.

It has also been proposed recently'® that the experimen-
tally observed peak in a(7T) is due to a Landau-
Khalatnikov relaxational mode of the order parameter.
The scattering time associated with nonmagnetic impurity
scattering (7) plays a very important role in establishing
this mechanism.

It has been

experimentally observed'® that the
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Griineisen parameter 7 has values ranging from 10 to 100
in heavy-fermion materials. The implications of this for
sound attenuation in the normal state have been investi-
gated recently.”® This study concluded that the iso-
thermal sound velocity is much smaller than the adiabatic
sound velocity because of the large values for both 7 and
the quasiparticle effective mass m/. Furthermore, there
will be a large contribution from heat conduction to a(T).
The implications of this for sound attenuation in the su-
perconducting state are unclear at the moment. The
present study does not incorporate any such mechanism
due to heat conduction in a(T) arising from the larger
than usual value for 7.

In the present work a careful numerical study of the
longitudinal ultrasonic attenuation [a(T)], using the con-
ventional deformation potential approach, is carried out.
Impurity scattering is treated within the standard self con-
sistent Born approximation.?""?> Thus the present calcu-
lation avoids any dependence on the normal-state phase
shift 8, or the assumption that it should be close to 7/2,
as occurs in the resonant impurity scattering approach. '*
The self-consistent Born approximation was chosen since
it is the conventional formalism within which to treat im-
purity scattering in these problems?"?? and the final re-
sults of the present calculation for a(T) appear to justify
this choice. The theory is set up for numerical computa-
tion in sufficiently general form to allow g/ and wr to be
varied from values much larger to values much smaller
than unity. Here g is the sound wave vector, [ is the
mean free path of quasiparticles due to nonmagnetic im-
purity scattering, w is the sound wave frequency and 7 is
the scattering time due to impurities.

The calculation reproduces accurately the conventional
BCS and normal state results for a(T) in the g/ <<1 and
gl >>1 limits. The theory is based essentially on the cal-
culation of two dynamical electronic conductivities which
arise in the formulation of the problem and which are in
turn determined by the impurity averaged density-density
correlation function.?!

Very striking agreement is obtained between the
theoretical results for a(T) in anisotropic superconducting
states and the experimental observations. This is achieved
in the hydrodynamical regime with realistic values for the
parameters g/ and wr. Not only are the observed low-
temperature exponents in a(7T) reproduced but so also is
the peak in a(T) seen just below 7.

Possible effects on a(T) due to inelastic electron-
electron scattering processes are not included in the
present calculation. These may be relevant in UBe,;.
Furthermore the superconductivity is treated in the weak
coupling approximation.

Apart from the Introduction, this paper is divided into
two main sections. The first contains a general descrip-
tion of both the general theory for calculating a(T) and
the treatment of impurity scattering. The second section
presents and discusses the numerical results obtained
from the present approach for both axial and polar
phases. Suggestions for experimental tests of the predic-
tions of the present calculation are also put forward in the
second section. Finally a brief summary is provided in a
concluding section.

GENERAL THEORY

This calculation, based on the conventional deformation
potential idea, assumes that the ultrasonic attenuation is
purely electronic in origin at the low temperatures under
consideration.?! =23 The electrons in the material move in
response to the time and spatially dependent electric field
set up by the motion of the ionic lattice as the sound wave
passes through. An energy balance is achieved in the
electron gas in that the energy transferred to the electrons
by this process is equal to the amount lost through Joule
heating. Thus the ultrasonic attenuation coefficient is
defined as

a(T)=1{Re[j;-E]/Lpu*-uc, , (1)

where j, is the electronic current, E the macroscopic elec-
tric field in the solid, p the ionic density, u the ion veloci-
ty, and ¢, the sound velocity.

The impurities move with the lattice and, in order to
treat impurity scattering elastically, a unitary transforma-
tion is made to a rest frame moving with them.?! In this
rest frame the electrons respond to a perturbation due to
the electromagnetic potential ¢(q,w) [where E
= —Vdé(q,w)] and to a new perturbation described by

HI: . q- u- —u- p_'_% ,

e

9 9q
P+ P+

(2)

where q is the sound-wave vector and p is the electron
momentum vector. The electronic current is then given
by

mXu

je=0(q,0)E(q,0)— ol(q,w) . 3)
In Eq. 3) 0(q,®) and o/(q,w) are the dynamical conduc-
tivities describing the response of the electron density (p, )
to ¢(g,w) and Hy, respectively.

A self-consistent solution of j, and E from both the
Maxwell equations and the continuity equation for p,
yield?*

nmJ}

a(T)

Re , 4)

pCsT

where oo=ne?r/m}*. The explicit collision drag term,
nmru*-({v) —u)/7, which appears usually in a(T) is
neglected since its contribution for the longitudinal case is
of order w/4mo, (Ref. 25) and is negligible. For trans-
verse attenuation this term would have to be included as
it usually leads to the residual low-temperature sound at-
tenuation in superconductors. The derivation of Eq. (4)
does not depend on the use of the Boltzmann equation or
the relaxation-time approximation which are used in Ref.
11.

The two dynamical conductivities o(q,®) and o’(q,»)
are calculated in linear-response theory using a diagram-
matic formalism. o(q,0) depends on the impurity-
averaged density-density correlation function p(q,w)
which is defined as
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where
G q9__ 9., @O .5 , O .
P+2:P 2,w+2+18,a) 2 id
_ q ,9 _9q9 @ o q /., @ tl,_4d /_ © -
<Gp+2,a)+2+18Gp 2,(0 2 i Fp+2,a)+2+16F p 2,w 2 18>, (6)
where?®
o(w)+
G (p,0)=—5 5 S 5 (7)
w (w)—gp‘ |Ap!
and?®
—A,
F(p,0)= (8)

B Hw)—E— | Ay |?

and f(w)is 1/(ef*+1). &(w) and A, will be discussed presently.

The second conductivity, which arises in response to H;, depends on the impurity average of the product of the
density-density correlation function and the vertex (1/mSw)(q-p)(u-p)—(u-p), where terms of order q /k are ignored.
This impurity-averaged product p;(q,) is defined as

3 !’
_; dp re do @ 9 o 94, 9.9 502 _;
prlq,®) lf(27T)3 o fco+2 flo > b p+2,p 2,w+2+18,a) > i85, 9)
where

H(l)
! 2 2 2 2

p+dp— Lo+ L 4is0—2—id ]

- 1 . . q @ q9 9 .
_< . (q-p)u-p) Gp+2,co+2+18 G |p 5@ = 18}
q ., 9 t q @ .
Fp+2,a)+2+18F p 2,(:) > i >
. q ., 9 . ﬂ'_w-F_q'_a)-T_q_:_w->
<[(up)] G p+2,w+2+18 G|p 50— i6 |+ p+2,w+2+18 F p—z,w—z—zﬁH .

In Egs. (6) and (10), the complex conjugation operator on duced by impurity averaging, impurity effects are also in-
the last F(p,w) Green’s function only refers to the cluded through &(w) in G(p,w) and F(p,w). The tem-
momentum dependence of the order parameter A,. The perature dependence of the order parameter depends on

conductivities 0(q,) and o(q,w) can then be written as the level of impurity scattering also.
. For the axial superconducting phase the renormalized
olqo)=— %p(q,a)) , (11) frequencies @(w) are given by?’
Q Q 1 Tia s&—A(T)
@ —+id |= —+id—= 1 ,
o’(q,m)=% T pi(q0) . a2 @|etg Fid=et by I A
mJSu

(13)
Impurity averaging results in a set of coupled linear
equations for I1'" and IT{" which are written out fully in ~ where s =sgnRe(@,,;) and '=1/2r. For the polar
the Appendix. Apart from the vertex corrections intro-  phase &(w) is calculated from
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Q o
= _ [ 1
o+ +id+ Ry

T)—i[@&?
s'(—ia

o a)+%+i6

’

(7)) ]

where s’ =sgn Im(@ _ ;5).
The temperature-dependent order parameters for both phases, A(T), are obtained by solving the following coupled

equations. For the axial phase?’
= 1 | @, | o |i l|il®,|—A)
1=7N, VT2 — [1— - T ———— , (15)
7o 2? 2A(T) | A(T) ANT) |2 |i|®, | +A(T)

where N,V is the superconducting coupling constant and @, is the impurity renormalized Matsubara frequency given by
i@, | —AT)
i|®,|+AT)

a)ﬂ
2A( T)

op(w,)=w, —il (16)

where w, =(2n + 1)7T.

For the polar phase, A(T) is obtained from ?’

Wy

Wp

T A(T) A(T)

2]1/2

1=7TN017T%2X(1—

where

=w,+I——In

Onl@p) A(T)

T)+[AXT) +a2]'? ’
| @, | '
(18)

Similar equations are defined for @[w—(Q/2)—i8]. In
the numerical computation it is always assured?’ that
d(w+i8)=& *(w—i8) and that
T)]1/2 2 T)]l/l}* .

[@ew+i8)— —{[®@H0—i8)—

The equations for @(w) are solved iteratively.

The superconducting density of states N (w) can be ob-

tained directly for both the axial and polar phases by

Ns(w)=N0%1m<a+i5> : (19)
Numerical results for N, (w) for both of these phases have
been presented before.?’” A small degree of impurity
scattering produces a rounding off of the peak in N (w)
near A(T). As the level of impurity scattering increases,
N, (w) fills in at low frequencies. For a sufficiently high
level of scattering a pronounced nonzero density of states
exists at zero frequency. For the polar case, N,(0) is
nonzero for any value of I' while for the axial state
Ns(0)5£0.0 only for I'>(2/7m)A. However for any
I' >0.3A, a large filling in of Ng(w) at low frequencies
occurs in the case of both phases.

It is worth noting that the effect of pairbreaking on
Ns(w) due to impurity scattering will increase strongly
near T,, even when the level of impurity scattering is
weak, for example I' <0.1A(0). This is due to the fact
that near T, A(T) becomes very small and so the effective
pairbreaking parameter 1/27A(7) in the calculation on
Ng(®) increases dramatically.

A +[AXT)+a 2]
| ’

| @y

NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In order to generate a(T) curves, the values of the pa-
rameters v; /vp and T, /T must be specified first. This is
similar to Ref. 17. For heavy fermion materials, v,/vg
and T, /Ty would be expected to be of order 1.0 and 0.1,
respectively. For most of the ultrasonic attenuation
curves presented here v,/vr was chosen to be % and
T./Tr to be 0.04 for the polar and 0.05 for the axial
phase. Other values have been investigated and are dis-
cussed.

Ultrasonic attenuation results for the polar case with
A,=A(T)p, and §||Z are plotted in Figs. 1 to 5. The g/
and w7 values are indicated on the figures and range from
0.045 to 15.0 and from 0.03 to 10.0, respectively.

Results for the axial phase with A,=A(T)(p,+ip,)
and q||X are plotted in Figs. 6 to 8. The corresponding g/
and o7 values range from 0.15 to 4.5 and 0.10 to 3.0, re-
spectively. In all the figures, a(T) is plotted in units of
nmy /pc,T which is defined in Eq. (4).

The values of g/ and v, /vr chosen in this calculation
are in the same range as experimentally observed values
for these quantities. For example, attenuation measure-
ments' on UPt; at 500 MHz yield a sound wavelength of
10 pm. The mean free path is thought to be greater than
1000 A in this case, thus giving a gl value of 0.06 or
more. In UBe,;, attenuation measurements’ have been
carried out at 1.7 GHz, yielding a ¢/ value of 0.2 or more.

Furthermore, recent de Haas—van Alphen measure-
ments®® on UPt; have indicated measurements of the cy-
clotron mass to be 25-90 times the bare electron mass.
These measurements indicate 8 pockets of electrons and
holes for UPt;. Using 20 gcm ™ as an estimate for the
density of UPt3,29 these observations yield kr to be
0.4x10% cm~! and vy =%k /mX to be between 0.18 x 107
cmsec™! and 0.05x 107 cmsec™!. Taking v, for UPt; to
be 4 10° cmsec™! (Ref. 18) yields values of v, /vr rang-
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FIG. 1. a(T) for the polar state with G|z, ¢/=15.0,
o7=10.0, Ep7=5x10* and A(0)7=5Xx10°.

ing from 0.22 to 0.78. Thus the value chosen for v, /vg
(%) in this calculation is not unreasonable.

Clear exponents describing the low to intermediate tem-
perature dependence of the a(T) curves in Figs. 1-8 can
be obtained and are listed in Table I. On first examina-
tion some of the curves produced are very similar to the
experimental results.! = For example in the polar case
the a(T) curve for g/=0.9 and @7=0.6 has a T? tempera-
ture dependence over most of its range and also has a
peak which is similar in size and shape to that of Ref. 2.
Furthermore, the a(7T) curves can have a T? or a T?
dependence depending on the level of disorder, in agree-
ment with other experimental results on UPt;. Most
surprising of all, the peak observed in a(T) below T, is
reproduced in very good agreement with experiments.

Before discussing this peak, the question of which su-
perconducting phase describes the experiments best
should be addressed. The first observation is that both
the axial and the polar phases do so equally well. The
lack of a unique, disorder independent exponent charac-
terizing the low-temperature behavior seems to rule the
possibility of, for example, clearly identifying a T? depen-
dence with the polar phase exclusively. Only a careful
determination of the parameters Er and 7, coupled with a
series of measurements of a(7T) on the same sample while
increasing the level of disorder in it systematically, could

20

T/Te

FIG. 2. a(T) for the polar state with 4|2, g/=4.5, o7=3.0,
Epr=1.5Xx10% and A(0)r=1.5X 10
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T/Te

FIG. 3. a(T) for the polar state with §||Z, ¢/=0.9, ©7=0.6,
Er7=3000, and A(0)7=300.0.

hope to succeed in saying anything conclusive on this is-
sue.

As can be seen from Figs. 1-8, the present calculation
produces a peak in a just below T.. For certain realistic
values of g/, this peak looks very similar qualitatively to
that observed in experiments.>> A peak in a(T) is also
observed in the theoretical work of Ref. 17, although, as
the authors of that work point out, their calculation was
not in a physically relevant limit.

Along with the results shown in Figs. 1 to 8, the peak
was investigated with 7 fixed and w and ¢ varying in the
range q/=0.03 to 4.5 and w7=0.02 to 3.0. The peaks in
a(T) that are generated do not seem to have the charac-
teristics of the Landau-Khalatnikov mechanism of Ref.
18. For fixed 7 and variable w, the difference between the
peak height and «,, Aca, is proportional to @' rather
than o and this exponent varies with changes in v, /vg
and T./Tp. Furthermore, the Landau-Khalatnikov
mechanism would predict a constant value for Aa when
is fixed and 7 is varied. In this calculation however, when
the a(T) curves are normalized by the same constant, Aa
still changes. Finally while the peak position shifts away
from T, as 7 is increased, its position is still different to
the Landau-Khalatnikov prediction of wor~(1—-T,/T, )2
One can conclude from this numerical investigation that

a T T T T T T T T T T T
0.03 - —
002 -
00! -

1 1 L Il L 1 L L L 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
T/Te

FIG. 4. a(T) for the polar state with §||Z, g/=0.15, o7=0.1,
Er7=500, and A(0)7=50.0.
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FIG. 5. a(T) for the polar state with §||Z, ¢/=0.045,

wt=0.03, Er7=150, and A(0)r=15.0.

processes other than this mechanism are contributing to
the peak in a(7T). Thus the Landau-Khalatnikov mecha-
nism does not seem to be the complete explanation for the
whole peak.

An interesting point highlighted by Ref. 18 is the im-
portance of the pairbreaking time 7 due to impurity
scattering. If 7 plays a major role in producing the peak,
as suggested by Ref. 18, then such a peak should also be
observable in magnetically impure superconductors where
the pairbreaking time due to magnetic scattering would
play the role of 7. Such an observation could test the im-
portance of the Landau-Khalatnikov mechanism in pro-
ducing a peak in a(T).

However the existence of the peak could be due to a
combination of factors. Close to T, the effective pair-
breaking parameter that enters the calculation of N;(w),
that is ©'=1/2A(T)t, will increase dramatically. The re-
sulting filling in of the low frequency N (w) could then
lead to a large contribution from Cooper pairbreaking by
the sound wave, that is excitation of quasiparticles across
the “gap,” thus producing a peak near T,.

Furthermore a role may be being played by the sound
attenuation coherence factor, (1— | A, | 2/Elz,). For those
regions of the Fermi surface where A, is small, this factor
is larger than the conventional BCS value. Near T,
where the number of thermally excited quasiparticles is

30 —

20

I

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
T/Te

FIG. 6. a(T) for the axial state with §||X, g¢/=4.5, o7=3.0,
Err=1.5x10% and A(0)r=1500.0.
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FIG. 7. a(T) for the axial state with §||X, ¢/=0.9, @7=0.6,
Epr=3000, and A(0)7=300.0.

appreciable, the peak in N (w) may be rendered visible as
a result. Normally in the BCS case the smallness of the
coherence factor cancels out the peak in N;(w) and no in-
crease is seen in a(T) below T.,.

One other test of the predictions of the present theory
would be to examine experimentally the behavior of the
peak as 7 is decreased. This calculation predicts that the
peak in a(T) should sharpen up considerably and move
closer to T,.

The effect of strong pairbreaking due to impurity
scattering on a(7) in the polar phase can be seen in Fig.
9. Here A(0)r=1.7, ¢q/=0.15, and wr=0.1. The peak
height has diminished and a large nonzero sound attenua-
tion is visible at zero temperature. This effect is a
reflection of the filling in of N (w) at low frequencies due
to the smallness of 7.

Allowing v, /vg and T, /Tr to both approach zero has a
considerable effect on the shape of the a(T) curve. This is
shown for the polar case in Fig. 10 for A(0)r=1.5 and
the gl and w7 values indicated on the figure. The values
of v, /v and T, /T here are 2102 and 1.2 1073, re-
spectively. Choosing these parameter values necessarily
forces one into the strong pair-breaking limit. This is due
to the fact that for reasonable mean free paths (/=1000
A), krl is of the order of 1000 and thus Er7 of the order
of 500. Thus for T, /T of the order of 1073 this requires
A(0)7 to be of the order of 1.0. As can be seen in Fig. 10
the curves generated for these values look totally unlike

0.02

0.01 |-

0.0

T/Te

FIG. 8. a(T) for the axial state with §||X, ¢/=0.15, @7=0.1,
Ep7=500.0, and A(0)7=50.0.
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TABLE 1. Exponents characterizing the longitudinal ultrasonic attenuation curves in Figs. 1-8, along
with the corresponding values of g/, w7, A(0)7, and T /T,.

Temperature
ql oT range (T/T,) A0)T alT)

Polar
0.045 0.03 0.35-0.75 15.0 0.00045+0.00018(T /T,)
0.15 0.1 0.30-0.8 50.0 0.0025+0.0049(T /T.)
0.9 0.6 0.10-0.8 300.0 027(T/T.)?
45 3.0 0.30-0.85 1500.0 3.94T/T.)*"

15.0 10.0 0.20-0.5 5000.0 5.75(T/T.)*7

Axial
0.15 0.1 0.30-0.7 50.0 0.0038(T/T.)"*
0.9 0.6 0.30-0.7 300.0 0.1290(T /T, )*°
4.5 3.0 0.10-0.7 1500.0 2.1860(T /T, )*°

the experimental observations. The choice of v, /vp and
T./Tg used in Figs. 1-8 is necessary in order to obtain
good agreement with experiments. This choice fits in with
the simple interpretation that the quasiparticles taking
place in the sound attenuation process are heavy fermions.

Ultrasonic attenuation curves for the polar state were
examined choosing v,/vp to be small while keeping
T./Tr to be of the order of 0.1. Results qualitatively
similar to those of Ref. 17 were obtained with a(7T) in-
creasing to large nonzero value at 7=0.0 if § was along
2. With § displaced slightly away from Z, a(T) has a
broad maximum and drops to zero at zero temperature.

Finally, the effect on a of q vectors along arbitrary
directions on the Fermi surface has not been examined
completely yet. However preliminary results for the polar
phase with G||X and A,=A(T)p, indicate no major quali-
tative change in a(7T). The curve obtained is quantitative-
ly similar to that for G||Z and there is still a peak below
T.. Further investigations of arbitrary directions for §
will be carried out.

CONCLUSIONS

The present calculation of longitudinal ultrasonic at-
tenuation for axial and polar anisotropic superconducting
phases has yielded theoretical curves that are in reason-

Qa T T T T T T T T T T T
0.02 -
0.0 —

L 1 L 1 L 1 L 1 ! 1 1
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2
T/Te

FIG. 9. a(T) for the polar state with §||Z, g/=0.15, o7=0.1,
Er7=50.0, and A(O)r=1.7.

able agreement with experiments. This is the case for
physically realistic values of g/ and wr. Furthermore, this
is true not only from the point of view of the exponents
describing the low to intermediate temperature depen-
dence but also concerning the peak near 7,. In the ab-
sence of experiments carefully determining the parameters
in the calculation, it is difficult to distinguish at the mo-
ment which of the two types of anisotropic superconduct-
ing phases, polar or axial, best fits the data. The different
temperature exponents seen for different samples of the
same superconductor, that is UPt;, are explicable as an
impurity effect. Furthermore, it seems reasonable that the
peak in a(T) is due to the combination of increased Coop-
er pairbreaking and coherence factor effects discussed ear-
lier in the presentation of numerical results. Finally the
need to choose v, /vp and T, /T to be of the order of 1.0
and 0.1, respectively, rather than the normal values, in or-
der to achieve agreement with experiments, lends support
to the idea that the quasiparticles taking part in the at-
tenuation process are heavy fermions with v, comparable
to vg. Further studies are to examine the effects on a(T)
of choosing directions for q other than those considered
here.
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FIG. 10. oa(T) for the polar state with §||Z, ¢/=0.15,
wt=0.003, Ex7=500.0, and A(0)7=1.5 (upper curve). a(T) for
the polar state with §||Z, ¢/=0.07, @7=0.0015, Er7=500.0, and
A(0)r=1.5 (lower curve).
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APPENDIX

The coupled linear equations for the vertex corrections
arising from impurity averaging in Egs. (6) and (10) are
written as follows. Firstly typical integrals of products of
Green’s functions occurring in these equations are defined
in the following notation:

3
G, (0,)G_(0_)=nu? —‘!—L}G
(27)

Q .
p+ 521;@+ 5 +id ]

X G p——(zl;w—gz——iﬁw

’

(A1)

where n; is the concentration of impurities, u is the
scattering potential, and Q is the sound frequency. G can
be either G (p,w) or F(p,w). So, for example,

d} Q .
G_(w_)F (0, )=nu’ ET%G P—djo— > —id

F
X X

p+—q'w+%+i8 ] .

(A2)
Replacing [ d’p /(2m)® with

No f_ww de, f sint:dlb ,

where N is the density of states at the Fermi level, the in-
tegral over £, can be performed in the usual way by con-
tour integration.?® The remaining angular integrations
over 0 and ¢ can be performed numerically. Further-
more,

2 2 2 , —id

f (;;;%H“’ p+ﬂ,p_3;w+£+i5’w_2
is written as IT'V for brevity. Using this notation,
NV=G,(0,)6_(0_)—F (0, )F (&_)

+NYG, (0,)6 _(0_)+T¥G (0, )F (0_)
—N?G _(w_)F, (0, )—TNYF (0 )F' (0_),

(A3)
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N¥=G6_(0_)F'\ (0, )+G,(—0  )F (0_)
+N%6_(0_)G , (—w )+TNVG_(0_)F (w,)
+036  (—0 )F (0 )+TF (0 _)F (0,),

(A4)

—0_ )G, (—w, )—F'\ (0, )F_(0_)

+1%G (—0 )G _(—w_)
~NM%G  (—~w  )F_(0_)

n®=G_(

+16 _(—0 F' (0, )—

N¥Y=—-G_(~w_)F, (0,)—G (0, )F_(0_)
+I*%6  (0,)G_(—w_)—N¥G_(—w_)F, (0,)
+M*%F_(0_)F (0 )—TT"VG (0 )F_(0_) .
(A6)

The complex conjugation on the F(p,w) Green’s function
only means that the momentum dependence of the order
parameter in the numerator of F(p,®) should be complex
conjugated and not the whole Green’s function.

The equations for IT1{" to IT{*¥ which result from the
first term in Hy, ie., (1/mSQ)(q-p)(u-p) are identical to
equations (A3) to (A6) except that the first two Green’s
function products on the right-hand side of these equa-
tions are multiplied by the vertex (1/m*Q)(q-p)(u-p) be-
fore the integral over p is performed as described in (A1).
In the case of the second contribution from H,, i.e.,
—(u-p) MYP-T1{¥ are again given by equations very simi-
lar to Egs. (A3) and (A6), except that the first two
Green’s function products on the right-hand side of these
equations are, before the integral over p is performed, re-
placed by

G, (0,)G_(0_)+F (0 F' (0_),
G_(0_ Fh(w,)—G, (-0 )F (),
—G_ (—0_ )G (—w, ) —Fl (0 F (o),
G (-0 F (0,)—-G (0 )F_(0_),

respectively, each of these terms being multiplied by the
vertex —(u-p). These coupled equations for IT'V-JI¥
and ITYV-IT'¥ are inverted using the International
Mathematics and Statistical Library (IMSL) routine
LEQTIC.
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