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Abstract

W ediscussnon-Ferm iliquid and quantum criticalbehaviorin heavy ferm ion m aterials,focussing

on them echanism by which theelectron m assappearsto divergeatthequantum criticalpoint.W e

ask whetherthebasicm echanism forthetransform ation involveselectron di�raction o� aquantum

criticalspin density wave,orwhethera break-down in thecom posite natureoftheheavy electron

takesplace atthe quantum criticalpoint.W e show thatthe Hallconstantchangescontinously in

the�rstscenario,butm ay \jum p"discontinuously ataquantum criticalpointwherethecom posite

characteroftheelectron quasiparticleschanges.
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1. Introduction: M assdivergence and the break-down ofthe quasiparticle concept.

A key elem ent in the Landau Ferm iliquid theory[1,2,3]is the idea ofquasiparticles:

excitationsoftheFerm isea thatcarry theoriginalchargeand spin quantum num bersofthe

non-interactingparticlesfrom which they arederived,butwhosem assm � isrenorm alized by

interactions.W hatisthe fateofquasiparticleswhen interactionsbecom e so largethatthe

ground stateisno longeradiabatically connected to a non-interacting system ? Itisknown

thatthe quasi-particle m assdivergesin the approach to a zero tem perature ferrom agnetic

instability[4,5,6,7].Recentm easurem entson threedim ensionalheavy ferm ion com pounds

suggest[8,9,11,12,13]that the quasiparticle m ass also diverges in the approach to an

antiferrom agnetic quantum criticalpoint. A centralproperty ofthe Landau quasiparticle,

istheexistenceofa �niteoverlap \Z",or\wavefunction renorm alization" between a single

quasiparticle state,denoted by jqp� i and the state form ed by adding a single electron to

theground-state,denoted by je� i= c
y

k�
j0i,

Z = jhe� jqp� ij2: (1)

This quantity is closely related to the ratio m =m � ofthe electron to quasiparticle m ass,

Z � m =m � and ifthe quasiparticle m ass diverges,the overlap between the quasiparticle

and theelectron statefrom which itisderived isdriven to zero,signalling a break-down in

thequasiparticleconcept.Thusthedivergenceoftheelectron m assatan antiferrom agnetic

quantum criticalpoint(QCP)hasim portantconsequences,foritindicatesthatantiferro-

m agnetism causesa break-down in theFerm iliquid concept[15].

Inthelateseventies,unprecedented m assrenorm alizationwasdiscovered inheavyferm ion

com pounds.In these m aterials,quasiparticle m assesoforder100,butsom etim esin excess

of1000 bare electron m asseshave been recorded,a signi�cantfraction ofwhich isthought

to derive from theirclosevicinity to an antiferrom agneticquantum criticalpoint.Thedis-

covery ofthecupratesuperconductorsin thelateeightiesfurthersharpened interestin the

e�ectsofstrong antiferrom agnetic interactions. In these m aterials,unconventionalnorm al

state properties have led m any to believe that a com bination ofstrong antiferrom agnetic

correlationsand low dim ensionalitym aylead toacom pletebreak-down oftheelectron quasi-

particle. Againstthis backdrop,heavy ferm ion m aterialsacquire a new signi�cance. The

appearance ofnon-Ferm iliquid behavior,often in conjunction with anisotropic supercon-

ductivity neara heavy ferm ion quantum criticalpointtem ptsusto believe thatthere m ay
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FIG .1: Schem atic illustration ofquantum criticalpoint physics in heavy ferm ion m etals. In

cerium and uranium heavy ferm ion system s,pressuredrivesthesystem from theantiferrom agnet,

into theparam agneticphase.In ytterbium system s,thesituation isreversed,and pressureinduces

antiferrom agnetism .Theinsetem phasizesthepointthatiftheFerm item peraturegoesto zero at

the quantum criticalpoint,then a new classofuniversalexcitationsisexpected above T�
F
.

be certain aspects ofthe quantum criticalphysics thatare shared between heavy ferm ion

and cuprate m aterials.[10]The clearadvantage ofheavy ferm ionsliesin the ability to use

pressure[14]orchem icalpressure[11,12,13],totunethem continuously from an unam bigu-

ousthree dim ensionalferm iliquid into an antiferrom agnetic quantum criticalpointwhere

non-Ferm iliquid behaviorisconsistently m anifested,perm itting a �rstsystem atic study of

thebreak-down oftheFerm iliquid in thepresenceofcriticalantiferrom agnetism (see�gure

1).
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2. Properties ofthe Heavy Ferm ion Quantum CriticalPoint

Table. 1. Selected H eavy Ferm ion com pounds w ith quantum criticalpoints.

Com pound Pc/xc
C v

T
! 1 ? � � Ta Reference

CeN i2Ge2 Pc = 0 Log
�
To
T

�
(a) T1:2 [16,17,18,19]

Y bRh2(Si1� xGex)2 xc = 0:05 Log
�
To
T

�
(b) T [20]

Ce(Cu1� xAux)6 xc = 0:016 Log
�
To
T

�
T + c [11,12,13]

CeCu6� xAgx xc = 0:09 Log
�
To
T

�
T1:1 [21]

U2Pt2In Pc = 0 Log
�
To
T

�
T [22]

U2Pd2In Pc < 0 ? T + c [22]

CePd2Si2 Pc > 0 ? T1:2 [16]

CeIn3 Pc > 0 ? T1:5 [14,16]

U3N i3Sn4 Pc > 0 no ? [23]

CeCu2Si2 Pc= 0 no T1:5 [24]

(a) New data[25]show a strongerdivergenceatlowertem peratures,and  � A � B
p
T atinterm e-

diate tem peratures.

(b) Atlow tem peratures, divergesm orerapidly than Log

�
T
To

�

[20].

There are several heavy ferm ion system s that have been tuned to an antiferrom ag-

netic quantum criticalpoint.(See table 1.) Two stoichiom etric heavy ferm ion system s,

CeN i2Ge2[16], U2Pt2In[22]lie alm ost at a quantum criticalpoint at am bient pressure,

whilstthecom poundsCeCu6[13,21]and Y bRh2Si2[20]can betuned to a quantum critical

pointwith a tiny am ountofchem icalpressure,applied by doping. There isa growing list

ofantiferrom agnetic cerium and uranium system sthatcan be driven param agnetic by the

application ofpressure,includingCePd2Si2[14],U2Pd2In[22],CeIn3[14]and CeRh2Si2[26].

Diam ond anvilm ethodsareexpected to substantially add to thislistin thenearfuture.

By its very nature,quantum criticality is hyper-sensitive to disorder,which can never

be totally elim inated [27]. Nevertheless,the quantum criticalpoint in the idealized lim it

ofa perfectly clean system poses an intellectualchallenge in its own right that m ust be

understood before m oving on to the m ore com plex e�ects ofdisorder. W ith this guiding
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philosophy in m ind,wewillnotdiscussthosem aterialsfarfrom stoichiom etry,in which large

inhom ogeneitiesaresuspected.Thediscussion herewillfocuson m aterialsthatareexplicitly

stoichiom etricand tuned tothecriticalpointby pressure,orthosewherecriticalbehavioris

insensitive to whethersm alldoping orpressure wasused to tunethem to criticality.These

m aterialsshow m any com m on properties:

Thekey propertiesofthesecom poundsare:

� Ferm iliquid behaviorin theparam agneticphase.[23,28]Oneoftheclassicfeaturesof

Ferm iliquid behavior,a quadratictem peraturedependenceoftheresistivity � = �o+

AT2 developsateverlowertem peratures,in theapproach to thethe quantum phase

transition,indicating that Ferm iliquid behavior survives right up to the quantum

criticalpoint.

� Divergentspeci�cheatcoe�cientsatthecriticalpoint.In m any cases,thedivergence

displaysa logarithm ictem peraturedependence,

(T)=
Cv(T)

T
= 0log

�
To

T

�

: (2)

Thissuggeststhatthe Ferm item perature renorm alizesto zero and the quasiparticle

e�ective m assesdiverge

T
�
F ! 0;

m �

m
! 1 (3)

atthequantum criticalpointofthesethreedim ensionalm aterials.Furthersupportfor

thisconclusion isprovided by the observation thatthe quadratic coe�cientA ofthe

resistivity growsin the approach to the quantum criticalpoint[22]. Asyethowever,

surprisingly littleisknown aboutthevariation ofthezero-tem peraturelinearspeci�c

heatcoe�cientin theapproach to thequantum criticalpoint.

� Quasi-lineartem peraturedependence in theresistivity

� / T
1+ �

; (4)

with � in the range 0� 0:6. The m ostim pressive resultsto date have been observed

in Y bRh2Si2,where a linearresistivity over three decades develops atthe quantum

criticalpoint[20].
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� Non-Curiespin susceptibilities

�
� 1(T)= �

� 1
0 + cT

a (5)

with a < 1observed in criticalCeCu6� xAux (x=0.1),Y bRh2(Si1� xGex)2 (x=0.05)and

CeN i2Ge2. In criticalCeCu6� xAux,the di�erentialm agnetic susceptibility dM =dB

also exhibitsB =T scaling in theform

(dM =dB )� 1 = �
� 1
0 + cT

a
g[B =T]; (6)

and extensiveinelasticneutron m easurem entsshow thatthedynam icalspin suscepti-

blity exhibitsE =T scaling[29,30]throughouttheBrillouin zone,param eterized in the

form

�
� 1(q;!)= T

a
f(E =T)+ �

� 1
0 (q) (7)

where a � 0:75 and F[x]/ (1� ix)a. Scaling behavior with a single exponent in

them om entum -independentcom ponentofthedynam icalspin susceptibility suggests

an em ergence oflocalm agnetic m om ents which are critically correlated in tim e at

thequantum criticalpoint.E =T and B =T scaling,with unusualexponents,represent

im portantsignaturesofuniversalcriticaluctuations,aswenow discuss.

3. Isthere Universality ata Heavy Ferm ion QCP?

Usually,the physics ofa m etalabove its Ferm item perature depends on the detailed

chem istry and band-structureofthem aterial:itisnon-universal.A divergencein thelinear

speci�cheatofheavy ferm ion system satthequantum criticalpointo�ersthepossibility ofa

very di�erentstateofa�airs,foriftherenorm alized Ferm item peratureT �
F (P)can betuned

tobecom earbitrarilysm allcom pared withthecharacteristicscalesofthem aterial,weexpect

that the \high energy" physics above the Ferm item perature T�
F is itself,universal. This

isan unusualsituation,m ore akin to thatin particle physics. Thispotentialforuniversal

�xed pointphysicsabovetheFerm item peratureisofparticularinterest,forweexpectthat

likea Ferm iliquid,itshould involve a robustsetofuniversalexcitations,orquasiparticles,

describing theem ergenceofm agnetism ,whoseinteractionsand energiesonly depend on the

sym m etry ofthecrystalplusa sm allsetofrelevantparam eters.
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In classicalstatisticalm echanics,universality m anifestsitselfthrough theappearanceof

scaling lawsand criticalexponentsthatare so robustto detailsofthe underlying physics,

thatthey re-occurin such diversecontextsasthecriticalpointofwaterand theCuriepoint

ofa ferrom agnet. Dim ensionality plays a centralrole in this universality. Provided that

the dim ensionality ofthe classicalcriticalpoint lies below its \upper criticaldim ension",

then the therm odynam ics and correlation functions near the criticalpoint are dom inated

by a single length scale. The em ergence ofa single length in the correlation functionsand

therm odynam ics is called \hyperscaling". At the criticalpoint,the Fourier transform ed

correlation function takestheform

S(q)/
1

jq � Q j2� �
; (8)

where Q isthe ordering wavevector. Suppose the system has�nite spatialextentL in one

orm ore directions. Below the upper-criticaldim ension,L is the only spatialscale in the

problem ,and thecorrelation function now developsa�nitecorrelation length � / L,sothat

S(q)=
1

q2� �
F(qL): (9)

whereF(x)isa universalfunction ofdim ensionlessparam eters.Theshort-distancephysics

doesnota�ectthe�nitecorrelation length induced by the�nitesize.

Bycontrast,ifthesystem isabovetheuppercriticaldim ension,thequantum criticalpoint

isno longerdom inated by a singlelength scaleand \naive" scaling lawsinvolvecorrections

associated with the short-range interaction between the criticalm odes. [31]. Forexam ple,

thecriticaltheorygoverningtheliquid gascriticalpoint,thesocalled �4 theoryhasan upper

criticaldim ension du = 4.Above fourdim ensions,theshort-rangeinteractions,denoted by

a param eterU a�ectthe correlation length when the system isnearthe criticalpoint,so

thatnow thecorrelation function abovetheuppercriticaldim ension takestheform

S(q)=
1

q2
F(q�): (10)

wherethecorrelation length isnow m orethan L,determ ined by a function oftheform

�
� 1 = L

� 1
G(U;L) (11)

where G(x)isa dim ensionlessfunction determ ined by theGaussian uctuationsaboutthe

m ean-�eld theory.Indeed,aboved = 4,thescaling dim ensionsofU are[U]= Ld� 4,so that
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U and L m ustenterin thecom bination U=Ld� 4.Detailed calculationsshow thatG / U
1

2,

so that

�
� 1 / L

� 1

�
U

Ld� 4

� 1

2

(12)

abovetheuppercriticaldim ension d = 4.

Universality in the context ofquantum criticality im plies the extension ofthese sam e

principles to the quantum uctuations that develop at a second-order instability in the

ground-state. Quantum criticalbehavior im plies a divergence in both the long distance

and long-tim e correlationsin the m aterial. In quantum statisticalm echanics,tem perature

providesa naturalcuto� tim escale

�T =
�h

kB T
(13)

beyond which coherent quantum processes are dephased by therm aluctuations. W e are

thus dealing with a problem of�nite size scaling in the tim e direction[31]. Ifa quantum

criticalsystem exhibits hyperscaling,then �T m ust set the tem poralcorrelation length �,

i.e � / �T,so thatatthe quantum criticalpointthe correlation functionsin the frequency

dom ain taketheform

F(!;T)=
1

!�
f(!�)=

1

!�
f(�h!=kB T): (14)

Sincedynam icresponsefunctionsatenergy E = �h! aredirectly proportionalto correlation

functions at frequency ! via the uctuation dissipation theorem ,it follows that dynam ic

responsefunctionsataquantum criticalpointbelow itsuppercriticaldim ensionareexpected

to obey E =T scaling[32]

F(E ;T)=
1

E �
f(E =kB T) (15)

Above the upper criticaldim ension,naive scaling no longer applies. In this case the

strength oftheshort-rangeinteractionsbetween thecriticalm odesplay theroleof\danger-

ousirrelevantvariables" which a�ectthe correlation tim e[33]. In a quantum �4 or\Hertz

M illis"�eld theory,[35,36],thetem poralcorrelation tim eabovetheuppercriticaldim ension

takestheform

�
� 1 = �

� 1

T
R(T;U) (16)
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where R(T;U) is a dim ensionless universalfunction. Near a quantum criticalpoint,the

dynam icalcorrelation tim e� scaleswith thespatialcorrelation length � through adynam ical

exponentz such that

�
� 1 / �

� z
: (17)

Fora \HertzM illis" theory ofa criticalspin density wave[35,36],z= 2 and T and U enter

into R as the dim ensionless com bination UT(d+ z� 4)=z = UT
1

2. Furtherm ore,R(X ) / X ,

thus�� 1 � UT3=2 in threespatialdim ensions,corresponding to E =T3=2 scaling[33].

F(E ;T)=
1

E �
f(E �)=

1

E �
f(E =T3=2): (18)

For a generic e�ective Lagrangian !=T scaling will not occur above the upper critical

dim ension[34]. Thus the observation ofE =T scaling in the dynam icalspin susceptibil-

ity indicatesthatthe underlying physicaltheory liesbeneath itsuppercriticaldim ension.

W hatisthisuniversal\non-Ferm iliquid" physics,and whatisthem echanism by which the

m assoftheheavy electronsdivergesin theapproach to theanti-ferrom agneticinstability?

TheexistenceofaFerm iliquid eithersideoftheantiferrom agneticquantum criticalpoint

in heavy ferm ion m aterialsa�ordsa unique perspective on the above question,forittells

usthattheuniversalLagrangian governing thequantum criticality m ust�nd expression in

term sof�eldsthatdescribethequasiparticlesin theFerm iliquid.Ifwewritethelow-energy

physicsoftheFerm iliquid in term sofa Lagrangian,we expectto beableto divide itinto

threeterm s

L = LF + LF � M + LM : (19)

whereLF describesthefreeenergy oftheparam agneticFerm iliquid,farfrom them agnetic

instability:thisterm would involve the short-rangeinteractionsbetween thequasiparticles

and theband-structure.Thelastterm ,LM describesthem agneticexcitationsthatem erge

abovetheenergy scaleT�
F (P)and LF � M describestheway thatthequasiparticlescoupleto

and decay into thesem agneticm odes.W em ay then ask:

1.whatisthenatureofthe quantum �eldsthatcarry them agnetism ,whose activation

atenergy scalesaboveT�
F (P)isdescribed by theLagrangian LM ,and

2.whataretheinteraction term sLF � M thatcouplethelow-energyquasiparticlestothese

universal,high energy excitations?

9



4. Spin Density W avesversusCom posite Quasiparticles

W e shallnow contrasttwo com peting answersto thisquestion,one in which non-Ferm i

liquid behaviorderivesfrom Braggdi�raction oftheelectronso�acriticalspin density wave,

theotherin which thebound-statestructureofthecom positeheavy ferm ionsbreaksdown

attheQCP.

Ifwesuppose�rstthattheQCP isaspin-densitywaveinstability[37]oftheFerm isurface,

then non-Ferm iliquid behaviorresultsfrom the Bragg scattering ofelectronso� a critical

spin density wave. In this\weak-coupling" approach LF � M isa classicalcoupling between

them odesofa spin density waveand theFerm iliquid

L
(1)

F � M
= g

X

k;q

~�� q � ~M q (20)

where~�� q =
P

k
c
y

k� q
~�ck istheelectronicspin density and ~M q representstheam plitudeof

thespin-density wave atwavevectorq.In theparam agneticFerm iliquid,thespin uctua-

tionshavea �nitecorrelation length and correlation tim e:itisthevirtualem ission ofthese

softuctuationsvia theprocess

e
� *) e

� + spin uctuation (21)

thatthen givesriseto m assrenorm alization.Ultim ately,oncethem agneticorderdevelops,

electron Bragg scattering o� thespin density wavecausestheFerm isurfaceto \fold" along

lines in m om entum space. In this picture,the electrons which form the Ferm isurface on

the param agnetic and the antiferrom agnetic side ofthe quantum criticalpointare closely

related to one-another.

The alternative \strong coupling" response to these questionstreatsthe heavy ferm ion

m etals as a Kondo lattice oflocalm om ents[38]. From this perspective, heavy electrons

are com posite bound-states form ed between localm om ents and high energy conduction

electrons. Here, the underlying spinorialcharacter ofthe m agnetic uctuations plays a

centralrolein theform ation ofheavy quasiparticles.Forinstance,theFerm isurfacevolum e,

orLuttingersum rule[39]in theparam agneticphase\counts"boththenum berofconduction

electronsand thenum berofheavy-electron bound-states,given by thenum berofspins:

2
VF S

(2�)3
= ne + nspins (22)

10



where VF S is the volum e ofthe Ferm isurface,ne is the num ber ofconduction electrons

perunit celland nspins is the num ber ofspins perunit cell.[40,41]This scenario departs

fundam entally from thespin-density wave scenario ifwesuppose thatatthecriticalpoint,

thebound-stateswhich characterize theKondo latticedisintegrate.In thiscase,theFerm i
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F.S
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FIG .2:Contrasting theweak,and strong-coupling pictureofan antiferrom agnetic Q CP.

liquid in the param agnetic and m agnetic phases involve di�erent electron quasiparticles.

Theantiferrom agnetinvolvesauid ofconduction electronsim m ersed in alatticeofordered

m om ents. By contrast,the heavy ferm ion param agnetinvolvesquasiparticlesbuiltfrom a

bound statebetween conduction electronsand the localm om ents:them agnetic degreesof

freedom arecon�nedandm anifestthem selvesasnew spinorialdegreesoffreedom .TheFerm i

surface recon�guresatthe QCP to accom odate the changing characterand density ofthe

quasiparticles.From thispointofview,itisnaturalto supposethatthespinorialcharacter

ofthem agneticdegreesoffreedom seen in theheavy ferm ion phasewillalso m anifestitself

in thedecay m odesoftheheavy quasiparticles.Forexam ple,theheavy quasiparticlescould

decay into a neutral\spinon" and a spinless,chargeeferm ion,schem atically e�� *) s� + �� ,
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corresponding to

L
(2)

F � M
= g

X

k;q

[s
y

k� q�
�
y
qck� + H.c];

where syq is a neutralspin-1=2 boson and � a spinless charge e ferm ion,rem iniscent ofa

hole in a Nagaoka ferrom agnet.[42,43]Indeed,ifthe m agnetism entersasa spinorial�eld,

itscoupling to the electron �eld can only occurvia an innerproductoverthe spin indices

asshown in L
(2)

F � M
.Thecollectivem agneticcorrelationsofthespinor�eld obligeusto cast

itasa boson,and likewise,statisticsforcesusto introduce the additionalspinlessferm ion

into thecoupling.In otherwords,theidea thatm agnetism entersinto thedecay m odesas

a spinorial�eld constrainsthecoupling Lagrangian to theaboveform .

In thissecond picture,thescaleT�
F (P)isthethreshold energy abovewhich thecom posite

particlesdecay intotheirconstituentparticlesand m agnetism developsviathecondensation

ofthe spinon �eld. This in turn,transform s the Ferm isurface by opening up a resonant

channelbetween theheavy electronsand thespinlessferm ions.

Letusnow exam inethesealternativesin greaterdetail(see�gure2).

In thespin-density wavepicture,theinternalstructureofthequasiparticlesisunim por-

tant: the physics is entirely described by the interaction between the Ferm isurface and

criticalantiferrom agneticspin uctuations(Fig3(a))Braggreectionso�thesecriticaluc-

tuationsstrongly couplethelinesofexcitationson theFerm isurfacethatareseparated by

thecriticalwavevectorQ .Along thehotlines,theelectron energiesaregiven by

�k = �k� Q = 0: (23)

Beyond thecriticalpoint,theFerm isurfacefoldsalong these\hotlines",pinching into two

separateand sm allerFerm isurfaces,asshown in (Fig 3 (a)).Atthequantum criticalpoint,

quasiparticles along the \hot lines" are critically scattered with divergent scattering rate

and e�ectivem ass.

Thequantum criticalbehaviorpredicted by thism odelhasbeen extensively studied,[35,

36]and thee�ective\Hertz-M illis" action describing thecriticaluctuationstakestheform

LM =
X

i!n

Z
d3q

(2�)3
jM (q;!n)j

2
�
� 1
o (q;!n)+ U

Z

d
3
rd�M (r;�)4 (24)

where

�
� 1
o (q;!n)=

�
(q � Q )2 + �

� 2 + j!nj=�Q
�
�
� 1
0 (25)
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FIG .3: Com peting scenarios for the antiferrom agnetic Q CP in heavy ferm ion m aterials (a)

spin density wave scenario,wheretheFerm isurface\folds" along linesseparated by them agnetic

Q vector,pinching o� into two separate Ferm isurface sheets;(b) sudden recon�guration ofthe

ferm i-surface accom panies break-down of com posite heavy ferm ions. The ferm isurface in the

antiferrom agnetic phaseonly incorporatesthe conduction electrons.

istheinversedynam icalspin susceptibility ofthem agneticuctuations.Thelineardam ping

rate ofthe m agnetic uctuationsisderived from the density ofparticle-hole excitationsin

the Ferm isea. �� 1 � (P � Pc)
1

2 isthe inverse spin correlation length,whilst�� 1 = �Q �
� 2

isthe inverse spin correlation tim e. An im portantfeature ofthis\�4" Lagrangian isthat

the m om entum dependence enterswith twice the powerofthe frequency dependence and

� � �z;where z = 2 (the dynam icalcriticalexponent ofthis theory),so that the tim e

dim ension countsastwo spacedim ensions,and thee�ectivedim ensionality ofthetheory is

D = d+ z = d+ 2 (26)

Assum ing d = 3 in heavy ferm ion system sthen D = 5 exceedstheuppercriticaldim ension

D c = 4 fora �4 theory.Thishasthreeim m ediateconsequences

� the interactionsam ongstthe criticalm odesare \irrelevant",scaling to zero atlarge

scales,sothatthelong-wavelength antiferrom agneticm odesarenon-interactingGaus-
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sian m odes,orover-dam ped \phonons". The absence ofnon-linearitiesin the inter-

actionsm eansthatsingularitiesin them agneticresponse willrem ain con�ned to the

region around the Bragg point,and willnotm anifestthem selvesin the uniform sus-

ceptibility.

� thetem poralcorrelationtim eenteringintothem agneticresponsefunctionswillinvolve

E =T3=2,ratherthan E =T scaling [32](seeearlierdiscussion).

� the correlation functionsand therm odynam icswillnotexhibitanom alousscaling ex-

ponents.

The�rstpointisdi�culttoreconcilewith theobservation ofasingulartem peraturedepen-

dencein theuniform m agneticsusceptibility.Thesecond and third pointsareincom patible

with thedivergenceofthespeci�cheatand theobservation ofE =T scaling with anom alous

exponents[13].Togain m oreinsightintothephysicsthatliesbehind thesedi�culties,letus

exam inethenatureofthespin uctuationspredicted in thispicture.TheGaussian critical

spin uctuationspredicted by the quantum spin density wave picture m ediate an e�ective

interaction given by

Veff(q;!)= g
2

�0

(q � Q )2 � i!

�Q

(27)

In real-space,thiscorrespondsto a \m odulated ",butunscreened Coulom b potential

Veff(r;! = 0)/
1

r
e
iQ � r (28)

The rapid m odulation in the above potentialproducesBragg scattering. Unlike a critical

ferrom agnet,where the singularscattering potentiala�ectsallpointsofthe Ferm isurface,

herethem odulated potentialonly coupleselectron quasiparticlesalong \hotlines" lineson

theFerm isurfacethatareseparated by thewave-vectorQ .

In practice,therm alspin-uctuationsoffrequency ! � kB T areexcited,sothatelectrons

within a strip ofm om entum width

�k �

s

kB T

�Q
(29)

around thehotlinesarestrongly scattered by thecriticaluctuations.Thespin-uctuation

self-energy produced by thesecriticaluctuationsisdenoted by theFeynm an diagram given
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by

�(k;!)= �T
X

q;�

g
2
�o(q;�)G(k � q;! � �) (30)

q

k−qk

where g isthe strength ofthecoupling between spin uctuationsand conduction electrons

and G(k;!)= [! � �k]
� 1 isthe Green function ofthe conduction electrons. Along the hot

lines,thisproducesaM arginalself-energy oftheform �(k hot;!)� !ln[m ax(!;T)=�],giving

riseto a m assrenorm alization with a weak logarithm icdivergence

m �

m
� 1�

@�

@!
� ln(�=T) (31)

Thisweak logarithm icdivergenceonly extendsalong thenarrow \hotband" ofwidth �k �
p
T:elsewhere on the Ferm isurface the electronsare essentially una�ected by the critical

uctuations. For this reason the criticalspin uctuations should only produce a weak

singularity in the speci�c heat, if the quantum criticalbehavior is described by a spin

density wave instability. The residualcontribution to the speci�c heat produced by this

narrow band ofnon-Ferm iliquid behaviorisexpected todepend on
p
T.Thiscan been seen

by noting thatthesingularcontribution to theFreeenergy atthequantum criticalpointis

dueto thegaussian uctuationsofthecriticalantiferrom agneticm odes,given by

Fsing = T
X

i!n

Z
d3q

(2�)3
log[�� 1o (q;!n)]

=

Z
d3q

(2�)3

Z
d�

�

�

n(�)+
1

2

�

tan� 1
�

�=�Q

[(q � Q )2]

�

(32)

By rescaling � = uT and (q � Q )= x

�
T

�Q

� 1

2

,weseethat

Fsing =
T

5

2

�
3

2

Q

Z
d3x

(2�)3

Z
du

2�
[coth(u=2)]tan� 1

h
u

x2

i

(33)

scalesasT5=2,giving riseto a contribution to thelinearspeci�cheatcoe�cient@ 2F=@T2 �
p
T.Thusthespeci�cheatattheQCP ofa criticalthreedim ensionalspin density contains

a singular
p
T com ponent,butitisnotdivergent.
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Som easpectsoftheabovepicturearem odi�ed by disorder.Rosch[44]hasargued thata

disordercan signi�cantly m odify thetransportpropertiesofthespin density wave picture.

Thus in a strictly clean system ,the resistivity should be short-circuited by the electrons

far from the hot lines, giving rise to a T2, rather than a quasi-linear resistivity. High

tem peratures plus disorder give rise to a resistivity dom inated by the average scattering

rate,given approxim ately by a productofthewidth ofthehotlineand thelinearscattering

rate on the hotline (
p
T � T = T1:5). Rosch haspointed outthatthe cross-overbetween

these two lim itsisextrem ely broad,and givesa quasi-linearresistivity. However,thisstill

doesnotaccountforthedivergence ofthespeci�cheatand theE =T scaling.

One proposed resolution to thisparadox isto suppose thatthe spin uctuationsin the

heavy ferm ion quantum criticalsystem s form a two,rather than three dim ensionalspin

uid.If,forexam ple,dueto thee�ectsoffrustration,overtheobserved tem peraturerange,

thespin uctuationswere con�ned to decoupled planesin realspace,then thecriticalspin

physicswould be two-dim ensionaland the e�ective dim ensionality ofthe quantum critical

point would be 2+ z = 4,putting the uctuations at their criticaldim ensionality. This

explanation was �rst advanced by Rosch et alto account forthe logarithm ic dependence

ofthe speci�c heat coe�cient in CeCu 6� xAux,(x=0.1)[48]. Inelastic neutron scattering

experim entson thism aterialdo providecircum stantialsupportforreduced dim ensionality,

showing thatthecriticalscattering appearsto beconcentrated along linear,ratherthan at

point-likeregionsin reciprocalspace[13,48].In an independentdiscussion,M athuretal[14]

havesuggested thatthespinuctuationsinquantum criticalCePd2Si2 andCeGe2N i2 m ight

bedriven to betwo dim ensionalby frustration.

Thistwo-dim ensionalSDW picture,however,cannotexplain theanom alousexponents{

both atand faraway from the ordering wavevectorQ { in the neutron and m agnetization

data.Togetherwith theE =T scaling,theexperim entsinstead suggesta fundam entally new

interacting �xed point.There aretwo approachesin thesearch forsuch a new universality

class. Siet al[45]have recently proposed that quasi-two dim ensionalspin uctuations

interact with the Kondo e�ect to produce a \localquantum criticalpoint " which gives

riseto localized spin uctuationswith criticalcorrelationsin tim ethatexhibitE =T scaling.

This picture raises m any questions. Do the quasi-2D uctuations,seen in CeCu6� xAux,

also occur in the other heavy ferm ion system s with a divergent speci�c heat coe�cient ?

M orem icroscopically,why should quantum criticalheavy ferm ion system shavea tendency
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towardsquasi-two dim ensionalspin uids,when thetransportishighly threedim ensional?

On theotherhand,Colem an,Pepin and Tsvelik[46],advancetheview thattheanom alous

quantum criticalbehaviorseen in thesesystem sisafeatureofatruly threedim ensionalspin

system ,butone governed by a new class ofquantum criticalbehaviorwith uppercritical

dim ension largerthan three. Butthistoo raisesm any questions-in particular-can a �eld

theory ofthe form (19) be found in which the upper criticalspatialdim ension is greater

than three,and whatexperim entalsignatureswould thislead to?

The two issues-whetherthe quantum criticality in heavy ferm ionsisquasi-two dim en-

sionalorpurely three dim ensional,and whether ornotitrepresents a fundam entally new

classofquantum criticalbehavior,lieattheheartofthecurrentdebateaboutthesesystem s.

Experim entally,itrem ainsa task ofhigh priority to exam ine the m om entum distribution

ofthe criticalscattering,and the extent to which E =T scaling prevails,in stoichiom etric

quantum criticalheavy ferm ion system s. M ore detailed inform ation on m anifestly three-

dim ensionalsystem s, such as cubic quantum -criticalCeIn3 would also be usefulin this

respect.

5. Doesthe HallConstantJum p ata QCP?

W e should like to end this discussion by asking what other independent experim ental

signatures,overand beyond thedivergenceofthelinearspeci�cheatand neutron scattering,

can be used to test the m echanism by which the Ferm isurface transform s between the

param agnet and the antiferrom agnet? Here,one ofthe m ost prom ising,but surprisingly,

untested probesistheHallconstant.Ifthesam equasiparticlesareinvolved intheconduction

process on both the param agnetic and the antiferrom agnetic side ofthe quantum critical

point,then we expect the Hallconstantto vary continuously through the quantum phase

transition. Ifby contrast,the entire character ofthe Ferm isurface changes,forinstance,

via thecreation ordestruction offerm ionicresonancesattheFerm ienergy,then weexpect

thatthe Hallconstantwillencountera discontinuity atthe quantum criticalpoint. In the

m ostextrem eexam ple,itm ay even changesign.

To see the logic in thisdiscussion m ore clearly,consider�rstthe case ofa spin density
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wave.In a Boltzm ann transportapproach,theHallconductivity oftheFerm isurfaceis[47]

�xy /

Z

dkz

Z �
v � dv

�2tr(k)

�

(34)

wherev = r kE k isthegroup velocity on theFerm isurface.Theaboveintegralcorresponds

to theaveragearea sweptoutby thegroup-velocity vectoraround theFerm isurface.W hen

thespin density wave develops,Bragg reectionscausetheFerm isurfaceto fold and pinch

into two separate sheets,asillustrated in Fig. 3. The group-velocity on the two separate

Ferm isurfacesthatdevelop isdeterm ined by therenorm alized energy

E
�

k
=
1

2
(�k + �k+ Q )�

r
��k � �k+ Q

2

�2
+ g2M 2

Q
(35)

where� referstothedispersion on thetwo separatesheets,M Q isthestaggered m agnetiza-

tion atwavevectorQ and �k isthequasiparticledispersion in theheavy ferm iliquid.Notice

thataway from thehotlines,thechangein thegroup velocity induced by them agneticor-

derissecond orderin thestaggered m agnetization and thatfurtherm ore,theFerm isurface

volum eisconserved through thetransition

�v FS = 0

r kE
�

k
= r k�k + O (M 2

Q ) (36)

Away from the hot lines we also expect the scattering rate to change no faster than the

square ofthe m agnetization. Nearthe quantum criticalpoint,the Ferm isurface becom es

increasingly sharp in thevicinity ofthehotlineswhich develop into \corners" oftheFerm i

surface.(Fig.4.) Approaching thequantum criticalpointfrom them agneticside,theHall

conductivity can bedivided into two parts

�xy �

�Z

sheets

dkz +

Z

corners

dkz

� Z �
v � dv

�2tr(k)

�

(37)

The contribution to thisintegralfrom the \sheets" ofthe Ferm isurface converge to that

ofthe param agnetic Ferm iliquid. The corners ofthe Ferm isurface correspond to saddle

pointsin theelectron dispersion,and closeto thequantum criticalpointthecornerregions

on the two daughterFerm isurfacesare exactm irrorim agesofone-anotherwith identical

scattering ratesbutequaland opposite group velocitiesand m asstensors: forthisreason

thecontributionsto theHallconductivity from thesaddlepointregion ofoneFerm isurface

identically cancelthecorresponding contribution from thecornersofthesecond.(Fig 4(c))
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FIG .4: Ferm isurface in (a)param agnetic phaseand (b)spin density wave phase,showing how

regions1-4 have folded and pinched to form two new Ferm isurfaces. (c)Expanded detailofthe

\corners" ofthe Ferm isurface in the vicinity ofthe saddle point along the hot line. Points P

and P 0,Q and Q ’correspond to quasiparticles with the sam e group velocity and scattering rate,

butequaland opposite e�ective m asses.Thusthe integrals
RQ
P
dl� l= �

RP 0

Q 0 dl� land the total

contribution to the Hallconductivity from thecornersoftheFerm isurfacesidentically cancel.

In the rem aining portionsofthe Ferm isurface,the change in the quasiparticle energy and

group velocity isproportionalto M Q .Since thechange in dispersion ofthe electronsaway

from thehotlinesisdependenton thesquareofthem agnetization,weexpectthechangein

theHallconstanttogrow quadratically with thestaggered m agnetization aquantum critical

pointisdriven by di�raction o� a spin density wave.

�R H / M
2

Q ; (S:D :W :) (38)

which in the sim plestm odels,with M Q / jP � Pcj
1

2 would im ply a jum p in dR H =dP,but

no jum p in R H .Thecontinuity oftheHallconstantin thisscenario isa directconsequence

ofthecontinuity in thequasiparticlecharacter,through thetransition.

Bycontrast,ifabreak-down ofcom positeheavyferm ionsdevelopsatthequantum critical

point,then weexpectthem oreabruptchangesin theFerm isurfaceto m anifestthem selves

in theHallconstant.In thesim plestpossiblem odelsofheavy electron behavior,thequasi-

particles in the Kondo lattice param agnetare holes with a Hallconstant thatisopposite

in sign to theconduction electronsfrom which they areform ed.Ifthechange in character

from conduction electron toheavy electron weretotakeplaceatthequantum criticalpoint,

the Hallconstantm ightnotjustjum p-itcould even change sign atthe quantum critical

point.To em phasizethism orefully,considerthefollowing toy m odelin which thespinorial

19



characterofthem agnetism appearsin LF M ,

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + g

X

k;q

[s
y

k� q�
�
y
qck� + H.c]+ �

X

k

�
y

k
�k + LM [s];

where� isthechem icalpotentialofthespinlessferm ions.Antiferrom agnetism resultsfrom

a condensation ofthespinorial�eld,hsq�i=
p
2M Q z��q� �Q =2,so thatthee�ectivee�ective

Ham iltonian takestheform

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + g

p
M Q

X

k�

[�
y

k� �Q =2
ck� + H.c]+ �

X

k

�
y

k
�k + LM [s]: (39)

Oncethem agnetization develops,thethehybridization with the� ferm ionshastwo e�ects.

First,itchangesthedispersion oftheup and down spin quasiparticlesaccording to

!
(� )

k
=
�k + �

2
�

q

[(�k � �)=2]2 + g2M Q : (40)

Notice thatthe change in the dispersion isnow �rstorderin the m agnetization. Second,

the staggered m agnetization induced by the condensation ofthe spin-bosonscausesBragg

di�raction which m ixesup and down bandsto producing ferm ionswith dispersion E k de-

term ined from therootsoftheequation

Y

�

(E � !
(� )

k
)(E � !

(� )

k+ Q
)= (g2M Q )

2 (41)

Therearetwom ain consequencesofthedisintegration oftheheavy ferm ions-�rst,theFerm i

surfacevolum enow hastochangetoaccom odatetheresonancesform ed bythedisintegration

oftheheavy electronsand second,thechangein thedispersion is�rstorderin thestaggered

m agnetization:

�vFS = n�=2

r kE k = r �k + O (M Q ) (42)

Supposethespinlessferm ionsarein equilibrium with theheavy quasiparticlesattheFerm i

surface,so that the chem icalpotential� = 0 at the quantum criticalpoint,in this case

n� startsoutwith a �nite value,and the Ferm isurface volum e jum psatthe transition. If

by contrast,� 6= 0 at the transition,then n� would start out from zero,but the change

in the dispersion would stillbe �rst order in the staggered m agnetization. In the form er
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scenario,theHallconstantjum psatthetransition,whereasin thelatteritevolvesin direct

proportion to thechangein thestaggered m agnetization.Sum m arizing:

�R H /

8
<

:

O (1) (� = 0)

M Q (� 6= 0)
(com positeheavy ferm ions) (43)

Them ain point(Table2.) isthat,a largediscontinuity in thegradientorjum p in theHall

constantisexpected in a picturewherethequantum criticalpointinvolvesa break-down of

com positeheavy ferm ions,whereasaspin density wavepicturepredictsacontinuouschange

in theHallconstantwith a �nitejum p in dR H =dP atthequantum criticalpoint.

6. Conclusion

To conclude,wehavediscussed thechallengeposed by theapparantdivergencein quasi-

particle m asses that appears to develop at a heavy ferm ion quantum criticalpoint. W e

have em phasized in som e length how thisposessevere di�cultiesfora m odelbased on the

developm entofa spin density waveinstability.
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RΗ

Pc

M = 0

P

M = 0

Η     
α  R        M  ~ |P − P  |

2
c∆

ΗR   =  0∆ ,   λ = 0

P

Pc

M = 0

M = 0

M = 0

Pc

P

M = 0

Η     
α  R        M  ~ |P − P  |c

1/2
∆ , λ =  0

S. D. W.

Mechanism

Breakdown

of composite

Fermions

Table 2. Variation ofthe Hallconstant expected in a spin density wave scenario,and a

scenariowherethecom positeheavy ferm ionsdisintegrateatthequantum criticalpoint.For

the purposesofillustration,itisassum ed thatthe m agnetization growsasthe square-root

ofthecontrolparam eter,M /
p
jP � Pcj.

Thishassetthe ground fora lively debate on two di�erentfronts. Firstand forem ost,

do theexperim entsrequire a m orecom plete break-down in quasiparticle physicsthan that

expected from a quantum spin density wave instability? Second,are the quantum critical

uctuationsquasi-two dim ensionalin character,oristhequantum criticalbehaviorsignala

new classofthree dim ensionalquantum criticality? Itishoped thatthese discussionswill

stim ulatefurtherexperim entalwork .In particular,furtherexperim entalclari�cation would

beim m ensely usefulin two separaterespects:

� Further evidence for the divergence ofthe linear speci�c heat and the collapse of

the Ferm item perature neara heavy ferm ion quantum criticalpointisneeded. M ore

directspeci�cheatcapacity m easurem entsand furtherm easurem entsofthequadratic
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coe�cientoftheresistivity in theapproach to thequantum criticalpointwould help

to elucidatethisissue.

� Carefulexam ination oftheevolution oftheHallconstantataheavy ferm ion quantum

criticalpointwillprovidethem eanstocheck directly whethertheFerm isurface\folds

and pinches" undertheinuenceofBragg di�raction o� a spin density wave,with no

discontinuity in theHallconstant,orwhetheritundergoesafundam entaltransform a-

tion due the introduction ofnew ferm ionic resonancesinto the Ferm isea,producing

a jum p in theHallconstant.
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