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A bstract

W e review the anom alous properties of heavy ferm ion com pounds like CeCug x Aux or CeM Ins close to a zero
tem perature phase transition called a quantum critical point. A nom alous behavior of the resistivity, soeci c heat
and m agnetic properties observed in various com pounds suggests a fundam ental breakdown of the Fem i liquid
theory. Recent m easurem ents on YbRh,S%, eld-tuned through the quantum critical point, provide interesting
insights on the evolution of the Femm iliquid close to criticality. W e discuss the possibility of a kind of spin-charge
separation at the quantum critical point and m ake som e rem arks about its possible link w ith the underscreened

K ondo m odel
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1. Experim entaloverview and theoretical
insights

1.1. experim ents

Ferm i liquid theory [l], developed by Landau in
the m id 1950’s, provides the foundation for much of
our current understanding of electron uids. A ccord—
ing to the Landau Ferm iLigquid theory (LFL),them o—
dynam ic and transport properties of a m etal at very
Iow tem peratures are described in tem s of weakly in—
teracting fermm ions, or \Landau quasiparticles" . Lan-
dau quasiparticles consist of electrons, surrounded by
a cloud of spin and charge polarization. They share
the sam e quantum num bers as free electrons but their
m asses can be strongly renom alized by the back ow
ofthe surrounding uid.A striking exam ple ofthe ro—
bustness of the LF L is provided by heavy fermm ion be-
havior, where the e ective m ass of the quasiparticles
can be hundreds of tin es greater than that of a bare
electron .T hephysicalpropertiesofthis uid follow cer—
tain characteristic power-law dependences on tem per—
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ature.For exam ple, the speci ¢ heat has a linear tem —
perature dependence, the resistivity a quadratic one.
A widebody ofexperim entalresuls show thatwhen
heavy ferm jon m aterdals are tuned to a zero tem pera—
ture antiferrom agnetic transition, their physical prop—
erties depart qualitatively from LFL theory. T here is
a grow ing list of heavy electron m aterials that can be
tuned into the quantum critical point by, either alloy—
ing, such as CeCus x Aux R] or the layered m aterials
CeM Ins [3],through the direct application ofpressure,
asin case ofC eIns [4]orC eP d; S iz B, orvia the appli-
cation ofam agnetic eld,asin thecaseofY blRh,Si; [6].
At the quantum criticalpoint (Q CP) the key proper—
ties suggesting a breakdown ofthe Ferm iliquid are:

{ thespeci cheatcoe cientsdivergeattheQ CP [7{9].
Form ost cases the divergence displays a logarithm ic
tem perature dependence
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This in plies that the the quasiparticle m ass di-
verges and the Fem item perature goes to zero at a
QCP.
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{ a quasilinear tem perature dependence of the resis-
tivity, contrasting w ith the quadratic dependence of
theFL [5,6,10].
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wih in the range of 0 0:#%. Several com pounds
Including YbRh,;S% [L1]and CeCug x Aux [P] have
perfectly linear resistivity, a property rem iniscent of
the nom alphase ofhigh tem perature superconduc—
tors.

{ the spin susceptbilities acquire anom alous expo-—
nents

1
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wih a < 1 for CeCus.9Aup.1, YORh; (Si x Gex)2
x = 005 and CeNiGe; Bb]. In the case of
CeCus x Auy [O] m agnetization m easurem ents re—
vealthat at nite eldsH ,the di erentialm agnetic

susceptibility exhbits exhibits H =T scaling. Neu-
tron scattering m easurem ents on the sam e m aterial
O] revealthepresence of ! =T scaling in the dynam ic
soin sysceptibility, which m ay be cast into the form

Y@= f@+ @+ T ®)
where the function f (g) vanishes in the vicinity of
the ordering wave vector. The g independence of
second tem suggests a localorigin to thedam ping of
the criticalspin uctuations, an observation thathas
stin ulated recent e orts to develop a selfconsistent
Jocally quantum —criticalm odelofthe heavy electron
QCP.[l2] Rem arkably, a single exponent a 0:75
govems both the H =T and !=T scaling.The pres—
ence of the anom alous exponent a suggests that the
Interaction am ongst the quantum criticalm odeshas
renom alized to strong coupling. T his fact ism ade
clearby the scaling laws in ! =T and H =T .Thistype
of \naive" scaling property (quantities scale accord—
ing to their din ensions) is the halim ark ofa system

Iying below itsupper critical din ension.[13]

12. K ey theoretical insights

The experin ental observations at criticality sug-
gest an underlying universality in the physics. [13].
T he ability to express the dynam ical susceptibbility of
Cus:9AUp:;; In term sofa scaling function ¥ (! =T ;B =T)
and the observation that the e ective Fem item pera—
ture Ty renom alizes to zero at the Q CP, both suggest
that underlying physics at the Q CP is scale invariant.
In this situation, we expect that the physical proper—
tiesw illbe lndependent ofthem icroscopic scales ofthe
m aterial-they are universal.

M oreover, the cbservation of anom alous exponents
in the m agnetic susceptibility, the transport and ther-
m odynam ic properties are evidence that the quantum
critical physics m ay be described by an e ective the—
ory whose coupling constants ow to strong coupling.
In particular the e ective critical Jagrangian m ust lie
below itsupper critical din ension.

1 3. Spin density wave scenarios

T he constraints at criticality enable us to rule out
the 3D sgpoin density wave (SDW ) theoretical sce—
nario [14,15] for the heavy electron quantum critical
point ( gurel,left).In this scenario, m agnetism devel-
ops by the spin polarization of the Fem i surface and
non-Fem i liquid NFL) behavior results from Bragg
di raction ofelectronso quantum criticalspin uctu-—
ationsin them agnetization.A sshown in gurel,three
din ensional spin  uctuations only couple strongly to
electrons along \hot lines" of the Ferm i surface, sep-
arated by the wave vector Q of the antiferrom agnetic
order.T heterm \hot lines" refersto thek pointson the

Hot regions

Fig.1l. Com parison between the 3D SDW Femm isurface topol-
ogy (left), where hot lines are separated by the scattering w ave
vectorQ and the 2D SDW scenario where a nite part ofthe
Fem isurface is \hot" at T = 0.

Fem isurface which are coupled them agnetic uctua-
tionsat zero tem perature.T hely idth ofthehot linesin—
creases w ith tem perature like (T ).On the hot lines,
the electrons are strongly perturbed by the m agnetic

uctuations and their life tin e is strongly suppressed.
M ore precisely in three dim ensions the in aginary part
of the selfenergy varies lke g ! . Their e ective
m assexperiences a logarithm ical increase w ith tem per—
ature.Away from the hot lineshow ever, the scattering
of the electrons o the criticalm odes is strongly sup—
pressed — the m agnetic uctuations getting m assive.
W ithin the 3D SDW scenario, the hot lines are not
w ide enough to destabilize the F L theory. In this situ—
ation, the critical contributions to the free energy and
the speci c heat coe cient are given by

_ g
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W hen the tem perature is driven to zero at criticality,
the system eventually ow stowardstheFL xedpoint,
keeping the universalexponents of the FL theory.

In order to account for the properties at critical-
ity, one can im agine that the spin uid ism agnetically
frustrated, dividing into layers of decoupled plans. In



this scenario, the 2D SDW [16,17], the dim ension of
the spin uid (2D ) is lower than the one of the con-
duction electrons (3D ).W ithin this assum ption a -
nite region of the Fem i surface is hot, as shown in
gure 1, right. T his intuitively corresponds to an \in—
nite" width of the hot lines. This situation—a fully
anisotropic m agnet—, while di cul to realize experi-
m entally, is strong enough to destabilize the FL the—
ory, accounting for the logarithm ic divergence of the
speci ¢ heat coe cient with tem perature as well as
the linear in T resistivity.T wo In portant rem arks are
due here. F irst, this scenario is rem arkably sensitive
to m agnetic anisotropy. If the 2D spin uid retains a
an all interplane coupling, then Fem i liquid behavior
w ill recover at tem perature scales sm aller than the in—
terlayer coupling. T he second com m ent relates to the
uppercriticaldin ension.C lose to an antiferrom agnetic
instability at zero tem perature, the system experiences
strong uctuations In tin e which scale w ith respect to
the length lke ? . z is the dynam ical exponent
oftheQ CP, and isequalto 2 for the antiferrom agnet.
Thee ectivedin ension ofthe system isnow D = d+ z,
where d is the num ber of spacial din ensions for the
soin uid.In the2D SDW scenario,D = 2+ 2= 4 s0
the e ective lJagrangian lies at its upper criticaldin en—
sion, Im plying m arginal coupling constants. T his fea—
ture wouldn’t be enough to account for the anom alous
exponents observed in the m agnetic susceptibility.

2. A study ofY bRh;Si;:the breakdown ofthe
2D SDW scenario

In the next section, we would like to discuss new
insights into the the m echanisn by which the heavy
quasiparticle m ay disintegrate at the Q CP, revealed
by recent studies ofthe com pound YbRh; (Si x Gex )2
[18,19]. The undoped (x = 0) com pound lies rem ark—
ably close to a Q CP, w ith a tiny antiferrom agnetic or-
dering tem perature Ty = 70m K [L1] that can be sup—
pressed to zero by a sm allm agnetic eld of just B =
0:06T perpendicularto the easy axis.By allow ing tiny
am ount of Gem anium into the crystal, it is possible
to ne-tune the Neeltem perature Ty and the critical
eld B . to zero, w ithout appreciably increasing thedis—
order In the m aterdial. T he m aterials can then be con—
trollably driven back into the FL state by application
ofa am allm agnetic eld.

21. The uptum in the speci c heat

Several unusual features are revealed at criticality.
In addition to the previously ocbserved logarithm ic in—
creasew hen low ering the tem perature, the speci cheat

coe cient show sastronguptumbelow 30m K ( gure
2).The electronic nature the uptum hasbeen checked

rst by carefully rem oving the nuclear contribution,
second by the observation that undera sm allm agnetic

eld, the electronic contribution in the FL phase grad—
ually saturates the uptums, as one gets closer to the
QCP. Such an uptum of electronic nature reveals a

Fig. 2. Strong uptum in the speci c heat coe cient of
YbRhy (S xGey), for x = 0:05 [19]. O ne observes how the
uptum 1s in as one reaches the Q CP by decreasing the ap—
plied m agnetic eld.

strong departure from any SDW scenario, where the

m axin um possble increase of the speci ¢ heat coe -

cient is logarithm ic.M ore speci cally, the behavior of
can be cast into the form

(T;B)=B (B—) (7)
w ith 033 and 1. is a scaling function of
the tem perature and the m agnetic eld. The form of
(7) is rem arkable In m any respects. It reveals that two
energy scalesgovem thebehaviorofthe electrons in the
FL phase.A rst energy scale Tr is associated to the
Inverse ofthe density of states. T he second energy scale
Ty B ), characteristic of the excitations of the system
appears in the scaling function .These two energies
vary w ith the applied m agnetic eld as ollow s:

Tr B and To®) B 8)

The scaling form (7) of ensuresthat at zerom agnetic

ed (T;B = 0)/ T ~ .Since the exponent is
an aller than one, no residual entropy is sitting at the
QCP.

2 2. KadowakiW oods ratio isweakly eld dependent

An altemative way of Investigate the scattering be-
haviorattheQ CP isto approach it from theFL phase,
gradually reducing the applied m agnetic eld towards
its critical value B.. Away from criticality, the resis—
tivity isquadmtic  (T)= (T) o=AB)T° (o



is the residual resistivity), below a characteristic tem —
perature T .T he tem perature at which the T 2 pehav-
jor, characteristic of the Landau FL theory appears,
sets the crossover between the heavy fermm ion regim e
and the quantum critical regin e. Inside the FL phase,
even though the quantum uctuations are not strong
enough to destabilize the FL, the electron undergoes
virtualscattering o the criticalm agneticm odes. T he
variation of A B ) close to the QCP provides insight
into these virtualexcitations. Initialm easurem ents on
gem inium doped YR h;Si; x Gex show thatA B)
1=B B.) in the approach to the QCP.Over a wide
range of eld, the KadowakiW oods ratio is found to
be approxin ately constant, w ith a value

58 K ‘mol=J 9)

is found to agree w ithin 40% w ith the em piricalK ad—
owakiW oods ratio. M ore recent m easurem ents closer
totheQ CP show a slow uptum in K at very sm allval-
ues of B B.. [19]Constancy ofthe K adow akiwoods
ratio in plies that the transport scattering rate scales
strictly with the square of the renom alized Ty B ) of
theheavy electron uid.A truly eld independentK ad—
owakiW oods ratio would indicate that them om entum
dependence ofthe scattering am plitude doesnot renor—
malizewih T, B).

23. The 2D SDW scenario is rulkd out

This set of data allow s us to rule out the 2D SDW
scenario. W hile the 2d SDW scenario leads to the re—
sultdA / 1=B8 B.) as observed experin entally, the
soft 2D spin uctuations produce only a sm all renor—
m alization in the heavy electron density of statesw ith

/ Inl=@B B.).Thiswould give a strongly diver—
gent K adowaki W oods ratio in the approach to the
QCP:Kspw / 1= B Bc)I®*® B.) .Theweak

eld dependence oftheK adow akiW oods ratio suggests
that the m ost singular quasiparticle scattering am pli-
tudes have a far weaker m om entum dependence than
expected In a spin density wave scenario.

3. The breakup ofthe heavy electron-is there
a preform ed K ondo e ectattheQCP?

The study of YbRh; (S x Get) reveals a very un—
usual property. W hilke the speci c heat coe cient ex-—
periences a strong uptum below T = 30m K , there is
no re ection ofthis sudden loss ofentropy in the trans—
port properties: the resistivity stays lnear in T for
the whole tem perature regin e. T his suggests that the
degrees of freedom associated w ith the uptum in the

speci ¢ heat are not involved in the charge transport.
W hat is the origin ofthis separation?

One of the challenges here is to understand the
clear separation betw een the single ion K ondo tem per—
ature Tk ,which clearly rem ains nieattheQCP,and
the renom alized T; B ) which is driven continuously
to zero. Burdin et al.R0] have suggested the analogy
w ith pre-fom ed pairs in a superconductor, according
to which Tk is the tem perature at which pre-form ed
Jocal K ondo singlets develop and Ty is the scale at
which phase coherence sets In to form m obile quasi-
particles. By analogy one can consider the QCP in
heavy ferm ions as a king of preform ed scenario for the
Kondo e ect. In such a picture, the presence of very
strong antiferrom agnetic uctuations close to a QCP
dephases the heavy ferm ion com posite quasiparticles
at increasingly low tem peratures, as one gets closer to
the QCP.Eventually at the QCP the coherence tem —
perature isdriven to zero, kading to the disintegration
of the heavy com posite electron.
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