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A nom alous speci�c heat jum p in the heavy ferm ion superconductor C eC oIn5
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(M arch 22,2024)

W e study the anom alously large speci� c heat jum p and its system atic change with pressure in

CeCoIn5 superconductor. Starting with the generalfree energy functionalofthe superconductor

fora coupled electron boson system ,we derived the analytic resultofthe speci� c heatjum p ofthe

strong coupling superconductivity occurring in the coupled electron boson system .Then using the

two com ponent spin-ferm ion m odelwe calculate the speci� c heat coe� cient C (T)=T both for the

norm aland superconducting states and show a good agreem ent with the experim ent ofCeCoIn5.

O urresultalso clearly dem onstrated thatthespeci� c heatcoe� cientC (T)=T ofa coupled electron

boson system can befreely interpreted asa renorm alization eitheroftheelectronicorofthebosonic

degreesoffreedom .

PACS num bers:74.20,74.20-z,74.50

The superconductivity (SC) in CeM In5 (M = Co,Rh,

Ir) heavy ferm ion (HF) series com pounds1;2 provides

valuableinform ation aboutthesuperconductivity nearby

apossiblequantum criticalpoint(Q CP)duetotheexcel-

lent tunability with pressure and m agnetic � elds3. Be-

sides a com plicated phase diagram due to a com pete-

tion/interplay between them agnetism and superconduc-

tivity,thesuperconducting propertiesaswellasthenor-

m alstate onesaround the Q CP exhibitvariousanom a-

lous behaviors such as non-Ferm iliquid (NFL) power

law oftem peraturein theresistivity,pseudogap behavior

abovethesuperconducting criticaltem perature,thecon-

tinuousevolving from thesecond orderto the� rstorder

phase transition ofthe superconductivity with m agnetic

� elds,etc3.

In a recent paper4 we proposed the two-com ponent

spin-ferm ion m odelas a generic pairing m echanism of

this series of com pounds CeM In5. In this work, it is

shown thatsom e ofthe standard featuresofthe d-wave

superconductivity m ediated by m agnetic
 uctuationsbe-

com esstrongly m odi� ed in the vicinity ofthe m agnetic

criticalpoint. Indeed it is very naturalto expect that

such a strongly coupled ferm ion-boson superconductiv-

ity showsvariousanom aliesdeviating from thestandard

weak orstrong coupling theory ofsuperconductivity5.

In thispaperwestudy anom alousproperty ofthespe-

ci� c heatcoe� cient C (T)=T in CeCoIn5. Sparn etal.6

m easured C (T)=T ofCeCoIn5 with varying pressureand

also with applying m agnetic� elds.The key � ndingsare

that(1)suppressing the superconductivity with 8 Tesla

� elds C (T)=T show lnT divergence down to 0.4 K ;(2)

without the m agnetic � elds the sam e sam ple becom es

superconducting at 2.3 K with the speci� c heat jum p

ratio � C (T)=C (T)� 5,which isa huge jum p consider-

ing C (Tc)=Tc � 400m J=K 2m ol;(3)with applying pres-

sureTc gradually increasesto 2.8 K atthepressureof15

kbarbutthe jum p ratio � C (T)=C (T)dropsdrastically.

W e think thispeculiar behavior isanother m anifestation

ofthe criticalm agnetic 
uctuations m ediated supercon-

ductivity. The huge speci� c heat jum p,indicating the

steep drop oftheentropy below Tc,isactually consistent

with thespin-ferm ion m odelifweconsiderthatthecrit-

icalm agnetic 
 uctuationsin this m odelisgenerated by

the ferm ionic particle-hole excitations,which should be

gapped below Tc.Thism eansthatbelow Tc notonly the

ferm ions su� er the entropy drop by developing pairing

correlationbutalsothespin 
 uctuationsshould su� erthe

entropydrop,which add up tom akealargerspeci� cheat

jum p.Aswillbeshown below,however,thisphenom ena

is actually very generalso that it should occur even in

theelectron-phonon m ediated superconductors.Therea-

son why itisphenom enalin CeCoIn5 issim ply because

the coupling offerm ion-boson is strong and in particu-

larthe resulting bosonic m ode isnearcritical. There is

a recent work7 addressing the sam e problem as in this

paper,but proposing a di� erent m echanism for the en-

hanced � C (T)=C (T).

W estartwith thegeneralfreeenergy functionalofthe

twocom ponentspin-ferm ion m odel,which isnothingbut

thesam eform astheoneforelectron-phonon m odel8{10.


total= 
fer + 
spin + 
int (1)

= �
T

V

X

P

[ln(� �(P ))+ 2�1(P )G (P )� 2�2(P )F (P )]

+ (
3

2

T

V
)
X

q

[ln(� D �1 (q)+ �(q)D (q)]

+ (T=V )2
X

P;P
0

�
2

P �P
0[G (P )D (P � P

0

)G (P
0

)

� F (P )D (P � P
0

)F (� P
0

)] (2)

where P = (~p;i!n);q = (~q;i
n);!n = �T(2n + 1);
n =

�T(2n),and G (P )= (i!n + �p+ �1(� P ))=�(P ),F (P )=

� �2(� P )=�(P ),�(P )= (i!n � �p � �1(P ))(i!n + �p +

�1(� P ))� j�2(P )j
2,respectively. Finally,the dressed

spin propagatoris written asD �1 (q)= D
�1
0
(q)� �(q).


fer;
spin,and 
int arejustapparentseparation ofthe

totalfree energy but the literalm eaning ofthem isnot

necessarily correctas willbe clearlater. The notations
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are standard10,and the one im portantdi� erence isthat

D 0(q)isnotexplicitly de� ned in thespin-ferm ion m odel

in contrasttotheelectron-phononcase,butonlythetotal

spin propagatorisde� ned phenom enologicallyasfollows.

D (q)=
D 0

[1� D 0�(q)]
=

D 0

I(T)+ A(~q� ~Q )2 + j
nj=�
:

(3)

whereI(T)de� nesthedistancefrom them agneticquan-

tum criticalpoint (Q CP) and A and � are the coe� -

cientsdeterm ined by the Ferm iliquid param etersofthe

ferm ion sector11. The e� ective spin correlation length

and the relaxationalenergy scale are �2 = A=I(T) and

!sf = � � I(T),respectively,and the m om enta ~q and~Q

areassum ed to bein thetwodim ensions12.W etake� as

the unitenergy scalein ournum ericalcalculations.The

barespin propagatorD 0 isassum ed to betrivialregard-

ing the criticallow energy behavior and taken to be a

constant. As usual,the above free energy functionalis

constructed in such way thatitisstationary with respect

tothevariationsof�1;2 and � alaLuttinger-W ard8 with

thefollowing de� nitions.Thisproperty ofthefunctional

isvery im portantand utilized critically in ourpaper.

�1(P )=
T

V

X

P
0

�
2

P �P
0G (P

0

)D (P � P
0

); (4)

�2(P )=
T

V

X

P
0

�
2

P �P
0F (P

0

)D (P � P
0

); (5)

�(P )= �
2

3

T

V
�

X

P

�
2

q[G (P + q)G (P )� F (P + q)F (� P )]: (6)

Now following Ref[10], neglecting the m om entum de-

pendence of �1;2 and using the de� nitions, �1(P ) =

i!n(1� Z(!n));and � (!n)= �2(P )=Z(!n);we obtain

afterthe m om entum integration the following.


fer + 
int = � T � N (0)� �

X

!n

[(Z(!n)+ 1)
p
� 2 � (i!n)

2 �
� 2

p
� 2 � (i!n)

2
] (7)

Note that the above equation didn’t include the 
spin

term yet13.Butdueto thestationary property oftheto-

talfreeenergyfunctionalasm entioned above,thespeci� c

heatjum p acrossthesuperconductingtransition with the

changesof�
(n)

1
! �

(s)

1
and �(n) ! �(s) issolely deter-

m ined by Eq.(7)with Z(!n)= Z (n)(!n)atT = Tc.

The Eq(7) can be written after the M atsubara fre-

quency sum m ation using the contourintegration as


fer + 
int = N (0)

Z 1

0

d�[(Z + 1)! � Z
� 2

!
]� tanh(

!

2T
); (8)

where!2 = �2 + � 2 and thespeci� cheatiscalculated at

T = Tc as

C (T)=T = (Z + 1)N (0)
�2

3
+
ZN (0)

Tc
(�

@� 2

@T
) (9)

This is our key result in this paper and we can read

thespeci� cheatjum p ratio as
� C (T )

C (T )
= Z

Z + 1
�
� @ � 2

@ T
=Tc

�2=3

13.

W eseefrom thisform ula thatthejum p ratio ism odi� ed

with the norm alself-energy renorm alization factor Z

Z + 1
,

which is 1

2
in the BCS lim itwith Z = 1 and can have a

m axim um value1 in thelim itofZ(T)! 1 .Apparently
Z

Z + 1
! 1 istheproperlim itforCeCoIn5 and som eother

heavy ferm ion com poundsexhibiting a large C (T)=T at

low tem perature.W esum m arizetheconsequencesofthis

form ula:(1)The jum p ratio atm ostcan be doubled to

theBCS ratioassum ing @�
2

@T
isthesam eastheBCS lim it,

i.e.9:42Tc;(2)Apparently thesteeperslopeof� (T)can

contributean extraenhancem entto thejum p ratio.And

since ourform ula isan exactresult,thisform ula can be

utilized to estim atethetem peratureslopeof� (T)atTc

from the experim ental
� C (T )

C (T )
in the lim it of Z

Z + 1
! 1;

(3) Finally,the interpretation ofthe large C (T)=T and

its enhanced jum p ratio from the heavily renorm alized

ferm ionic quasiparticle due to the scattering from the

m agnetic 
 uctuations seem s to be legitim ate,ifwe can

neglectthe contribution from 
boson
13.

Now in order to calculate Ctotal(T) above and below

Tc,weneed to calculate�
(n);(s)

1;2 with a given D (q)(n);(s).

Butwe found a m ore convenientway to proceed asfol-

lows.Adding
int term to
spin exactlycancelsthecum -

bersom eterm �(q)D (q)as


spin + 
int = (
3

2
T=V )

X

q

[ln(� D �1 (q)]: (10)

Furtherm ore,
fer term alone,afterthe sam e m anip-

ulationsused forEq.(7)and Eq.(8),becom es


fer = � T � N (0)� �
X

!n

[2
p
� 2 � (i!n)

2 � 2
� 2

p
� 2 � (i!n)

2
]

= N (0)

Z 1

0

d� 2! � tanh(
!

2T
): (11)

A di� erentorganization greatly sim pli� es
fer so that

all the renorm alization e� ect due to the interaction

m iraculouslydropsand furtherm oretheexplicit� (T)de-

pendentterm allcancelsoutin the� nalresultofEq.(11).

This am azing result is actually the consequence ofthe

Eliashberg free energy functionalbuiltwith the station-

ary property with respect to the variations ofthe self-

energies. Considering that the Eliashberg free energy

functionalis not the exact free energy functionalbut a

consistentapproxim atefunctionalequivalentto the self-

consistentBorn approxim ation fortheferm ionicpartand

the random phaseapproxim ation (RPA)forthe bosonic

part,the exactness ofEq.(9)and Eq.(11)has a lim ited

2



m eaning.Nevertheless,besidestheaccuracy ofthisfunc-

tionaltheinsightfulreasonforthisresultistheequivalent

relation ofthe following.

T

V

X

P

[�1(P )G (P )� �2(P )F (P )]= � (
3

2

T

V
)
X

q

[�(q)D (q)]:

(12)

From thetechnicalviewpointtheaboverelation istriv-

ialif we consider any linked-cluster diagram obtained

from the freeenergy expansion with H int
8.Howeverthe

physicalinterpretation is rather revealing. Nam ely,the

interacting free energy � 
 = 
total� 
bare and its de-

rived entropy � S allcom esfrom the expansion ofH int.

Then depending on how to view or organize the sam e

diagram s,wecan view allinteraction e� ectastherenor-

m alization of either the ferm ion sector or the bosonic

sector15. W hile theoretically we have this freedom ,in

experim ents the experim ental probe itself determ ines

how to m easure the contribution ofH int through either

ferm ionic or bosonic degree of freedom . However the

therm odynam icm easurem entlikethe speci� cheatm ea-

suressim ultaneouslytheboth degreesoffreedom and itis

hard to know how m uch contribution com esfrom which

degrees offreedom . O ur analytic result clearly dem on-

strated thatthespeci� cheatcoe� cientC (T)=T ofacou-

pled ferm ion-boson system can befreely interpreted asa

renorm alization eitheroftheelectronicorofthebosonic

degree offreedom ,butnot for both. This point should

haveafar-reachingconsequenceto theheavy ferm ion ex-

perim entsand itsrelated interpretations.Thisim portant

aspectwillbe dealtin the separatepublication.

Now let us return to the calculation for the total

C (T)tot. From Eq.(10) we can calculate the entropy

S(T)spin+ int with the phenom enologicalD (q) given in

Eq.(3)asfollows.

Sspin + Sint =
X

q

Z � !

0

3d!

4�
[

1

sinh( !

2T
)
]2

�
!

T 2
� arctan

!=�

(I0 + aT)+ A(~q� ~Q )2
: (13)

In realcalculation,we need to � x param eters. O ur

unit energy scale is � = 1, and we take �! = 3,

A(~qm ax � ~Q )2 =
!
m ax

q

�
= 1:0, and a = 1:0. For the

ferm ionicpart
fer,itisjustthe sam eform asthe non-

interactingferm ion freeenergyexcept! =
p
�2
k
+ � 2(T),

and thereforeitdevelopssom estructurebelow Tc butno

discontinuity atTc.Finally to � x therelativem agnitude

of
spin+ int to 
fer we need to determ ine the spin den-

sity ofstates N s de� ned as Ns
R� !

0
= 1

V

P qm ax

q
. This

can be determ ined using Eq.(12)atnorm alstate,which

givesthe following relation

3

2
TN s

X


 n

j
njln[
I(T)+ !m ax

q =� + j
nj=�

I(T)+ j
nj=�
]=

TN (0)�
X

!n

(Z (n)
� 1)j!nj: (14)

W eassum e�n = �
j
 n j

D 0�
in thederivation,buttheabove

relation isnotusefulsince both side ofthe equation di-

vergesunlesswe introduce high frequency cut-o� for
n
and !n.Since the above relation should hold fora vari-

ation of ��n, we derive another equivalent relation at

T = 0 as

3

2�
N s

Z � !

0

d
 [
� �!

[I(T)+ �! + 
 ][I(T)+ 
 ]
]
2

= N (0)

Z 1

0

d! ! �
[Z (n)(!;�n + ��n)� Z (n)(!;�n)]

��n
: (15)

A recent paper by Ref.[16]also use the sim ilar pro-

cedure to � x the relation between N (0) and Ns. O ur

num ericalresult gives N s
�= 1:5D 0�

2

�
N (0). Now we are

readytocalculateCtot(T)usingEq.(11)and Eq.(13).For

the calculation below Tc we need to know the tem pera-

turedependenceofthegap function � (T)and �s(� (T)).

For the gap function we use the generalized BCS form

� (T) = � 0 tanh(a
p
Tc=T � 1), where a = 1:764 and

� 0 = 1:74Tc for BCS lim it,but for strong coupling su-

perconductor these values can deviate largely from the

BCS lim itand we take them asparam eters. Now m uch

unclear part is the behavior of�s(T) below Tc. Q uali-

tatively it should be cut o� for
 � 2�0 atT = 0 and

sm oothly recoverto the norm alstate form approaching

T ! Tc.The leading expansion of�s(T)in �
2(T)gives

�s = �n exp(� �
2(T)=[!2 + T 2]);but for a largervalue

of� (T)forT ! 0 thisform should notbe very correct.

Thenum ericalresultsareshown in Fig.(1)and Fig.(2).

In Fig.(1)thespeci� cheatcoe� cientC (T)=T calculated

from Eq.(13)areshown in unitofD 0�
2

��
N (0).Forourpa-

ram eterchoice producing Z > > 1 (Forthiswe need the

criticalspin 
 uctuations(I0 < < 1)aswellasthee� ective

coupling D 0�
2

�
ofO (1)),thecontribution ofC (T)=T from


fer Eq.(11) is negligibly sm all. Therefore we didn’t

add it to C (T)=T in Fig(1) but show it separately in

Fig.(2)dem onstrating itsqualitativefeatures.In Fig.(1)

thesolid lineisforthenorm alstateC (T)=T with I0 = 0

(thespin 
 uctuationsisatQ CP),itindeed displayslnT

divergencewith decreasing tem perature.W ith SC tran-

sition atT= 0.2 (open squaresym bol)itshowsthejum p

ratio � C (T)=C (T)� 5 with the choiceofparam eters17.

Then increasing I0,the lnT divergence is quickly sup-

pressed and atthe sam e tim e the speci� c heatjum p ra-

tio dropswith increasing Tc (Tc isincreased by hand and

thetem peratureslopeof� (T)isreduced accordingly as

�
0

(Tc1)

�
0
(Tc2)

= Tc2
Tc1

). W ith this rather crude phenom enologi-

calchoiceofparam etersournum ericalresultsreproduce

the experim entalfeatures ofC (T)=T in CeCoIn5 quali-

tatively aswellasquantitatively.
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In sum m ary, starting with the general free energy

functionalforthe coupled ferm ion-boson system ,we de-

rived an analytic form ula of� C (T)=C (T) for the gen-

eralstrong coupling superconductor. Then we calculate

C (T)=T for the spin-ferm ion m odeland show that the

salient features ofC (T)=T ofCeCoIn5 for both norm al

and superconductingstatesaresuccessfully explained in-

cluding itsanom alousjum p ratio � C (T)=C (T)and the

progressivereduction ofitwith increasing Tc.Also with

di� erentorganization oftheEliashberg freeenergy func-

tional,which lum ps allthe interaction e� ecteitherinto

the bosonicorinto the ferm ionic degreesoffreedom ,we

clearly dem onstrated thatthe e�ectofthe interaction in

the totalfree energy or entropy ofthe coupled ferm ion-

boson system can be freely viewed asthe renorm alization

ofeither the ferm ion sector or the boson sector.Finally,

our results strongly support the idea that the two di-

m ensionalcriticalm agnetic 
 uctuations playsan essen-

tialrole in CeM In5 HF com poundsin producing a large

and stronglytem peraturedependentC (T)=T and theSC

pairing itself.
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