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R ecently, superconductivity In P uC oG as w as discovered. It has the sam e crystalstructure
asCeM Ins M = Ir,Co,Rh), which are often refered to asCe-115’s. T he electron correlation
In PuCoG as is estim ated to be weak com pared wih Ce115’s, and the 1lling number of
electrons is considered to be far from 0.5/spin In the band which plays an in portant rol
In realizing the superconductivity. N evertheless, the superconducting transition tem perature
T. In PuCoG as is alm ost by an order of m agnide higher than that In Ce-115’s. In oxder
to explain the superconductivity w ith high T ., we adopt the periodic A nderson m odel and
calculate T . by solving the D yson—-G or’kov equation derived by the third order perturbation
theory w ith respect to U . By this calculation, we indicate that the superconducting state of
PuCoG as is a d-wave pairing state, and show that the good location of two Fem i surfaces
results n the high T, in PuCoG as .

KEYW ORD S: unconventionalsuperconductiviy, periodic Anderson m odel, heavy Femm ion, plu—

tonim

1. Introduction

R ecently, superconductivity in PuC oG as was discovered by Sarrao, et al! It has very
high transition tem perature (T, = 185K ). Thisvalue of T is higher than that In any other
isostructual superconductors, such asCeM Insg M = Ir, Co, Rh). Superconducting transition
in CeColns and Celrlng occur at ambient pressure at T, = 2:3K and 04K , respectively 2>
But CeRhIns becom es superconducting only under pressure with T, = 2:1K 2 A Ithough
NpCoGas and UM Gas have the sam e HoC oG as-type crystal structure, superconductiviyy
has never been reported in these m aterials. From now on, we refer to these H oC oG as-type
com pounds as 115’.

First of all, ket us consider Ce-115’s. In the phase diagram of Ce-115’s, antiferrom ag—
netic @ F) state and superconducting state are ad pcent to each other> M oreover, the m ag-
netic eld dependence of them al conductivity and T 3-behavior of nuckar spin relaxation
rate In the superconducting state’’ show the existence of linenode gap. Band calculation
show s that the Fem i surfaces of Ce-115’s are quasitwo-din ensional. From these facts, Ce—
115’s have been considered to be unconventional quasitw o-din ensional d-w ave superconduc—

tors induced by antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations AFF )% U sing H ubbard m odel, N isikaw a
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etal. explained that the superconductivity ofCe-115 hasd,z 2 symm etry.?

T hen, what is them echanisn of superconductivity in PuC oG a5 ? E xperin ental facts such
as the CurieW eiss behavior in m agnetic susceptibility at T > T, T1*°Jehavior in electric
resistivity at T < T < 50K , and powerJdaw behaviorin speci cheatatT < T, are reported .’
M oreover, band calculations by M achira et al'? and Opahlk et al'') show that the Femm i
surfaces of PuC oG as are quasitw o-din ensional just like Ce-115’s. T hese facts I ply that the
superconductivity in PuC oG as is an unconventional d-w ave superconductivity w ith m agnetic
origin, just like Ce115’s.0 fcourse, there aredi erencesbetween PuC oG g and Ce-115’s.0 ne
isthe value of T ., and another is the strength ofelectron correlation. Speci cheat coe cients

= C=T 3=TC, which are proportional to the renom alized electron massm , are 290, 400
and 750 m J=m ol K for CeColns, CeRhIns and C elrlng, respectively.’) On the other hand,

rPuCoGas is 77m J=mol K. Thism eans that the m ass of electron is not so enhanced
and the electron correlation ism odest in PuC oG as com pared w ith Ce-115’s. T he theoretical
speci cheat coe cient pang estin ated from the band calculation'® is16.9m J=m ol K.Thus
we can estin ate them assenhancam ent factorm =m = = ., M PuCoGasat4:5.Thisvalue
is rather Jower than that n Ce-115’s, which ism ore than 10.

From Ref. 10 we can see that In PuC oG a5 there exist no bands which are near the half-

lled. From this fact, i seem s di cul to explain T. In PuCoG as which is high aln ost by
an order ofm agnitude com pared w ith Ce-115’s. Let us see the Fermm i surfaces of PuC oG as in
band calulations!% ') The 16th band and the 17th band i Ref10 have Fem isurfaces.H ere
we ignore the Fermm isurfaces of the 15th band and the 18th band since they are very am all. In
these situations, the follow ing points are In portant. Since PuC oG as has the two m ain Ferm i
surfaces, the e ective density of state at the Fermm ienergy becom es large. Furthem ore, iftwo
Fermm i surfaces are well located, the e ective correlation for antiferrom agnetic uctuation is
strengthened as shown below , even though  is still not so large. In this paper we point out
that this leads to relatively high T, for PuC oG as .

2. Periodic A nderson M odel

Let us introduce the follow ing periodic A nderson m odel!?) T he Ham ilttonian is

x h .
— "f y nc y
H=  E f +vUd otV £ gt B
k;
U X y y
* N_ fkufq k# fq ko"ka#; (l)
k k©

"]f< = 2t(cosky + oosky) + 4tOCOSkX COSky 0r @)
", = 2tc(cosky + cosky) + dticoskycosky * ¢ of )
Vi = Vo V; cosky cosky : @)
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Here, t and t° denote the nearest and next nearest neighbor hopping tem s of f-electron,

respectively. t, and tg denote those of conduction electron.Thus, ", and "i are the dispersion

£
k
of f-electron and conduction-electron, respectively. Vi is the hybridization between f-electron
and conduction-electron. W e set these param eters so that the band structure and the Fem i
surfaces of diagonalized bands reproduce those of the band calculation n Refl0 and Refll.
Hereafter we use the Pllow Ing param eters: t.=t= 60, tg=t= 18, Vo=t= 28, Vi=t= 21,

~t= 08 and t*t = 0:3. The total number of lkd elkctrons n. in the f-band and the
conduction-band is 116 per soin (58%  lked).The chem ical potential ¢ at tem perature T is
determ ined by

1 X nf nC — o
N f k +f k = Doty ©)
k
where f x) = €+ 1) ! is the Ferm i distrbution finction. T he unperturbed term of the

Ham itonian ofEqg.(l) is rewritten In the 2 2 m atrix form as ollow s

v f
Ho= £ o koK k
V ncC Ck
k
! ! | !
c S Eq 0 c s f
s cC 0 Ej s c O
] ]
Eq 0 a
- & o ko (6)
0 E, b,
r |
— 1 nC nf nf nc 2 2
E%_E kT " kBT Ave (7)

Here, the £-band and the conduction-band are hybridized by V. , and then diagonalized into

two bands: the band-1 and the band-2. O perators f f]z r O c{( , ay ai and

Q{ b]y( are the annihilation (creation) operators of the f-band, the conduction band, the
band-1 and the band-2, regpectively. E; and E, are the dispersions of the diagonalized bands.
E1> E»)

W e now can express the bare G reen’s function as follow s
|

f fc
. G G
Gok) = o
Gy Gg
|
G+ s°G, sc(G1 Gy) 8
= ;
scG1 G2) SZG1+ C’2G2
1
G1= ———; )
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\%

sc= ¥ k 5 ; (10)

nf nc 2

K X + 4Vk

nf nc

Feliek k ; a1

2 nf nc + 4V2

k k k
=1 &: 12)

nEgq.9),"s.= @n+ 1) T isa ferm ion M atsubara frequency.

3. Calculation by TOPT

In our num erical calculation, we divide the st Brillouin zone into 128 128 m eshes and
take 4096 M atsubara frequencies. To treat electron correlation e ect, we need to approxin ate
the selfenergy termm s. Am ong several ways of approxin ation, we adopt the third-order per-
turbation theory (TOPT ) wih regpectto U .UsingTOPT ,we can w rite the selfenergy tem s

as
T X
fry=— Vo kk®Gcl k% 13)
N
R 0 T 3 2 0 2 o .
Vo kik® = —U% g0 kK74 U Rk kT4 R ket kT (14)
_ T X £ £
f0 @ = N Gy K)IGy k+ Q)5 (15)
k
T X £ £
0@= o G kG k) (16)

k
Here, we have introduced the abbreviation k= k;",) and g= Q;!n).Notethat !, =2n T
is a boson M atsubara frequency. T he dressed G reen’s function ¢ k) in nom al state is given

by
Sk =S+ k)™ kS K); a7)
w here,
|
£ fc
N G G
Go k) = o0 1)
G, Ggp
|
Gt fc ’
¢ k) = 19)
GCf GC
0 1
. . 0
k) =@ A 20)
0 0
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Fig. 1. TheFem isurfaces of the band-1 (dashed curve) and the band-2 (solid curve).

T he shift of chem ical potential is determ ined by conservation of total electron num ber

Gf+G° G, G§ =o0: 1)

It is noted that the selfenergy correction appears only in f-electrons, since the electron
correlation U is taken into account only am ong f-electrons.
Now, we can calculate Ef and ES, which are the modi ed dispersions of E; and E, by

Including the selfenergy correction, respectively. T hey are given by
nw r #
2

+ R (k;"=0) oAV @2

1
E? = 5 ni + nf + R &;"= 0)

k n

NT=YC)

w here ﬁ (k ;") isthe retarded nom alselfenergy, which is calculated by analytic continuation

iy ! " from rfl (k). The Fem i surfaces and the band structure of the diagonalized bands
calculated from Eg.(22) are shown In Fig.l and F ig 2, respectively. Let us Introduce the scaling
param eter ty as one eighth of the w idth of the band-1 for the sake of easy com parison w ith

usual calculations for a single band Hubbard m odel, which corresponds to V. = 0 in the
periodic Anderson m odel. In  gures except or Fig.3, we rescale all energies (such as U and
E f) by ty (for exam ple, shown as U=ty and E f=to) .Note that ty isnot equalto t, which we
set to be unity. The ratio ty=t is 3 35 and dependson U .W hen U=ty = 43, ty=t is about
31.Fig3 show s the bare density of state w ithout selfenergy correction. In F ig.3 energies are
rescaled by t, not by ty. T he bare density of states of f-band in the periodic A nderson m odel

£ (") and that in single band m odel ?_ (") are given by

1% e
£ M= —Im G, &;"); 23)
k
X
M= “m  G3 k;"); @4)
k
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Fig. 2. The dispersion of the band-1 (upper) and the band-2 (lower) .

, respectively. H ere, the unperturbed G reen’s ﬁmctiolnsG gR and G %R are calculated by analytic

nf
k

periodic A nderson m odelbecom es at and there exist high and low energy tails in the DO S

continuation i", ! " from Gg k) and i", , repectively. In Fig. 3, the DO S in the
ow Ing to the hybridization . T hese factsm ean that the w idth of f -band is expanded com pared
to that in single band m odel. T he expanded band w idth stabilize the Ferm i liquid state. T hus
our perturbation calculation can be valid ow ng to the expansion of the band w idth, even
when U exceeds 8t, which is the band w idth in the singlke band m odel.

W e now calculate T.D In our m odel, the Coulomb repulsion works only between f-
electrons, so we have only to acoount of f-electron G reen’s functions. T hen, the anom alous

selfenergy 5 (k) is given by

ak)= grpa K)+ e K); (25)
T X 2 0 32 0 0
rea K)=  — U+U% ¢ k+k” +20° 50 k+k° F k° ; (26)
N 0
3 T 2X £ f 0 0
vert K)= U N Gy ki) ( g0 K+ k1) fo k+ k1))Gy k+ kg kT F k
k%%,
T X
3 f f 0 0
U N Gy ki) (g0 ( k+ kq) f0 ( k+ k1))G, k+kiy k F k' : (27)
kOk1

In superconducting state Gt (k) and the anom alous G reen’s finction for f-electron F (k)
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Fig. 3. TheDO S for f-elctrons in periodic A nderson m odel (solid curve) and in single band m odel
(dashed curve). In periodic Anderson m odel, the band width is expanded and the DO S is at
com pared to those in single band m odel.

satisfy D yson-6 or'kov equations.t>
GfK =G, W+Gs k) L0GTK+Gl® L0FYK); (28)
FYR)=GL (k) S(RFYR+GI( X o(XG6E K: 29)

T he nom al selfenergy is calculated in Egq.(13).

In the vicinity of T, F () can be linearized as
2

Fk=G'k) .&k); (30)
Gfk) =Gy &K +Gy k) L®c k) : 31)
Thus, , (k) at T is detem ined by the gap equation
T X 2
2=+ Va kik® ¢* k% 4 k% ; (32)

k0

w here,

Va kKO =U+U0% 5 k+k%+20° 2 k+ Kk°

T X
+20°—Re  Gp )Gy ktk K [ok+ k) okt k)l (33)

k1

Ifwe replace the kft hand side of Eq.(32) by a k), this equation can be considered as
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Fig. 4. Thed,: .2 symm etry ofthe superconducting gap R k;0).
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Fig. 5. Re B (s0lid curve) and In ! (dashed curve) at (9 =16;9 =16) U=ty = 5:4;T=ty = 0:007).

an eigenvaluie equation w ith eigenvalie and eigenvector 5 (k). T. is the tam perature at
which the m axinum eigenvalie reaches to unityy. 5 (k) represents the superconducting gap
symm etry.Am ong severalgap symm etries, thed,. 2 statepossessesthem axinum eigenvalue.
Fig4 show s the analytic continuation £ (k;"= 0) ofthe gap function . k).

Now we consider the condition in which the perturbation theory n U is valid. W e in—
vestigate the behavior of retarded nomn al selfenergy ﬁ k;").At wavevector k = k; =
(9 =16;9 =16), which is near the Fem i surfaces of the f-band, Re £ and In £ behave as

R= m"andm B = ™. These

shown n Fig5.From Fig.5, wecan seethatnear"= 0,Re o

facts show that the retarded nom al selfenergy behaves as the conventional Ferm i-iquid. T he
perturbation calculation up to third order term s of U iscon mm ed to be valid.
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Fig. 6. Quasiparticke m ass enhancem ent factor z 1 &) U=ty = 54;T=tg = 0:007). The values of
z 1 (k) on the Fem isurfaces ofband-1 and band-2 are 455 5.

Next, we nvestigate the m ass enhancam ent factor for the f-band, z k) = 1
@Re ﬁ k;")=Q".Fig6 showsz ! (k).Ifthe negative contrbution oftheU 3 +tem toz ! (k)
is lJarge com pared to the U? -tem , then z * (k) becom es near or Iower than unity. So the
valieofz ! k) in Fig.6 show s that the contrdbution oftheU3 4em toz ! (k) isnot so large
and that perturbation calculation n U isvalid.

From Fig.l, thenumbersof Iled elctrons in the band-1 and the band-2 are estim ated at
0.34/goin and 0.79/spin, regoectively. In Fig.l, we can see that the shape of the Ferm i surface
of the band-1 is preferable to the d,z 2 superconductivity, just ke high-T. cuprates. On
the other hand, the low value of the electron number in the band-1 (0.34/spin) suppresses
AFF, and lowers the peak of soin susceptibility near ( ; ). The reduced AFF leads to the
d-wave superconductivity w ith Iow T .. Surely the band-1 is in portant for superconductivisy,
but we cannot explain high T, of PuC oG as ifwe consider only the band-1.From these facts,
we consider that the band-2 plays an In portant role in high T . superconductivity.

Fig.7 shows the spin susceptbilty including the self energy correction. Line 1 is soin
susceptbility (o @ = 2@+ 3@+ 4 (@ Prthe periodic Anderson m odel. Lines 2, 3

P P
anddare , @ = G; k)G k+q), 3@=2Re G k)s°Gy, k+ g and 4 @ =
k

SZGZ k) SZGZ (k}l q), respectively. There isapeak near ( ; ) for , (@), whicth corresponds
t]; the soin susceptibility for the single band m odel com posed of the band-1.M oreover, the
exsistence of the coupled contribution between the band-1 and the band-2 ( 3 () causes the
higherpeak ofthe soin susoeptibility, which is stronger AFF in ourm odel, com pared w ih that
In single band Hubbard m odel. The large susceptibility arises from nesting e ects between

two bands. The higher T, is origihated from this e ect. The calculated T, In the periodic
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Fig. 7. Spin susceptbility for the singlke band m odel and the periodic Anderson model U=ty =
54;T=ty = 0:007).

Anderson m odel is shown in Fig 8. The lowest lin it of tam perature for reliable calculation

is approxim ately T=ty = 0:002. From Fig.8 we can see that T. is rehtively high even for
an allvalues of U, orweak correlation.W e tried to calculate T In single band m odels, but we

ocould not get any nite value of T, in TOPT because the 1lling number is far from 0.5/gpin.
T his indicates that T in the single band m odel is very low com pared w ith T, in the periodic
Anderson m odel. W e can see that In PuC oG ag the d-wave superconductivity with high T, is
realized even for the m odest electron correlation. T hem odest electron correlation is consistent

w ith the experin ental facts.!

4. Conclusion

In this paper, we have explained high T. of PuC oG as using periodic A nderson m odel
and have shown that the superconductivity in thism aterial is unconventionalone w ith d,z 2
symm etry. To obtain the resuls, the follow Ing point is in portant. By considering only the
hm ain’band (the band-l), it seem s in possibl to explain high T becauss of low  1ling. In this
m aterial, the existence of sub’band (theband-2) increasesm uch the density of statesat Ferm i
energy. Furthemm ore, nesting e ects between the Fem i surface of the sub’ band and that of
lm ain’ band enhance AFF. Thes e ects m ake T, higher even for relatively weak electron
correlation. From the band calculation, W ; lev 116 10*K 19 since typ isde ned as

10/12



J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. Full Paper
0.018

—= 0.016 U

‘0014 .
0.012 .
0.010 .
0.008
0.006 .
0.004 .

o.0ozt—+—o————— 1 [y

25 3 35 445 5 55 6 6.5t_
0

Fig. 8. T. ofPuCoGas calculated by TOPT on the basis of periodic A nderson m odel.

one eighth of W 1, tp is approxin ately 1:5 10°K . Roughly estin ated, the superconducting
transition tem perature T, = 185K corregponds to about 0012ty . From this valie of T, and
Fig.8, we can estim ate the value of U=ty at 4 435.

This calculation was perform ed w ith the com puter in Yukawa Institute of theoretical
Physics. T he authors are gratefiilto D rY N iskawa for valuable discussions.
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