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The low tem perature speci ¢ heat of the superconductor M gCN i3 and a non-superconductor
M gCo:s5N 1 is investigated in detail. A n additionalcontribution is observed from thedata ofM gCN i
but absent n M gC.35N 1, which is dem onstrated to be insensitive to the applied m agnetic eld even
up to 12 Tesla. A detailed discussion on its origin is then presented. By subtracting this additional
contrbution, the zero eld speci c heat ofM gCN i3 can be well described by the BC S theory w ith
the gap ratio ( =k g Tc ) detem ined by the previous tunneling m easurem ents. T he conventional
s-w ave pairing state is further proved by the m agnetic eld dependence of the speci ¢ heat at low
tem peratures and the behavior of the upper critical eld.

PACS numbers: 7425Bt, 7420Rp, 74.70Ad

Since the discovery of the new interm etalic perovskite
superconductor M gCN i3 l], plenty of e orts have been
focused on the superconducting pairing symm etry in
this m aterial because its conduction electrons are de—
rived predom ihantly from Niwhich is itself a ferrom ag—
net l, I, I, l]. However, up to now, there is still
not a consensus on this issue. The m easured penetra—
tion depth .], critical current behavior I] and earlier
tunneling spectra [1] suggested an unconventional super—
conductivity, the later tunneling data .] supported the
swave pairing symm etry and gave a reasonable inter—
pretation on the contradiction to the result in Ref.].
T he s-wave pairing has also been dem onstrated by the
13C NMR experin ents [1\] and the speci ¢ heat m ea—
surements I, B, B, I, . M. To our know ledge,
all the previous reports on the speci ¢ heat of M gCN i3
00,0, 1,0, vere characterized in the fram ew ork
of a conventional phonon-m ediated pairing. However,
there is an obvious deviation of the experim ental data
from the prediction of BC S theory In the low tem pera-—
ture l,.], ie., the entropy conservation rule isnot satis—

ed. Such deviation hasbeen interpreted by the presence
of unreacted N i in purities in Reﬁl, .], whereas it is
still prom fent in the sam ples w thout N i in purities B
On the other hand, strong spin uctuations have been
cbserved in M gCN i by NM R experin ent I], which is
suggested to be able to severely a ect the superconduc—
tivity n M gCN i l,l,.,.,.] or even induce som e
exotic paring m echanism []. Consequently, the behav—
jor of the speci c heat w ill nevitably be changed by the
soin  uctuations. T herefore, before a real pairing m ech—
anism being conclided from the speci c heat data, we
have to carefully Investigate how the ferrom agnetic spin

uctuations contribute to the speci c heat ofM gCN i3 .

In this work, we elborate on the goeci ¢ heat (C)
0fM gC«N i3 system both in nom al state and supercon—

E lectronic address:

ducting state. A low tem perature uptum is clearly dis—
tihguished in the C=T vs T? curves and Hund to be in-
sensitive to the applied m agnetic eld. By doing some
quantitative analysis, we present the evidence of m ost
possble mechanisn s responsible for this uptum. Af
ter subtracting this additional contribution, a well de—

ned BC S-type electronic speci c heat is extracted. The
tem perature dependence of the upper critical eld and
the eld dependence ofthe low tem perature speci cheat
also supports such conventional BC S superconductivity
In M gCN L. These analyses indicate that although the
soin  uctuations m ay suppress the pairing strength in
M gCN i3, the superconductivity is certainly not induced
by any exotic m echanism .

Poly—crystalline samples of M gCxN i were prepared
by powder m etallurgy m ethod. D etails of the prepara-
tion were published previously 1. T he superconductor
M gCN i has a T, of 67K and the non-superconductor
M gC 45N i3 was synthesized by continually reducing the
carbon com ponent until the diam agnetism was com —
pktely suppressed. The heat capaciy data presented
here w ere taken w ith the relaxation m ethod .] based on
an O xford cryogenic system M aglab in which the m ag—
netic eld can be achieved up to 12 Tesla. D etails of the
sam ple inform ation and the m easurem ents can be found
In recent report .]. Tt should be em phasized here that
the Cemox them om eter used for calorim etry has been
calbrated at 0,1, 2, 4, 8 and 12 Tesla, and the calbration
for the Intermm ediate elds is perform ed by an interpola—
tion using the result ofthe adpcent elds. T herefore, any
prom nent eld dependence ofthe speci cdata should re—

ect the Intrinsic properties of the m easured sam ple.

In general, the Iow tem perature speci cheat C (T;H )
of a superconductor consists fourm ain contrbutions b
neglecting the com ponent of the nuclear m om ents

], each has a di erent dependence on T and two of
w hich depend on H , also in di erent ways,

CH;T)=

Cnag®;T)+ Cpos H;T)+ oT + Cpn (T)

1)
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FIG.1l: The low-tem perature soeci ¢ heat of M gCN i3 at

various m agnetic elds from OT to 12T . The thick solid line
denotes the universal background incliding all the nom al
state data for di erent elds.

where (T represents a spare zero— eld linear term and
Cpn 1s due to the lattice or phonon contribution. The
D ebye phonon speci cheat Cpp, = T 3 can usually de-
scribbe the lattice contribution at low tem peratures. H ow —
ever, the departure from T 3Jaw hasoften been observed,
which is due to the fact that the density of m odes of
the phonon In real solid does not follow the assum ed
123aw, here ! is the angular frequency of a ham onic
w ave associated w ith the lattice vibration. In such case,
the deviations m ay be expanded in higher order tem s
such as T, T, etc.. The H -dependent tem s n Eq. ),
ie, Chag® ) and Cpos #H ), are the contributions as-
sociated w ith m agnetism and the electronic densiy of
states (DO S ), respectively. If there is no m agnetisn
associated contribution, the nomm al state speci ¢ heat
at low tem perature can be approxin atively described as
CaT)= AT+ T3 in the fram ework ofm etal theory.
T herefore, a linear relation can be obtained by plotting
the nom al state data as C, (T )=T vs T2, and its inter—
cept and slope correspond to , and , respectively.
The low tem perature speci ¢ heat at variousm agnetic
elds up to 12 Tesh is plotted as C (T)=T vs T? i
Fig.ll. Two inportant fatures should be em phasized
here. First, all the nom al state data at various m ag—
netic eldsm erge Into one 1], which is consistent w ith
the results reported by other groups [, ]. Second,
this com m on nom al state background rem arkably devi-
ates from the linear relation asdiscussed above. In F ig l,
only the nom alstate data are replotted n an m agni ed
scale. In order to survey the nom al behavior at very
low tem perature, the m agnetic eld up to 12 Tesla was
applied In m easuram ents, which exceeds the highest up-
per critical eld ofour sam ple and is 4 Tesh higher than
that used by other groups [, 1]. The speci ¢ heat of
the non-superconductor M gC 45N i3 is also presented in
Fig.ll as a com parison. It is obvious that the perfect lin—
ear relation of C (T )=T vsT? is satis ed HrM gC¢.g5N %,
which is a striking contrast w ith the case ofM gCN i.
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FIG.2: A plot of C=T vsT? orM gCNi and M gCogsN 1 in
di erentm agnetic elds. The data ofM gC ¢.s5N 3 can bewell
de ned by a straight lne while that of M gCN i3 rem arkably
deviate the linearity. The dashed line is a linear extrapola-—
tion of the high tem perature data ofM gCN i and the upper
solid line is the theoretical t considering higher order phonon
contributions.

T he obvious uptum in the low tem perature C (T )=T
vs T2 curves of M gCN % can not be associated with N i
In purites since the X +ay di raction pattem show s no
Indication forN iin purites [1]. To say the last, ifthere
is still extrem e am all content of N i in purites leading to
the prom nent low tem perature uptum ofC=T, the eld
dependence of its speci ¢ heat should also be obvious,
which is clearly inconsistent w ith our experim ental re—
sults. M oreover, if this uptum is due to the excess free
Niin M gCN i, it should also be observed In M gC 85N i
because of the sin ilar process of synthesizing these two
sam ples. Q uantitatively, taking the data from references
., ] yields or10% ofsuper uousN ian uptum which
is at least two orders of m agnitude sm aller than the ob—
served one. T herefore, the contribution of the excessive
N i can be neglected com paring w ith the whole speci ¢
heat. Furthem ore, the possble Schottky anom aly is
presented in Figll, its eld dependence is cbviously too
strong to com pare w ith our experim ental result (nearly

eld independent ).

Tt is found that this uptum can be well tted if the
above mentioned T® temm is considered ( see the up-—
per solid lne in Fig.l ). In other words, the depar-
ture from the T ? behaviorm ay be due to the non-D ebye
phonon DO S, which is consistent w ith the notable dif-
ference of the D ebye tem perature between M gCN i3 and
M gCogsN i ], If the electron-phonon coupling is in-—
deed the origin of superconductivity n M gCN i, it is
reasonable to associate the disappearance of supercon-—
ductivity In M gCg.g5N i3 with the rem arkable di erence
ofitsphonon DO S from that ofM gCN i3 . H owever, som e
careful work is needed to understand such obvious dif-
ference of phonon structure between these two sam ples,
since they have sin ilar crystal Jattices and chem icalcom —
ponents.
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FIG. 3: Com parison between the eld-insensitive low-—
tem perature uptum in the speci c heat of M gCNiz ( C =
C T T?) and the calculated eld dependent Schottky
anom aly.

Another possible explanation of the above m entioned
low tem perature uptum is the existence of strong spin
uctuations due to the higher DO S at fem i energy (
N Er) ) ofM gCN L than that of M gC.gsN i ], con—
sequently, the coupling between the electrons and soin
uctuations in M gCN i3 should also be stronger. T he fer—
rom agnetic soin  uctuations have been dem onstrated by
NM R experimn ents []]. Doniach and Engelshberg 1]
and Berk and Schrie er []] showed that the absorp-—
tion and re-em ission of spin uctruations renomm alizes
the electronic selfenergy, leading to an enhanced e ec—
tive m ass at low tem peratures. This e ect m anifests i—
self as a low —tem perature enhancem ent of the electronic
speci cheat coe cient, <r, which depends on tem pera—
ture as T?In (T=Ts¢) (ere Ts¢ is the characteristic spin-
uctuation tem perature) at low tem perature. Consider—
Ing the presence of ferrom agnetic spin  uctuations, the
nom al state speci c heat of M gC y\N i can be expressed
as follow s,
Ch®@ =0;T)=A[+ oT+ T3 @)

ph+ sf(T)]T+

where T3 are the contrbutions of phonon excitations,

stsT and pnT represent the contributions of e ective
m ass renom alization due to the electron-spin uctua—
tion coupling and the electron-phonon coupling, respec—
tively, and A is a constant correlated wih N Er ). It
can be seen from Eq. M) that the deviation from the
linear dependence of C (T )=T on T? is due to the tem —
perature dependence of ¢ . M oreover,BealM onod, M a,
and Fredkin []] have estin ated the shift C=T caused
by an applied eld H to be

Oi{i)zi @)
kg Ts¢ InS

C=T

where S is Stoner factor. Eqgs. ll) and ) indicate
that the possble m agnetic eld dependence of the nor-
m al state speci c heat is com pletely determ ined by the

1, (T) (MJ K?mol ™)
N N N
£ (2] [e5]

N
N

FIG .4: E lectronic speci cheat , (T) versusT ofM gCN i in
thenom alstate (threedi erent -valuesare selected in order
to avoid arti cialerrors. ). T he solid lines are theoretical ts
to soin— uctuation m odel. A 11 the curves except the top two
are shifted downwards for clarity.

spin uctuations. For sin plicity, Eq. ) can be rew rit—
tenasC, @ = 0;T)= ,(@T)T+ T3, -which ,(@T)=
Afl+ pnt s (T)+ o=A]. Therefore, the , T rela—
tion directly re ects the tem perature dependence of ¢ .
I Fig.ll, we present the determ ;ned , (T ) by selecting
various -values. Fiting the , (T) relations to the for-
mula of A (1 + BT?In (T=T4:)) yields Ts: varying from
13 to 16K . By inserting the determ ined Tg¢, calculated
Stoner factor S [l]and the highest eld value in ourm ea—
surem ents into Eq. ), we can estim ate the shift C=T
caused by the applied eld to be less than 2% , which is
In agreem ent w ith our experim ental results. However,
if this explanation is correct, we must understand the
collapse of the entropy conservation around T. caused
by considering such additionalelectronic speci ¢ heat, as
discussed below . Therefore, the speci cheat contribu-
tion of the spin uctuations them selves m ay be another
candidate responsble for the low tem perature uptum n
speci c heat ofM gCN i3.

D espie the true m echanian of the low-tem perature
uptum ofC =T, this additional speci ¢ heat contribution
should be regarded as a part of the nomm alstate back—
ground ofthe superconducting speci cheatbelow theup—
percritical eld H ., (T ). In earlier analysisto the speci ¢
heat data I, 0, 1], this additional part of background
hasbeen neglected m ore or lessbelow H ., (T ). W e point
out here that neglecting this additional contribution w ill
lead to the collapse of the entropy conservation as re—
ported In references [, 1]. This opinion is m otivated
by the subsequent analysis. As shown :n Fig.ll@), the
nom al state background (as shown in Fig.ll ) hasbeen
subtracted from the zero— ﬁld speci ¢ heat data, the en—
tropy di erence S (T)= , dT ( C=T) is presented in
the nset of Fig. @), here C = C,. It is
found that the entropy conservation is then well satis—

ed, indicating that the ram ainder is the contrdbution of
superconducting state. Such analysis has also been ap-

Cu=-o0
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FIG.5: Fiting the speci c heat data Cy-o Cpn) mea—
sured by di erent groups [, , ]to BCS model. The
experin ental data are denoted by open circles and the tsto

-m odel are denoted by solid lines. T he dotted lines are ts
to the orighal BCS model. The inset in (a) is the entropy
di erence by integration of C=T aspresented in (@).

plied on the data m easured by W alte et al [l and Lin
etal. 1], respectively, the entropy is also conserved and
the low tem perature anom aly as m entioned In Ref.[l]
com pletely vanishes.

W hen the superconductiviy in M gCN3i is investi-
gated, the spin uctuations can not be neglected because
it may com pete with superconductivity [I, E] or even
Jead to an exotic pairing m echanian other than the con—
ventionalswave [[]. Ifthe phonon-m ediated pairingw ins
In com peting wih the spin uctuations and hence the
e ect ofthe spin uctuations only suppress the electron—
phonon coupling (orpairing-strength ) ], the socalled

-m odel ]] based on BCS theory should be a good
choice to describe the m easured them odynam ic param —
eters. C om paring w ith the originalBC S-m odel, the only
adjistable param eter in this -model is the gap ratio

(0)=k g Tc. This m odel has been successfully applied
to strong coupling system s such as Pb and Hg. Then
we try to t the superconducting part of the zero— eld
speci ¢ heat to the -model, the results are presented
in Fig.l. A1l the data can be well described by this
revised BCS model w ith the best tting param eters (
ie, and T. ) listed in Tabk.B. These tsyied a
gap ratio (0)=k g T¢ 206, corresponding to the m ax—
Imum gap (0) 12m eV which is in good agreem ent
w ith our previous tuneling m easurem ents 1]. From the

TABLE I:Fitsto BCS m odel for zero— eld speci ¢ heat.

G roups meV) T: K) 2 =k g T¢
Shan et al. [11] 120 6.70 415
W alte et al. [14] 120 6.80 4.10
Lin et al [15] 1.15 6.45 414

above discussions, we can conclude that the coexistence
and com petition of spin uctuations and phonons does
not change the phonon-m ediated pairing m echanism of
MgCN 3.

In order to further verify this picture, we investigate
the eld dependence ofthe low tem perature speci cheat
of MgCNi. It is known that the electronic speci c
heat in m agnetic elds can be expressed by Co; (T;H ) =
Cer(T;H = 0)+ H)T.Themagnetic eld dependence
of @#H ) is associated with the form of the gap function
of the superconductor. For exam ple, in a superconduc—
tor w ith line nodes in the gap function, the quasiparticle
DOS (N (E) ) rses linearly wih energy at the Fem i
kvelin zero eld, N €) / F Er j which results in
a contrbution to the speci ¢ heat Cpos = T? L.
In the m ixed state wih the eld higher than a certain
value, the DO S near the Fem i surface becom es nite,
therefore the quadratic term Cpos = T2 will disap-
pear and be substituted by the excitations from both
Inside the vortex core and the dedocalized excitations
outside the core. For d-wave superconductors w ith line
nodes in the gap function, Volovik et al. ] pointed out
that In the m ixed state, supercurrents around a vortex
core cause a D oppler shift of the quasiparticle excita—
tion spectrum . This shift has in portant e ects upon
the low energy exciation around the nodes, where is
value is com parable to the w idth ofthe superconducting
gap.ForH >> H, it ispredicted that N ®f ) / H 172
and Cpos = @)T = ATH ™ at low tempera-
tures []]. This prediction has been well proved for
hole doped cuprates [[l]. W hereas in a conventional
s-wave superconductor, the speci ¢ heat in the vortex
state is dom nated by the contrbution from the local-
ized quasiparticles In the vortex cores. From the Bo-—
goliubov equations assum ing noninteracting vortices, the
D O S associated w ith the bound exciations is derived as
N E)/ B @) ] hence the contrdbution of the vortex
cores to the speci cheat isCpos / B @ )T L, 00]. Ik
is also theoretically derived that the experin entally ob—
served downw ard curving C H ) is caused by the ux line
Interactions near H .; and the possible expansion of the
vortex cores ,[1]. A ccording to the above discussions,
the speci c heat coe cient #H ) of conventional s-wave
superconductor should linearly depend on the m agnetic

eld wellabove H ; .

Fjg.l show s the eld dependence of H ) ) of
M gCN i3 below 3K .Thedata reported by di erent groups
., 0, 1 m erge iInto each other by tim ing a prefactor
A close to uniyy. It is found that linearly depends on
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FIG.7: The comparison of the tem perature dependence of
the upper critical eld H » (T ) w ith the BC S-like descriptions
in lower and higher tem perature lin its.

H above 05T and persists up to 8T which is close to
the upper critical eld of M gCNi;. The lkgbl linear-
ity of H relation at higher eld and its negative
curvature below 05T are in good agreem ent with the
abovem entioned behaviors of conventional s-w ave super-
conductors. It m ay be argued that the low tem perature
Iim i ofabout 2K in ourm easurem ents isnot low enough
to distihguish the d-wave's H *?aw . However, i
should be em phasized that the observed H rela-
tion is nearly universalat low tem peraturesbelow upper
critical eld, which isvery sin ilarto the behaviorofvs;Si

], 2 typical conventional s-w ave superconductor.
Finally, we com pare the tem perature dependence of
the upper critical eld H o, (T ) w ith the prediction ofBC S
theory in which the H o, (T ) can be expressed as follow s,

Hep (T)  1:774H:.(0)

IT=L) T T L) (@“a)

He () He O  106(=T.)°] @tlow T) (@4b)
As shown in Fig.ll, the best tting to BCS model is
denoted by solid lines. At lower tem perature, the ex—
perim ental data can be well described by Eq.lb). For
the higher tem perature near T., a prefactor of 1.65 is
obtained instead of the theoretical prediction of 1.74 as
expressed n Eq.[la). N onetheless, the BC S m odel is still
a preferred description forH ., (T ) ofM gCN i3 considering
the stronger electron-phonon coupling and the presence
of ferrom agnetic spin uctuations.

In summ ary, we have investigated the speci c heat
data ofM gC 4N i3 system . A rem arkable eld independent
contrbution is found n M gCN L, re ecting the departure
of nom alstate speci ¢ heat from T 3-law . By rem oving
this contrdbution, the zero— eld data is well described by
the -model (a slightly revised BCS model). The con-—
ventional s-wave superconductiviy is firther supported
by the lnear eld dependence of speci ¢ heat coe cient

H ) and the BC S-like tem perature dependence of up—
per crtical eld H o, (T ). It is then concluded that, al-
though electron-m agnon ( soin uctuations ) coupling
coexists and com petes w ith electron-phonon coupling ef-
fect n M gCN i3, it only acts as pair breakers while does
not induce a new exotic superconductivity.

N ote added: M ost recently, the carbon isotopee ect in
superconducting M gCN i3 observed by T . K lin czuk and
R J. Cava indicates that carbon-based phonons plhy a
critical role in the presence of superconductivity in this
com pound ].
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