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Heatcapacitymeasurementsof theδ-phasestabilizedalloy Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 suggestthatstrongelectron-phonon
couplingis requiredto explain themoderaterenormalizationof theelectronicdensityof statesneartheFermi
energy. We calculatetheheatcapacitycontributionsfrom thelatticeandelectronicdegreesof freedomaswell
as from the electron-latticecoupling term and find good overall agreementbetweenexperimentand theory
assuminga dimensionlesselectron-phononcouplingparameterof orderunity, λ � 0 � 8. This large electron-
phononcouplingparameteris comparableto reportedvaluesin othersuperconductingmetalswith face-centered
cubiccrystalstructure,for example,Pd(λ � 0 � 7) andPb(λ � 1 � 5). Further, our analysisshows evidenceof a
sizableresiduallow-temperatureentropycontribution,Sres

� 0 � 4kB (peratom).We canfit theresidualspecific
heatto a two-level system.Therefore,we speculatethat theobservedresidualentropyoriginatesfrom crystal-
electricfield effectsof thePuatomsor from self-irradiationinduceddefectsfrozenin at low temperatures.

PACSnumbers:65.40.-b,63.20.Kr, 63.20.-e

I. INTRODUCTION

Plutonium,a memberof the actinidesexhibits six unique
crystalstructures(phases)in the solid stateat ambientpres-
surebetweenabsolutezeroandits melting temperature.The
phasesrangein symmetryfrom simple monoclinic (sm) to
body-centeredcubic. One phase,the easily worked face-
centeredcubic (fcc) phase,denotedby δ, is thermodynami-
cally stablein pureplutoniumfrom 592K to 736K, andcan
bestabilizeddown to roomtemperatureby smalladditionsof
trivalentelementssuchasgallium or aluminum. Theeffects
of alloying arenot only structuralbut haveaprofoundimpact
on theelectronicstructure.Specifically, the low-temperature
α phase(sm) hasa very large coefficient of thermalexpan-
sion and a Sommerfeldcoefficient of γS

� 17mJ
���

molK2 � ,
while thehigh-temperatureδ phaseexhibits a moderatelyen-
hancedSommerfeldcoefficientγS

� 50 	 70mJ
�
�

molK2 � , de-
pendingon concentrationand negative coefficient of ther-
mal expansion.1–7 Changein structure,the electronicspe-
cific heat,andthesignof thermalexpansivity with a modest
amountof trivalentatomsin theδ phasearenotfully described
by electronicstructuretheory. It is believed that the high-
temperatureandhigh-volumephasehaslocalized,nonbind-
ing electrons,while in the low-temperatureand low-volume
phasetheelectronsareitinerantandbinding.Thisbehavior is
similar to the Mott transitionin correlatedelectronsystems.
Someof this behavior is borneout in recentelectronicstruc-
turecalculations.8–10 In arecentstudy, usinginelasticneutron
scatteringMcQueeney andcoworkers11 reportedunusualsoft-
eningof phononsandelasticmoduliin Pu0� 95Al0� 05. Usingthe
samesample,Lashley andcoworkers12 pointedout that the
low-temperaturedataof the heatcapacityexhibits a moder-
atelyenhancedSommerfeldcoefficient,γS

� 64mJ
���

molK2 � ,
and a λ-shapedanomalyin the heatcapacityaround60 K.
Theseobservationsweresuggestiveof describingPu0 � 95Al0 � 05
asanincipientheavy-fermionsystem.

Thepurposeof this studyis to give a quantitative descrip-
tion of theelectron-phononinteractionontheconductionelec-
tronsin plutonium,andwhethertheobservedlow-temperature
anomalyin theheatcapacityis associatedwith a martensitic

phasetransformation.In thispaper, wepresentcalculationsof
the temperaturedependenceof themassenhancementof the
conductionelectronswhich agreewell with themagnitudeof
theobservedspecificheatdatain Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05, enrichedwith
95%of theisotope242Pu. A remainingresidualentropy con-
tribution, aftersubtractionof electron,phonon,andelectron-
phonon terms from the measureddata, is unlikely due to
a partial martensiticphasetransformationfrom the high-
temperatureδ phaseinto the low-temperatureα � phase.11,12

On cooling this transformationfinishesaround130 - 180 K
andis completelyreversedon heatingaround380K.13,14 In-
steadof astructuraltransformation,we speculatethatcrystal-
electricfield effectsor self-irradiationinduceddefectsandva-
cancies,for example,Frenkel pairs, are responsiblefor the
excessentropy. Additionally, the relatively strongelectron-
phononcouplingof orderunity, necessaryfor describingthe
measuredspecificheatdata,would suggestthat Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05
shouldbecomesuperconductingbelow a few Kelvin. So far
no evidenceof superconductivity hasbeenobserveddown to
roughly3 K.

II. THEORY

We follow the standardapproachand divide the calcula-
tion of the total heatcapacityof a metal into a vibrational,
electronic, electron-phononcoupling, and residual (every-
thing else) term, C  Cph � Ce � Cep � Cres. One by one,
we will calculatethe contribution of eachterm and deter-
mineits importance.Sincethermalexpansionof Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05
is negligible over the entire temperaturerangeof interest,
i.e., 1 � CP

�
CV � 1 � 006,we will assumein our analysisthat

CP � CV anddropthesubscript.Furthermore,wewill assume
in ourstudythatthethermodynamicpropertiesaredominated
by thefcc δ-Pucrystalstructureandany possibleadmixtureof
α � -Pu is negligible. This assumptionis justified by previous
resistivity,14 neutrondiffraction,15 inelasticneutronscattering
andultrasoundmeasurements11 on Pu0� 95Al0� 05. They show
eithernostructuraltransformationbetween4 K and300K, or
indicateon cooling a partial transformationof at most3-5%
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of thesample.Thepartial transformationfrom δ to α � occurs
around� 130- 180K andis possiblydueto metastablesurface
formationduringsamplepreparation.11

The effects of electron-phononinteractionin metalshas
been studied extensively in the past and is well under-
stood within the framework of the strong coupling theory
of Eliashberg.16,17 We follow the approachby Grimvall,18,19

Bergmanetal.,20 andAllen.21 In thepresenceof theelectron-
phononinteraction the electronicquasiparticlespectrumis
modifiedby

E
�
k �  ξk � ReΣep

�
k � E � k � ;T � � (1)

whereξk  εk 	 µ, µ is the chemicalpotential,andthe shift
dueto theelectron-phononself-energy Σep yieldstheelectron
massenhancement.The finite temperatureelectron-phonon
self-energy is18,19

Σep
�
k � ω �  1

V ∑
s

∑
k � � gs

�
q � � 2

��� 1 	 fk � � bsq

ω 	 ξk � 	 ωsq
� fk � � bsq

ω 	 ξk � � ωsq � � (2)

whereV is the volume,and fk � andbsq arethe usualFermi-
DiracandBose-Einsteinfactors.Thephononfrequenciesωsq
arelabeledby branchindex s andmomentumq. Thestrength
of theelectron-phononcouplingfor momentumtransferq 
k 	 k � is denotedby gs

�
q � . Integration over the Fermi sur-

faceandaveragingover all directionsk givesfor anisotropic
electron-phononinteraction18,19

Σep
�
ω � �� dε �N � ε � � N � EF

��� � dω � α2F
�
ω � �� � 1 	 f

�
ε � � b

�
ω � �

ω 	 ε � µ 	 ω � � f
�
ε � � b

�
ω � �

ω 	 ε � µ � ω � � � (3)

whereN
�
ε � is theelectrondensityof statesandtheEliashberg

functionα2F
�
ω � is theusualproductof theelectron-phonon

interactionwith thephonondensityof statesandtheelectron
densityof statesat theFermienergy EF .

A. Phonon density of states

The lattice heatcapacityof a crystalwith quasi-harmonic
vibrationsis determinedby knowing thephonondispersionor
equivalently its phonondensityof states(PDOS).We obtain
thePDOSof Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 by fitting a Born-vonKármanforce
model, including up to three next-neighbor (3NN) atomic
shells,to phonondispersionsat roomtemperatureon δ-phase
stabilizedPu alloyed with Ga, recentlymeasuredby Wong
andcoworkers.22 To avoid potentiallysmalldifferencesin the
low-temperaturepropertiesof thecalculatedheatcapacitybe-
tweenPu alloyed with Ga andAl, we simultaneouslyfitted
the dispersioncurvesfor Pu0 � 98Ga0 � 02 andthe elasticmoduli
for Pu0� 95Al0� 05

11 at roomtemperature.Thefitted moduli are
C11  34� 0GPa� C44  31� 4GPa, andC12  24� 9GPa. In the
remainderof this work this will becrucialfor a properanaly-
sisof theheatcapacity.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Phonondensityof states(PDOS)calculated
by fitting a3NN Born-vonKármanforcemodelto measuredphonon
dispersionsandelasticcoefficientsat roomtemperature.11,22Extrap-
olationto lower temperaturesis obtainedby renormalizingall inter-
atomicforceconstantswith themeasuredelasticcoefficients.11

In Fig. 1 we show the correspondingphonondensityof
statesat 300K andat absolute0K computedfor Pu0� 95Al0� 05.
The noticeabledifferencein the high and low temperature
PDOS is due to the large temperaturedependenceof the
elasticcoefficients,which vary by over 20% over this tem-
peraturerange. Since no low-temperaturephonondisper-
sionsareavailable,werescaledall interatomicforceconstants
at every temperatureby the measuredelastic coefficients,
Ci j
�
T � � Ci j

�
300K � � 1 � 24 	 8 ' 10( 4T

�
K, andrecalculatedthe

phonondispersionsandPDOS.Thisprocedureguaranteesthe
correct low and high temperaturelong wavelengthphonon
dispersions. Note that the elastic bulk and shearmoduli
weremeasuredon a polycrystallinesample,thusno informa-
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Measuredheat capacityC (CP - CV ) of
Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 andcalculatedvibrationalcontributionCph. Inset:Dif-
ferencecurve ∆C.
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tion abouttheshearanisotropy 2C44
�
�

C11 	 C12
� is available.

Therefore,. in our calculationswe assumedthat Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05
hasthe sameanomalousshearanisotropy ( / 7) over the en-
tire temperaturerangeasits sisteralloy Pu0� 98Ga0� 02 at room
temperature.23 This assumptionis justified by the negligible
thermal expansionand similar temperaturebehavior of the
polycrystallinebulk andshearmoduli of Pu0� 95Al0� 05.

Thecalculatedspecificheatof thequasi-harmoniccrystal

Cph  1
V ∑

sq
h̄ωsq

dbsq

dT
(4)

saturatesat high temperaturesat theDulong-Petitlimit of 3R
for a classicalphonongas,whereR  NkB is thegasconstant
permole,andaccountsfor mostof theexperimentaldataseen
in Fig. 2. The differencecurve ∆C  C 	 Cph shown in the
insetof Fig. 2, which is similar to theonein Fig. 1 of Ref.12,
will bediscussedshortlyin moredetail.

Knowing thePDOSof a system,we cannow computeany
phononmomentof interest.Themostimportantmomentsfor
thermodynamicstudiesare the logarithmicmomentω0, and
ω1, ω2, andω ( 3. The latter onedeterminesthe Debyetem-
peraturekBΘD  h̄ω ( 3. Thelog-momentω0 andthequadratic
momentω2 enterthehigh-temperatureexpansionsof thermal
functionsand thereforeare calculatedat room temperature.
The linearmomentω1 measuresthezero-pointenergy vibra-
tions and is calculatedfor comparisonat room temperature,
too. We computedall momentsdirectly (seeTable I) ex-
cept for the Debyetemperature.ΘD wasextractedfrom the
calculatedlow-temperatureheatcapacityin Fig. 3 and is in
very good agreementwith experiment. Until now theseare
the mostaccuratelydeterminedphononmomentsof δ-phase
stabilizedPuandgenerallydiffer by 10-20%from published
valuesin the literature.If we extrapolatethetemperaturede-
pendenceof the measuredelasticmoduli to 600 K and re-
calculatethephononmoments,thenwe cancomparedirectly
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Debyetemperatureextractedfrom the low-
temperatureapproximationCph 2 R 3 12π4

5 4 T 2 ΘD 5 3. A linear tem-
peratureterm was subtractedfrom the experimentalC. The large
errorbarsat low T areaconsequenceof thesubtractionprocedure.

TABLE I: Phononmomentsof Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 calculatedat 300K, ex-
cept for the DebyetemperatureΘD which is calculatedat T 6 0.
We usetheconversionkBΘn 3 h̄ωn andkBΘ0 3 e7 1

3h̄ω0. Note that
Wallace24 reportedmomentsfor pureδ-Punear600K andassumed

Θ2 - e
1
3 Θ0. The estimatederrorof the last digit is given in paren-

theses.
ΘD / K Θ0 / K Θ1 / K Θ2 2 K

thiswork 116(2) 77(2) 113(2) 118(2)
McQueeney 125 84 122 127
Wallace 66 93
Lashley 100(2)

with Wallace’s estimatesfor the pureδ phaseof plutonium.
At 600 K we calculateΘ0  68K and Θ2  104K, which
is in very goodagreementwith Wallace’s log-moment.Note
thatheuseda constrainedanalysisfor theentropy, assuming
Θ2 � e

1
3 Θ0, becausethehigh-temperaturebehavior of theen-

tropy is dominatedby thelog-moment.Thephononmoments
by McQueeney et al.11 wereobtainedfrom inelasticneutron
scatteringonapolycrystallinesampleandareconsistently8%
biggerthanours.Thisdiscrepancy is (1) dueto ahighermax-
imumphononfrequency in theirPDOS,theorigin of which is
not yet understood,and(2) probablydueto a misprintof the
valuesof the longitudinalspeedof soundin their paper. The
Debyetemperaturereportedearlierby Lashley et al.12 on the
samesampleis / 10%smallerthanours,becausein theirdata
analysistheDebyeapproximationwasappliedoutsideits va-
lidity region, which is T �/ ΘD

�
50 � 2 � 3K, andwhich is just

below their lowestdatapoint,ascanbeseenin Fig. 3.

B. Electron density of states

In a normalmetal,thetemperaturedependenceof thespe-
cific heatat low temperaturesis dominatedby the electronic
term,which is Ce  γ0T for a nearly-freeelectrongaswith a
flat electrondensityof states(EDOS)in thevicinity kBT of the
Fermienergy EF with Sommerfeldconstantγ0. If theEDOS
is structuredandpeaked nearEF , thenthe T-dependenceof
Ce is morecomplicatedandneedsto becalculatedfrom

Ce  2
V ∑

k
ξk

d f
�
ξk
�

dT
� (5)

Integrationover theFermisurfaceyields

Ce  2 � dξN
�
ξ � ξd f

�
ξ �

dT
� (6)

First-principleselectronicstructurecalculationsfor fcc δ-
Pu show a peaked behavior of the 5 f electronsnearEF in
the density of states,in good agreementwith photoemis-
sion measurements.25 Since first-principlescalculationsdo
not have the energy resolutionof a few milli electron-volts,
we model the EDOS of Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 by three Lorentzians
with differentconstantbackgroundsaboveandbelow EF (see
Fig. 4).
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Model for the one-electrondensityof states
(EDOS)perunit cell of Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 in thevicinity of theFermien-
ergy EF .

Remarkably, thetemperaturedependenceof theheatcapac-
ity athighandlow temperaturesstronglyconstrainsthepossi-
bleshapeof theEDOSmodels.Wefoundafterseveraladjust-
mentsthatanEDOSmodelwith threeLorentzianslocatedat
energiesE 	 EF :	 0 � 4 �;	 0 � 02� 0 � 3 eV, anddifferentlyscaled
constantbackgroundsabove andbelow EF , reproducesC

�
T

very well at high temperatures,T < 100 K, whereelectron-
phononcoupling is negligible, and requiresonly a modest
electron-phononparameterλ at zerotemperature.We did not
attemptto furtherrefinethisEDOSmodel,nordid weaccount
for a weaktemperaturedependenceof thechemicalpotential
in our calculations,dueto theparticle-holeasymmetryof the
resonanceneartheFermisurface.Wesetthechemicalpoten-
tial equalto theFermi energy in the temperaturerangefrom
0 	 300K. For now, weneglectsuchhigherordereffectsin our
crudeapproximationof the electronicheatcapacityand the
electron-phononself-energy. Becausethisalsotouchesonthe
difficult problemof how to accuratelytreattheoccupationof
localizedversusitinerant5 f electronsin this material,which
is still anunsolvedproblem.However, we foundnumerically
that theelectron-phononself-energy is very insensitive to the
structuredEDOSmodel,in contrastto theelectronicheatca-
pacity.

C. Electron-phonon renormalization of heat capacity

We applyMigdal’s approximationto thecalculationof the
electron-phononself-energy,26 asoutlinedearlier, andobtain
the standardresultsfor the renormalizationof the EDOSor
equivalently for the massof the conductionelectrons. The
electron-phononinteractionrenormalizesthe electronicspe-
cific heataccordingto Ce = Ce � Cep:18–20,27

Ce � Cep  2
V ∑

k
Ek

d f
�
Ek
�

dT

 2 � dEN
�
E � E >�� 1 	 ∂EReΣep

�
E �?� ∂T f

�
E �

� ∂TReΣep
�
E � ∂E f

�
E �A@ � (7)

This is convenientlywritten as

Ce � Cep CB γ0
�
T � � γep

�
T ��D T � (8)

For a flat EDOSthe bareelectronicheatcapacityof a metal
is Ce  γ0T, but moregenerallyγ0 = γ0

�
T � . The electron-

phonontermis relatedto theelectron-phononparameterλ at
T  0 andtheunnormalizedSommerfeldcoefficientγ0 by

γep
�
T �  λγ0

�
0 �FE γep

�
T � � γep

�
0 �HG � (9)

This standardcalculation neglects any effects of anhar-
monic or nonadiabaticphononson the vibrational heatca-
pacity and the electron-phononself-energy that go beyond
thequasiharmonicapproximation.Varioustheorieshavebeen
developedthat go beyond Migdal’s approximation.28–31 But
our analysisof the heatcapacityof Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 (seeFigs.8
and11,andthediscussionat theendof thissection)showsno
significantcontribution of anharmonicphononsup to room
temperature,despitea low Debyetemperature.For example,
theDebyetemperatureof Pbis ΘD  105K. Thus,wediscard
any anharmonicor nonadiabaticcorrectionsto thecalculation
of theheatcapacity.

Sincewe have no knowledgeof the frequency dependence
of Eliashberg’s functionα2F

�
ω � for Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05, we will use

(1) a very simplistic modelwith a singleEinsteinoscillator
thatdescribesthecouplingbetweentheconductionelectrons
andthe latticenearthe longitudinalzoneboundaryphonons,
and(2) a morerealisticfcc spectrummodelusingthePDOS,
whereeachphononmodecouplesequallyto the conduction
electrons.The true α2F

�
ω � will lie somewherebetweenthe
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Electron-phononenhancementof the elec-
tronic coefficient in the heatcapacityassumingthat (a) the Eliash-
berg functionhasa dominantEinsteinmodeat 2.8 THz, α2F 4 ω 5 ∝
δ 4 ω L ωE 5 , and(b) α2F 4 ω 5 is proportionalto thePDOS.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Electron-phononenhancementof the elec-
tronicheatcapacityassumingafreeelectrongas,i.e.,constantEDOS
nearEF combinedwith an α2F-function thathaseitheranEinstein
modeor a realisticfcc spectrum(PDOSshown in Fig. 1). For com-
parisonthedifferencecurve aftersubtractionof thelatticecontribu-
tion, ∆C 2 T 3 4 C L Cph 5 2 T (solidcircles)andthebareelectronicheat
capacityCe 2 T (e: dashedline) areshown.
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FIG. 7: (Color online)Residualheatcapacityaftersubtractingelec-
tron (flat EDOS), phononand electron-phononcontributions from
measuredC 2 T. For comparison∆C 2 T is shown (solid circles).

Einsteinmodelandthe fcc spectrummodelandresult in an
electron-phononenhancementof theelectronicheatcapacity
thatis approximatedby thelimits shown in Fig. 5.

For simplicity we kept the chemicalpotentialfixed at the
Fermilevel for all temperatureswhencomputingtheelectron-
phononself-energy. Becausethis affects the electronicheat
capacitymore than the electron-phononself-energy, as dis-
cussedbefore,we neglectedany correctionsto α2F

�
ω � aris-

ing from ashift of thechemicalpotential.For two dimensions
Mahan32 discussedsomeof the aspectsof electron-phonon
interactionnearVanHovesingularitiesin thecontext of high-
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Electron-phononenhancementof the elec-
tronic heatcapacityusing the EDOSmodel from Fig. 4 combined
with an α2F-function that haseitheran Einsteinmodeor a realis-
tic fcc spectrum(PDOSfrom Fig. 1). For comparison∆C 2 T (solid
circles)andthebareelectronicCe 2 T (e: dashedline) areshown.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Residualheat capacity after subtracting
electron(peakedEDOS),phononandelectron-phononcontributions
from measuredC 2 T. For comparison∆C 2 T is shown (solid circles).

temperaturesuperconductors.However, this is acomplex and
difficult problemandgoesfar beyondthescopethis analysis.

We can give an upper estimate of the dimensionless
electron-phononcoupling constant λ by assuminga flat
EDOS.This meansthat all of the low-temperatureenhance-
ment of the Sommerfeldcoefficient relative to its high-
temperaturevalue is due to the electron-phononinterac-
tion. However, it neglectselectronicbandstructureor many-
electroneffects. In Fig. 6 we reportcalculationsfor thebare
and electron-phononrenormalizedelectronicheat capacity.
The latter requiresan unrealistically large electron-phonon
coupling parameterλ  2 � 6. The Einsteinoscillator model
givesa slightly betteraccountof the low-temperaturebehav-
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ior than the fcc spectrummodel. The remainingdiscrep-
ancyR betweenthedifferencecurve∆C andtheoryis shown in
Fig. 7. The residualentropy betweenthe integratedcurves
∆C
�
T and

�
Ce � Cep

� � T is unexpectedlybig and roughly
S
�
303K �  R S 303K

0K dT �∆C 	 Ce 	 Cep
��� � T � 0 � 7R.

Next we give a lower estimatefor λ by assumingan
EDOS peaked near the Fermi level. This time we include
all bandstructureandelectroniccorrelationeffects into our
model EDOS (Fig. 4). In Fig. 8 we report the bare and
electron-phononrenormalizedelectronicheatcapacity. We
estimatethe coupling parameterλ  0 � 8, which is in re-
markablygoodagreementwith the thermodynamicestimate
by Wallace(λ  0 � 85).24 Again the Einsteinmodel for α2F
givesa slightly betteraccountof the low-temperaturebehav-
ior thantherealisticspectrummodel.Theremainingdiscrep-
ancy betweenthedifferencecurve∆C andtheoryis shown in
Fig. 9. The residualentropy betweenthe integratedcurves
∆C
�
T and

�
Ce � Cep

� � T is somewhat smaller and roughly
S
�
303K �  R S 303K

0K dT �∆C 	 Ce 	 Cep
��� � T � 0 � 4R, with negli-

gibleentropiccontributionabove / 100K. Notetheextremely
small bump in the residualheatcapacityaroundTM

� 160K
in Figs.9 and10, which is within the experimentalandthe-
oretical uncertainties.The residualentropy associatedwith
this bump between118 K and 303 K is indeedvery small,
∆SM  S

�
303K � 	 S

�
118K � � 0 � 028 	 0 � 043R.

Our next concernis whetheror not the residualspecific
heatcan be attributed to lattice anharmonicity. Indeed,this
is not the case,becausethe curve in Fig. 10 is uncharacter-
istic of anharmonicityboth in temperaturedependenceand
in magnitude.33 First, anharmonicityis never found to have
a significantcontribution only within a narrow temperature
rangeat low temperatures.Second,the estimatedresidual
entropy of 0 � 4 	 0 � 7R at 303 K is muchtoo large for anhar-
monicity, sincetheanharmonicentropy Sanh at 303K is less
than0 � 1R for all theanalyzedelementalmetals.33,34

Thekey resultof this work is thatafteraccountingfor the
heatcapacitiesfrom phonons,electrons,andelectron-phonon
interactionthereis still excessentropy remainingthatawaits
explanation.

III. STRUCTURAL PHASE TRANSFORMATION δ 6 α T
Our analysisof the heat capacity has shown that there

is an unaccountedfor residual excessentropy of roughly
Sres / 0 � 4R 	 0 � 7R locatedbetween10K 	 100K. This low-
temperaturebehavior is clearly separatedfrom the ”high-
energy physics”of 1400K that follows from theinvar model
proposedby Lawson and coworkers for the δ-phasestabi-
lized alloys of plutonium.35,36 Therefore,it is temptingto at-
tribute this excessentropy to a partial martensitic-like phase
transformation.12 Thereis ampleexperimentalevidencethat
on cooling parts of the δ-phasestabilized Pu undergo a
martensitictransitionfrom theδ phaseto theα � phase.14,37,38

The α � phasehasthe samespacegroupasthe monoclinicα
phase,exceptthatsomeof thePuatomshavebeensubstituted
by thealloying element.

If the structural transformationoccurs at temperatures

above Θ0, i.e., in the classicalhigh-temperaturelimit, then
theestimatedvibrationalentropy differenceis

∆Sph  Sδ
ph 	 Sα

ph
� 3Rln

�
Θα

0
�
Θδ

0
� � (10)

Taking Θδ
0  77K andΘα

0  116K (from Ref. 33), we find
∆Sph

� 1 � 23R. This agreeswith the total entropy increase
acrossthree phasetransitions,as measuredexperimentally
at ambient pressurein pure plutonium and correctedfor
the electroniccontribution, ∆Sαδ

ph  ∆Sαβ
ph � ∆Sβγ

ph � ∆Sγδ
ph
�

1 � 4R.24,39–41 However, sinceonly 3-5% of the sampletrans-
forms betweenδ and α � , the available transformationalen-
tropy is around0 � 04 	 0 � 07R, far too small to accountfor
∆Sres

� 0 � 4 	 0 � 7R. Further, as mentionedin Sec. II, no
transformationin eitherdirectiontakesplacebelow / 130K.
Therefore,thepotentialmartensitictransformationcannotbe
thecausefor the residualspecificheat,which appearsat still
lower temperatures,seeFig. 10.

Alternatively, we canestimatetheamountof latentheator
entropy differenceby applyingLandau’stheoryof phasetran-
sitionsto themartensiticδ to α � transition.Variousmartensitic
transformationpathsbetweencubic andmonoclinicsymme-
trieshavebeendiscussedfor thealloysNi-Ti andCu-Zn-Al.43

Here,thesituationis slightly differentasdiscussedbyMettout
et al.,44 becausethe axisof monoclinic(two-fold) symmetry
of the martensiteis alongthe b axis ( U 010V direction)of the
cubic austenite. Therefore,the simplestelastic free energy
pervolumeV, describinga transformationat temperatureTM,
is42

∆F  �
T 	 TM

� � ∂TC44ε2
xy � 1

2
∂TBε2

B � � (11)

with ε2
B W ε2

xx � ε2
yy � ε2

zz. Its correspondingentropy difference,
∆S X	 ∂T∆F, is

∆S Y	 ∂TC44ε2
xy 	 1

2
∂TBε2

B
� 3 � 14 ' 10( 2GPa

K
' 2 � 20 ' 10( 3

� 1 � 27 ' 10( 2GPa
K

' 3 � 55 ' 10( 2 � (12)

or permoleof plutoniumatomswehave∆S � � 0 � 12 � 0 � 79� R.
Thestrainorderparametersεxy  0 � 0469,trεεε Z	 0 � 1621,and
ε2

B  0 � 0355,werecalculatedfrom publishedlatticeparame-
tersof thehigh-andlow-symmetryphasesat140K, with a0 
4 � 5959Å and a  6 � 1328Å, b  4 � 7824Å, c  10� 8997Å,
β  101� 816o, respectively.15,45,46 Notethatεxy andtrεεε arein-
dependentof theangleβ. Thetemperaturederivativesof the
shearmodulus,G, andbulk modulus,B, have beenreported
for the high-symmetry(austenite)δ phase.11 However, lack-
ing measurementsof thesingle-crystalelasticshearmodulus
C44, we usedthemeasuredpolycrystallineaverageassuming
∂TC44 / 2∂TG, becauseof (1) C44

� 2G at roomtemperature
and(2) thesimilar temperaturedependenceof G andB.11 The
estimatefor ∆S, basedoncontinuumtheoryfor deformations,
is in reasonablygoodagreementwith thehigh-temperaturees-
timate(1 � 2R), which is basedon latticedynamictheory, and
the measuredentropy differenceacrossthreephasesin pure
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FIG. 10: (Color online)Heatcapacityover temperature(C 2 RT) of a
two-level systemwith energy separationTTLS

� 120K andsiteoccu-
pationn � 0 � 5; residualheatcapacitiesarefrom Fig. 9.

plutonium(1 � 4R). Thus the predictedelasticentropy differ-
enceof roughly 0 � 9R is consistentwith a direct transforma-
tion path betweenthe cubic and monoclinic symmetriesin
Pu0� 95Al0� 05, but doesnot explain the excessentropy at low
temperatures.

Sofar we havenot consideredany electronicchangein en-
tropy. For a full description,we needto addressthe amount
of electronicentropy differencebetweentheδ andα � phases.
If we usethe peakedEDOSmodelto computeCe

�
T for the

δ phase(seeFig. 8) andsubtractthe high-temperatureSom-
merfeldcoefficient, asa bestestimatefor theelectroniccon-
tribution of theα � phase,thenwefind ∆Se

�
100K � � 0 � 2R and

∆Se
�
303K � � 0 � 34R. This suggeststhat the transformational

entropy differenceis dominatedby thecontribution from lat-
tice vibrations,justifying ourphononanalysis.

Thustheproposedscenario12 of a martensiticphasetrans-
formation,occurringbetween130K and380K, is unlikely to
explain the excessentropy or the λ-shapedheatcapacitybe-
low 100K. Sinceatmost3-5%of thesampletransforms,one
wouldexpectto observeanentropy differenceof ∆S �/ 0 � 04 	
0 � 07R between130 K and380 K. Indeed,this is consistent
with the observedentropy difference∆SM

� 0 � 028 	 0 � 043R
between118K and303K. However, this is muchsmallerthan
thelow-temperatureexcessentropy ∆Sres

� 0 � 4 	 0 � 7R, which
occursmostlybelow 110K, ascanbeseenin Fig. 10.

IV. HEAT CAPACITY OF LOCALIZED 5 f ELECTRONS

Of coursethere are other possibilitiesfor additional de-
greesof freedomto explain an excessin entropy, for exam-
ple, a magneticcontribution due to localizedmagneticmo-
ments.However, very recentlyLashley andcoworkers47 ana-
lyzedvariousexperimentsandarguedvehementlyagainstany
form of local magneticmomentsin α andδ phaseplutonium
at low temperatures.Alternatively, crystal-electricfield ef-

0) 100) 200) 300)
T  [K]

0

1

2

3

4

C
/R* expt.

phonons
e+ep
TLS
theo. (total)

FIG. 11: (Coloronline)Experimentalandcombinedtotal theoretical
heatcapacities.

fectsmayplayasignificantrole in plutoniumandits alloys.48

It hasbeenarguedfor the systemof Pu monopnictidesthat
thegroundstateis a nonmagneticsingletandthefirst excited
crystal-electricfield level is on the orderof 100K above the
groundstate.49,50 Therefore,each5 f electronsite will show
anadditionalinternaldegreeof freedomthatcontributesto the
total entropy. For simplicity, we modelthelocalized5 f elec-
tronsasindependenttwo-level systems(eachPuatomhastwo
crystal-electricfield levelswith net-zerospin),thenweobtain
a goodfit to Sres by calculating

CTLS
�
R  n � TTLS

T � 2 exp
�
TTLS

�
T �� 1 � exp

�
TTLS

�
T ��� 2 � (13)

with fit parametersfor siteoccupationn � 0 � 5 andlevel split-
ting TTLS

� 120K (seeFig. 10). However, it is unsatisfactory
that only every otherplutoniumatom(n � 0 � 5) shouldcon-
tribute. On the other hand,one may argue that this agrees
with the scenarioby Cooperand coworkers,51,52 who have
arguedthat a fraction of Pu atomshasfluctuatingvalences,
Pu4\^] 5\ , dueto the presenceof Gaor Al. Assumingthatas
many ashalf of the atomsarefluctuatingbetweenthesetwo
valencestates,thena two-level system(TLS) would capture
this configurationaldisorder. However, no signof magnetism
hasbeenobserved at low temperatures.Instead,we specu-
late that crystal-electricfield effects or the freezingof self-
irradiationinducedFrenkel pairsat low temperaturesgiverise
to theobservedtwo-level systembehavior. Notethatnominal
242Puhasabouttwo ordersof magnitudehigheradmixtureof
the isotope238Pu,with a shortlifetime, comparedto nominal
239Pu,which is typically usedin experiments.

Finally, in Fig. 11 wecomparethecombinedtotal theoreti-
calheatcapacitywith experiment.Theagreementis excellent.
Herewecombinedtheresultsfrom Figs.2, 8, and10,assum-
ing an electron-phononcouplingparameterλ � 0 � 8 with an
α2F

�
ω � -functionthathasanEinsteinmodeat2.8THz,aTLS

with occupationn � 0 � 5 andlevel splittingTTLS
� 120K.
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V. ELECTRON-PHONON COUPLING PARAMETERS AND
SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

At low temperatures(T = 0) the electronicheatcapacity
is renormalizedby the electron-phononinteraction. The en-
hancedSommerfeldcoefficient is γS  γ0 � γep  � 1 � λ � γ0,
whereγ0 is thevaluein theabsenceof theelectron-phononin-
teractionandγep incorporatesall theseeffects. We find from
our low-temperatureanalysisof Figs.6 through8 a valueof
γS
� 0 � 0080

�
5 � R � 67

�
4 � mJ

���
molK2 � , which is in excellent

agreementwith earlierestimates.12

Thehigh-temperaturevalueof theSommerfeldcoefficient,
asobtainedfrom the purely electroniccontribution in Fig. 6
or Fig. 8, is not renormalizedby the electron-phononin-
teractionand has the value of the bare electronicspecific
heat coefficient including all other many-electron effects,
γS
� 0 � 0022

�
2� R � 18

�
2 � mJ

���
molK2 � . This value is re-

markablycloseto theSommerfeldcoefficient at low temper-
aturesin the monoclinic α phaseof pure plutonium, γS

�
17 	 22mJ

�
�
molK2 � ,6,53 suggestivethata few milli electron-

volts above theFermi level thesameitinerantf-electronsare
contributing in bothcrystallographicphases.

So far our study has revealed the presenceof strong
electron-phononcoupling in Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 with a dimension-
lesscouplingparameterof orderunity, 0 � 8 �/ λ � 2 � 6. Most
cubic metalswith suchlarge electron-phononinteractionbe-
comesuperconductingata few Kelvin. It is thusanintriguing
questionto exploreatwhattemperaturePu0� 95Al0� 05 mightbe-
comesuperconducting.Thewidely usedMcMillan’s formula
for estimatingthetransitiontemperatureTc of asuperconduc-
tor is

Tc  ΘD

1 � 25
exp � 	 1 � 04

�
1 � λ �

λ 	 µ_ � 1 � 0 � 62λ � � � (14)

wherethe fit parameterµ_ describesthe effective Coulomb
repulsion. Despitethe short-comingsof this expression,21,54

and that µ_ is not known a priori , it hasprovided qualita-
tive insightsinto the electron-phononinteractionand its ef-
fectson Tc. If we take reasonablevaluesfor λ � 0 � 8 	 1 � 0,
ΘD

� 116K, andµ_ � 0 � 2 	 0 � 3, thenwe getTc
� 0 � 4 	 4K.

This estimatefor the superconductingtransitiontemperature
is of similar magnitudeas for other strongelectron-phonon
couplingsuperconductors(seeTableII), but until todaynoev-
idenceof superconductivity hasbeenobservedin theδ-phase
stabilizedPu-Al or Pu-Gaalloys down to about3 K, or in
fcc PuGa3,55 exceptfor superconductivity in theε-phase(bcc)
stabilizedalloy series(U1( xPux)0 � 78Nb0� 22,56 andthetetrago-
nalcompoundsPuCoGa5 andPuRhGa5.57,58

It would be interestingto know if Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05 andits fcc-
stabilizedsisteralloyshadasuperconductinggroundstateand
are not simply metastablelow-temperaturestatesabove the
stablegroundstateof themonoclinicα phase.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We studiedheatcapacitymeasurementsof δ-phasestabi-
lized Pu0� 95Al0� 05 and calculatedthe vibrational, electronic,

TABLE II: Dimensionlesselectron-phononcouplingparametersand
superconductingtransition temperaturesfor various cubic metals
and mercury. Here µ̀ is a dimensionlessfit parameterusing
Eq.14.33,59–61

metal Al Pd Pb V Nb Hg
structure fcc fcc fcc bcc bcc rhombo.
λ 0.4 0.7 1.5 1.0 1.3 1.6
Tc (K) 1.18 3.2 7.20 5.46 7.25 4.15
ΘD (K) 428 272 105 400 272 72
µ̀ 0.115 0.196 0.229 0.302 0.330 0.287

electron-phonon,anharmonic,crystal-electricfield,andstruc-
tural transformationcontributions. Thereby, we found sev-
eral importantandnew aspectsaboutthis material. Among
theseare (1) electron-phononcoupling is strongandcannot
beneglectedat low temperatures;(2) a flat electronicdensity
of states,which neglectsmany-electroneffects,yieldsanun-
physicallylarge dimensionlesselectron-phononcouplingpa-
rameterλ / 2 � 6; (3) anelectronicdensityof statespeakedat
the Fermi energy with an electron-phononcouplingparame-
terof orderunity, λ / 0 � 8, is necessaryto accountfor mostof
the electronicheatcapacity;(4) a remainingresidualexcess
entropy of orderSres / 0 � 4Rcanbeunderstoodin termsof an
additional internal degreeof freedom,for example,crystal-
electricfield effectsor self-irradiationinduceddefectsat plu-
toniumsites;(5) a structuraltransformationfrom δ = α � oc-
cursat temperaturestoo high, andis too small in magnitude,
to accountfor thelow-temperatureexcessentropy; (6) finally,
the excesslow-temperatureentropy is not indicative of any
significantlatticeanharmonicity.

Clearly, moreexperimentsareneededto resolve the rele-
vanceandtransformationpathof theδ = α � transition,which
occursaround130 - 180 K. Finally, the presenceof crystal-
electric field effects, and the possibility of a superconduct-
ing groundstatefor Pu0 � 95Al0 � 05, its δ-phasestabilizedsis-
ter alloys andPuGa3, will beachallengefor low-temperature
calorimetry.
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