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Heatcapacitymeasurementsf the &-phasestabilizedalloy Puy g5Al .05 Suggesthatstrongelectron-phonon
couplingis requiredto explain the moderateaenormalizatiorof the electronicdensityof statesnearthe Fermi
enepgy. We calculatethe heatcapacitycontritutionsfrom the lattice andelectronicdegreesof freedomaswell
as from the electron-latticecoupling term and find good overall agreemenbetweenexperimentand theory
assuminga dimensionles®lectron-phonorcoupling parameteif order unity, A ~ 0.8. This large electron-
phononcouplingparameteis comparabléo reportedvaluesin othersuperconductingnetalswith face-centered
cubic crystalstructure for example,Pd (A = 0.7) andPb (A ~ 1.5). Further our analysisshows evidenceof a
sizableresiduallow-temperaturentropycontribution, Ses~ 0.4kg (peratom). We canfit the residualspecific
heatto a two-level system.Therefore we speculatéhatthe obsered residualentropyoriginatesfrom crystal-
electricfield effectsof the Puatomsor from self-irradiationinduceddefectsfrozenin atlow temperatures.

PACSnumbers65.40.-b,63.20.Kr 63.20.-e

I. INTRODUCTION

Plutonium,a memberof the actinidesexhibits six unique
crystal structuregphases)n the solid stateat ambientpres-
surebetweerabsolutezeroandits meltingtemperature The
phasesangein symmetryfrom simple monoclinic (sm) to
body-centereccubic. One phase,the easily worked face-
centeredcubic (fcc) phase,denotedby 9, is thermodynami-
cally stablein pureplutoniumfrom 592K to 736K, andcan
be stabilizeddown to roomtemperaturdy smalladditionsof
trivalentelementssuchasgallium or aluminum. The effects
of alloying arenotonly structuralbut have a profoundimpact
on the electronicstructure. Specifically the low-temperature
o phase(sm) hasa very large coeficient of thermalexpan-
sion and a Sommerfeldcoeficient of ys &~ 17mJ/(molK?),
while the high-temperaturé phaseexhibits a moderatelyen-
hancedSommerfelcoeficientys ~ 50— 70mJ/(molK?), de-
pendingon concentrationand negative coeficient of ther
mal expansiont~’ Changein structure,the electronicspe-
cific heat,andthe sign of thermalexpansvity with a modest
amountbof trivalentatomsin thed phasearenotfully described
by electronicstructuretheory It is believed that the high-
temperatureand high-volume phasehaslocalized, nonbind-
ing electronswhile in the low-temperatureand low-volume
phaseheelectronsareitinerantandbinding. This behavior is
similar to the Mott transitionin correlatedelectronsystems.
Someof this behavior is borneoutin recentelectronicstruc-
turecalculations10 In arecentstudy usinginelasticneutron
scatteringMcQueeng andcoworkerst! reportedunusuaboft-
eningof phononsandelasticmoduliin Pu gsAl g 05. Usingthe
samesample,Lashley and coworkerst? pointed out that the
low-temperaturedataof the heatcapacityexhibits a moder
atelyenhance®ommerfelctoeficient,ys ~ 64mJ/(molK?),
and a A-shapedanomalyin the heatcapacityaround60 K.
Theseobsenationsweresuggestie of describingPuy, g5Al 0,05
asanincipientheary-fermionsystem.

The purposeof this studyis to give a quantitatve descrip-
tion of theelectron-phonomteractionontheconductiorelec-
tronsin plutonium,andwhethertheobsenedlow-temperature
anomalyin the heatcapacityis associatedavith a martensitic

phasdransformationin this paperwe presentalculationsof
the temperaturelependencef the massenhancementf the
conductionelectronswhich agreewell with the magnitudeof
the obsened specificheatdatain Pu gsAl g 05, enrichedwith
95% of theisotope?*?Pu A remainingresidualentrogy con-
tribution, after subtractionof electron,phonon,andelectron-
phononterms from the measureddata, is unlikely due to
a partial martensitic phasetransformationfrom the high-
temperatured phaseinto the low-temperaturen’ phaset’?
On cooling this transformatiorfinishesaround130 - 180 K
andis completelyreversedon heatingaround380 K.1314 |n-
steadof a structuraltransformationye speculatehatcrystal-
electricfield effectsor self-irradiationinduceddefectsandva-
cancies,for example, Frenlel pairs, are responsiblefor the
excessentropy. Additionally, the relatively strongelectron-
phononcouplingof orderunity, necessaryor describingthe
measuredspecificheatdata, would suggesthat Puy gsAl 9,05
shouldbecomesuperconductindpelor a few Kelvin. Sofar
no evidenceof superconductity hasbeenobseneddown to
roughly 3 K.

Il. THEORY

We follow the standardapproachand divide the calcula-
tion of the total heatcapacityof a metalinto a vibrational,
electronic, electron-phonorcoupling, and residual (every-
thing else)term, C = Cph 4+ Ce 4+ Cep + Cres One by one,
we will calculatethe contribution of eachterm and deter
mineits importance.Sincethermalexpansionof Puy gsAl 9,05
is negligible over the entire temperaturerange of interest,
i.e.,1<Cp/Cy < 1.006,we will assumen our analysisthat
Cp ~ Cy anddropthesubscript.Furthermorewe will assume
in our studythatthethermodynamigropertiesaredominated
by thefcc d-Pucrystalstructureandany possibleadmixtureof
o’-Puis negligible. This assumptioris justified by previous
resistiity,14 neutrondiffraction1® inelasticneutronscattering
andultrasoundmeasurement$ on PuygsAlgos. They shav
eitherno structuraltransformatiorbetweerd K and300K, or
indicateon cooling a partial transformatiorof at most3-5%



of thesample.The partialtransformatiorfrom & to o’ occurs
around130- 180K andis possiblydueto metastableurface
formationduringsamplepreparationt:!

The effects of electron-phonorinteractionin metalshas
been studied extensiely in the past and is well under
stood within the framework of the strong coupling theory
of Eliashbeg.151” We follow the approachby Grimvall,181°
Bemgmanetal.2® andAllen.?! In thepresencef theelectron-
phononinteractionthe electronic quasiparticlespectrumis
modifiedby

E(k) :Ek+RGZep(kaE(k)1T)a (1)

where&y = & — I, M is the chemicalpotential,andthe shift
dueto theelectron-phonoself-enegy > yieldstheelectron
massenhancement.The finite temperatureslectron-phonon
self-enegy is1819
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whereV is the volume,and fy» andbg arethe usualFermi-
Dirac andBose-Einsteirfactors. The phononfrequencieso

arelabeledby branchindex sandmomentuny. Thestrength
of the electron-phonortouplingfor momentumtransferq =

k —k’ is denotedby gs(q). Integration over the Fermi sur

faceandaveragingover all directionsk givesfor anisotropic
electron-phonoimteractiort®1°

Zep(k,(k)) =
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whereN(¢) is theelectrondensityof statesandthe Eliashbeg
function a®F (w) is the usualproductof the electron-phonon
interactionwith the phonondensityof statesandthe electron
densityof statesatthe Fermienepgy Er.

A. Phonon density of states

The lattice heatcapacityof a crystalwith quasi-harmonic
vibrationsis determinedy knowing the phonondispersioror
equialentlyits phonondensityof states(PDOS).We obtain
the PDOSof Py gsAl g,05 by fitting a Born-von Karmanforce
model, including up to three next-neighbor (3NN) atomic
shells,to phonondispersionst roomtemperatur®n d-phase
stabilizedPu alloyed with Ga, recentlymeasurecby Wong
andcoworkers?? To avoid potentiallysmalldifferencesn the
low-temperatur@ropertiesof thecalculatecheatcapacitybe-
tweenPu alloyed with Ga and Al, we simultaneouslyfitted
the dispersioncurvesfor Pu gsGay 02 andthe elasticmoduli
for Pup.gsAl o5t at roomtemperatureThe fitted moduli are
C11 = 34.0GPa, C44 = 31.4GPa, andCyp = 24.9GPa. In the
remainderof this work thiswill be crucialfor a properanaly-
sisof the heatcapacity
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Phonondensityof states(PDOS)calculated
by fitting a 3NN Born-von Karmanforce modelto measureghhonon
dispersionsindelasticcoeficientsatroomtemperaturé-22Extrap-
olationto lower temperaturess obtainedby renormalizingall inter-

atomicforce constantsvith themeasurealasticcoeficients!

In Fig. 1 we shav the correspondingphonondensity of
statesat 300K andat absoluteDK computedor Puy gsAl 0.
The noticeabledifferencein the high and low temperature
PDOS is due to the large temperaturedependencef the
elastic coeficients, which vary by over 20% over this tem-
peraturerange. Since no low-temperaturephonondisper
sionsareavailable,werescaledll interatomicforce constants
at every temperatureby the measuredelastic coeficients,
Cij(T)/Cij(300K) ~ 1.24—8-107*T /K, andrecalculatedhe
phonondispersionandPDOS . This proceduregguaranteethe
correctlow and high temperaturdong wavelength phonon
dispersions. Note that the elastic bulk and shearmoduli
weremeasurean a polycrystallinesample thusno informa-
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Measuredheat capacityC (Cp ~ Cy) of
Pu.95Al 0,05 andcalculatedvibrational contritution Cpp. Inset: Dif-
ferencecurve AC.



tion aboutthe shearanisotropy 2C44/(C11— Ci2) is available.
Therefore,in our calculationswe assumedhat Puy gsAlg.05
hasthe sameanomaloushearanisotrofy (~ 7) over the en-
tire temperaturgangeasits sisteralloy PuyggGay o2 atroom
temperaturé® This assumptioris justified by the negligible
thermal expansionand similar temperaturebehavior of the
polycrystallinebulk andsheamoduli of Puy gsAlg.0s.
The calculatedspecificheatof thequasi-harmonicrystal
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saturatest high temperatureat the Dulong-Petitlimit of 3R
for aclassicalphonongas,whereR = Nkg is the gasconstant
permole,andaccountsor mostof theexperimentadataseen
in Fig. 2. The differencecurve AC = C —Cy, shown in the
insetof Fig. 2, whichis similarto theonein Fig. 1 of Ref. 12,
will bediscussedhortlyin moredetalil.

Knowing the PDOSof a systemwe cannow computeary
phononmomentof interest.The mostimportantmomentsor
thermodynamicstudiesare the logarithmic momentwyp, and
w1, Wy, andw_3. The latter onedetermineghe Debyetem-
peraturekg®p =hw_3. Thelog-momentwy andthequadratic
momentwy, enterthe high-temperaturexpansionof thermal

(4)

functionsand thereforeare calculatedat room temperature.

Thelinearmomentw; measureshe zero-pointenegy vibra-

tions andis calculatedfor comparisonat room temperature,

too. We computedall momentsdirectly (seeTablel) ex-
ceptfor the Debyetemperature.©p was extractedfrom the
calculatedlow-temperaturéneatcapacityin Fig. 3 andis in
very good agreementvith experiment. Until now theseare
the mostaccuratelydeterminedohononmomentsof d-phase
stabilizedPu andgenerallydiffer by 10-20%from published
valuesin theliterature. If we extrapolatethe temperaturele-
pendenceof the measurecklastic moduli to 600 K and re-
calculatethe phononmomentsthenwe cancomparedirectly
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Debyetemperaturextractedfrom the low-
temperatureapproximationCpp/R = %(T/OD)E‘. A linear tem-
peratureterm was subtractedrom the experimentalC. The large
errorbarsatlow T area consequencef the subtractiorprocedure.

TABLE I: Phononmomentsf Pu gsAl g o5 calculatedat 300K, ex-
ceptfor the Debyetemperatureé®p which is calculatedat T — 0.
We usethe conversionkg®p = howy, andkg®g = e‘%h_mo. Note that
Wallacé reportedmomentsfor pured-Punear600K andassumed
Q) ~ es ®o. Theestimatederror of the lastdigit is givenin paren-
theses.

Op/K ©p/K ©1/K ©2/K

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

with Wallaces estimatedor the pure d phaseof plutonium.
At 600 K we calculate®y = 68K and ©, = 104K, which
is in very goodagreementvith Wallaces log-moment.Note
thathe useda constrainedanalysisfor the entropy, assuming

Oy~ e3 ©p, becausehehigh-temperaturbehavior of theen-

tropy is dominateddy thelog-moment.Thephononmoments
by McQueeng et al.1! were obtainedfrom inelasticneutron
scatteringpnapolycrystallinesampleandareconsistently8%

biggerthanours. Thisdiscrepang is (1) dueto a highermax-

imum phononfrequeng in their PDOS the origin of whichis

not yet understoodand(2) probablydueto a misprintof the

valuesof thelongitudinalspeedof soundin their paper The

Debyetemperatureeportedearlierby Lashley etal.? onthe

samesampleis ~ 10%smallerthanours,becausén theirdata
analysisthe Debyeapproximationvasappliedoutsideits va-

lidity region, whichis T < ©p/50~ 2.3K, andwhichis just

below theirlowestdatapoint, ascanbeseenin Fig. 3.

B. Electron density of states

In a normalmetal,the temperaturelependencef the spe-
cific heatat low temperaturess dominatedby the electronic
term,whichis Ce = yo T for anearly-freeelectrongaswith a
flat electrondensityof statefEDOS)in thevicinity kgT of the
Fermienegy Er with Sommerfeldconstanty. If the EDOS
is structuredand pealed nearEr, thenthe T-dependencef
Ce is morecomplicatedandneeddo be calculatedrom

df Ek)

Ce= V;z (5)
Integrationover the Fermisurfaceyields
.. df

Ce=2 [den(e ) ©)

First-principleselectronicstructurecalculationsfor fcc &-
Pu shav a pealed behavior of the 5f electronsnearEr in
the density of states,in good agreementwith photoemis-
sion measurement® Since first-principles calculationsdo
not have the enegy resolutionof a few milli electron-wlts,
we model the EDOS of PugsAlgos by three Lorentzians
with differentconstanbackgroundsibove andbelow Er (see
Fig. 4).
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Model for the one-electrordensityof states
(EDOS)perunit cell of Puy gsAl g o5 in thevicinity of the Fermien-
ergy Er.

Remarkablythetemperaturelependencef theheatcapac-
ity athighandlow temperaturestronglyconstrainghe possi-
ble shapeof theEDOSmodels.We foundafterseveraladjust-
mentsthatan EDOSmodelwith threeLorentziandocatedat
enegiesk — Er = —0.4,—0.02,0.3 eV, anddifferentlyscaled
constantbackgroundsibove andbelow Eg, reproduce</T
very well at high temperaturesT > 100K, whereelectron-
phononcoupling is negligible, and requiresonly a modest
electron-phonoparametei at zerotemperatureWe did not
attemptto furtherrefinethisEDOSmodel,nordid we account
for aweaktemperaturelependencef the chemicalpotential
in our calculationsdueto the particle-holeasymmetryof the
resonanca@earthe Fermisurface.We setthe chemicalpoten-
tial equalto the Fermienepy in the temperaturegangefrom
0— 300K. For now, we neglectsuchhigherordereffectsin our
crudeapproximationof the electronicheatcapacityandthe
electron-phonoself-enegy. Becausehis alsotouchesonthe
difficult problemof how to accuratelytreatthe occupatiorof
localizedversusitinerant5f electrondn this material,which
is still anunsohedproblem.However, we found numerically
thatthe electron-phonorself-enegy is very insensitve to the
structuredEDOSmodel,in contrasto the electronicheatca-
pacity.

C. Electron-phonon renormalization of heat capacity

We apply Migdal’s approximatiorto the calculationof the
electron-phonorself-enegy,28 asoutlinedearlier andobtain
the standardresultsfor the renormalizationof the EDOS or
equivalently for the massof the conductionelectrons. The
electron-phonorinteractionrenormalizeghe electronicspe-
cific heataccordingto Ce — Ce+ Cep:18-2027

df(Ee)
dT

Cot Cop = éZEk

- 2/dE N(E)E [[l—aEReZep(:E)]an(E)
+OTRE(E)Oe T (E)]. ™

Thisis corvenientlywritten as

Ce+Cep = [Yo(T) + Yep(T)] T - 8

For a flat EDOSthe bareelectronicheatcapacityof a metal
is Ce = YoT, but moregenerallyyo — yo(T). The electron-
phonontermis relatedto the electron-phonoparametei at
T = 0 andtheunnormalizedsommerfeldccoeficientyy by

Yep(T) = AYo(0) (Yep(T)/Yep(0)) - )

This standardcalculation ngglects ary effects of anhar
monic or nonadiabatigphononson the vibrational heat ca-
pacity and the electron-phonorself-enegy that go beyond
thequasiharmoni@pproximationVarioustheorieshave been
developedthat go beyond Migdal’s approximatior?-31 But
our analysisof the heatcapacityof PuygsAl 05 (seeFigs. 8
and11,andthediscussiorattheendof this section)shavsno
significantcontribution of anharmonicphononsup to room
temperaturedespitea low DebyetemperatureFor example,
the Debyetemperaturef Pbis ©p = 105K. Thus,wediscard
any anharmonior nonadiabaticorrectiongo the calculation
of the heatcapacity

Sincewe have no knowledgeof the frequeny dependence
of Eliashbeg’s function aF (w) for Py gsAl .05, we will use
(1) a very simplistic modelwith a single Einsteinoscillator
thatdescribeghe couplingbetweenthe conductionelectrons
andthe lattice nearthe longitudinalzoneboundaryphonons,
and(2) a morerealisticfcc spectrummodelusingthe PDOS,
whereeachphononmodecouplesequallyto the conduction
electrons.Thetrue a?F(w) will lie somavherebetweerthe
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FIG. 5: (Color online) Electron-phonorenhancementf the elec-
tronic coeficient in the heatcapacityassuminghat (a) the Eliash-
beig functionhasa dominantEinsteinmodeat 2.8 THz, oF (w) 0
3(w— we), and(b) a?F (w) is proportionatto the PDOS.
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Electron-phonorenhancementf the elec-
tronicheatcapacityassumin@gfreeelectrongas,i.e.,constanEDOS
nearEg combinedwith an a2F-function that haseitheran Einstein
modeor arealisticfcc spectrum(PDOSshowvn in Fig. 1). For com-
parisonthe differencecurve after subtractiorof the lattice contritu-
tion, AC/T = (C—Cpn)/T (solidcircles)andthe bareelectronicheat
capacityCe/T (e dashedine) areshavn.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Residuaheatcapacityafter subtractingelec-
tron (flat EDOS), phononand electron-phonorcontributions from
measured/T. For comparisodC/T is shavn (solid circles).

Einsteinmodelandthe fcc spectrummodelandresultin an
electron-phonoenhancemenf the electronicheatcapacity
thatis approximatedy thelimits shavnin Fig. 5.

For simplicity we kept the chemicalpotentialfixed at the
Fermilevel for all temperatureshencomputingtheelectron-
phononself-enegy. Becausethis affectsthe electronicheat
capacitymore than the electron-phonorself-enegy, as dis-
cussedefore,we neglectedary correctionsto o?F(w) aris-
ing from a shift of thechemicalpotential.For two dimensions
Mahar?? discussedsomeof the aspectsof electron-phonon
interactionnearVanHove singularitiesn the context of high-
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FIG. 8: (Color online) Electron-phonorenhancementf the elec-
tronic heatcapacityusing the EDOS model from Fig. 4 combined
with an a2F-function that haseither an Einsteinmodeor a realis-
tic fcc spectrum(PDOSfrom Fig. 1). For comparisomAC/T (solid
circles)andthebareelectronicCe/ T (e: dashedine) areshawvn.
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FIG. 9: (Color online) Residual heat capacity after subtracting
electron(peakedEDOS),phononandelectron-phonoontributions
from measured/T. For comparisomdC/T is shawvn (solid circles).

temperatursuperconductorddowever, thisis acomple< and
difficult problemandgoesfar beyondthe scopethis analysis.
We can give an upper estimate of the dimensionless
electron-phononcoupling constantA by assuminga flat
EDOS.This meansthatall of the low-temperatureenhance-
ment of the Sommerfeld coeficient relatve to its high-
temperaturevalue is due to the electron-phononinterac-
tion. However, it neglectselectronichandstructureor mary-
electroneffects. In Fig. 6 we reportcalculationsor the bare
and electron-phonorrenormalizedelectronic heat capacity
The latter requiresan unrealisticallylarge electron-phonon
coupling parametei\ = 2.6. The Einsteinoscillator model
givesa slightly betteraccountof the low-temperaturdoehav-



ior than the fcc spectrummodel. The remainingdiscrep-
ang betweerthe differencecurve AC andtheoryis shovnin
Fig. 7. Theresidualentropy betweenthe integratedcurves
AC/T and (Ce+ Cep)/T is unexpectedly big and roughly
30K) = R dT[AC — Ce—Cep)]/T ~ 0.7R.

Next we give a lower estimatefor A by assumingan
EDOS pealed nearthe Fermi level. This time we include
all bandstructureand electroniccorrelationeffectsinto our
model EDOS (Fig. 4). In Fig. 8 we report the bare and
electron-phononrenormalizedelectronicheatcapacity We
estimatethe coupling parameterA = 0.8, which is in re-
markablygood agreementvith the thermodynamiestimate
by Wallace (A = 0.85)24 Again the Einsteinmodelfor a?F
givesa slightly betteraccountof the low-temperaturdehas-
ior thantherealisticspectrummodel. The remainingdiscrep-
ang betweenthedifferencecurve AC andtheoryis shovnin
Fig. 9. Theresidualentrofy betweenthe integratedcurves
AC/T and (Ce+ Cep)/T is somavhat smaller and roughly
S(30K) = R f30 ¥ dT[AC—Ce—Cep)]/T ~ 0.4R, with negli-
gibleentropiccontritutionabove ~ 100K. Notetheextremely
smallbumpin the residualheatcapacityaroundTy ~ 160K
in Figs.9 and 10, which is within the experimentalandthe-
oretical uncertainties. The residualentrofy associatedvith
this bump between118 K and 303 K is indeedvery small,
ASy = S(30XK) — §(118K) ~ 0.028— 0.043R.

Our next concernis whetheror not the residualspecific
heatcan be attributed to lattice anharmonicity Indeed,this
is not the case,becausedhe curve in Fig. 10 is uncharacter
istic of anharmonicityboth in temperaturedependencend
in magnitude®® First, anharmonicityis never found to have
a significant contribution only within a narrov temperature
rangeat low temperatures.Second,the estimatedresidual
entropy of 0.4— 0.7R at 303K is muchtoo large for anhar
monicity, sincethe anharmonicentrory S;nn at 303K is less
than0.1R for all theanalyzedelementametals33:34

The key resultof this work is that after accountingfor the
heatcapacitiefrom phononsglectronsandelectron-phonon
interactionthereis still excessentropy remainingthat awaits
explanation.

1. STRUCTURAL PHASE TRANSFORMATION & — o

Our analysisof the heat capacity has showvn that there
is an unaccountedor residual excessentrory of roughly
Ses~ 0.4R— 0.7R locatedbetweenlOK — 100K. This low-
temperaturebehavior is clearly separatedrom the "high-
enegy physics”of 1400K thatfollows from theinvar model
proposedby Lawson and coworkers for the &-phasestabi-
lized alloys of plutonium3°:36 Thereforeit is temptingto at-
tribute this excessentropy to a partial martensitic-lile phase
transformatior?2 Thereis ampleexperimentalevidencethat
on cooling parts of the d-phasestabilized Pu undego a
martensitictransitionfrom the & phaseto thea’ phaset437:38
The o' phasehasthe samespacegroupasthe monoclinica
phasegxceptthatsomeof the Puatomshave beensubstituted
by thealloying element.

If the structural transformationoccurs at temperatures

6

above Qo, i.e., in the classicalhigh-temperaturdimit, then
the estimatedvibrationalentroy differences

ASyn = S, — Sk, ~ 3RIN(6§/67) .

Taking OS = 77K and©f = 116K (from Ref. 33), we find
ASyh =~ 1.23R. This agreeswith the total entrogy increase
acrossthree phasetransitions,as measuredexperimentally
at ambient pressurein pure plutonium and correctedfor

the electronic contritution, As‘f‘)ﬁ = AS‘;E + A§;}’] + AS‘F’JBh ~

1.4R.243%41 However, sinceonly 3-5% of the sampletrans-
forms betweend and a’, the available transformationakn-
tropy is around0.04 — 0.07R, far too small to accountfor

ASes~ 0.4 — 0.7R. Further as mentionedin Sec.ll, no
transformatiorin eitherdirectiontakesplacebelowv ~ 130K.

Therefore the potentialmartensitictransformatiorcannotbe
the causefor the residualspecificheat,which appearst still

lower temperatureseeFig. 10.

Alternatively, we canestimatethe amountof latentheator
entroyy differenceby applyingLandaustheoryof phasdran-
sitionsto themartensiti®d to a’ transition.Variousmartensitic
transformatiorpathsbetweencubic and monoclinic symme-
trieshave beendiscussedor thealloys Ni-Ti andCu-Zn-Al*3
Here thesituationis slightly differentasdiscussety Mettout
etal.** becausehe axis of monoclinic (two-fold) symmetry
of the martensites alongthe b axis ((010) direction)of the
cubic austenite. Therefore,the simplestelasticfree enegy

pervolumeV, describinga transformatiorattemperaturdy,
42
is

(10)

. 1
AF = (T—TM)<aTc44s§y+ EOTBE%> . (11)

with €3 = &5, + €2, + €2,. Its correspondingntroyy difference,
AS= —07AF, is

1 GPa
AS = —07Casly— 50T Bed ~ 3.14. 10—2T .2.20-10°3

+1.27- 10—2%‘3- 3.55-1072, (12)
or permoleof plutoniumatomswe have AS~ (0.12+ 0.79)R.
Thestrainorderparametersyy = 0.0469,tre = —0.1621,and
€2 = 0.0355,werecalculatedrom publishedlattice parame-
tersof thehigh-andlow-symmetryphasest 140K, with ag =
4.5959A anda = 6.1328A, b = 4.7824A, ¢ = 10.8997A,
B = 101816, respectiely.}>454¢ Notethate,, andtre arein-
dependenof theanglef. Thetemperaturalerivativesof the
shearmodulus,G, andbulk modulus,B, have beenreported
for the high-symmetry(austenite phaset! However, lack-
ing measurementsf the single-crystaklasticshearmodulus
Ca4, we usedthe measurecolycrystallineaverageassuming
07Cy4 ~ 207G, becaus®f (1) Cyq ~ 2G atroomtemperature
and(2) thesimilartemperaturelependencef G andB.!! The
estimatdor AS, basedn continuumtheoryfor deformations,
isin reasonablgoodagreementvith thehigh-temperatures-
timate (1.2R), which is basedon lattice dynamictheory and
the measuredentropy differenceacrossthreephasesn pure
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FIG. 10: (Color online) Heatcapacityover temperaturéC/RT) of a
two-level systemwith enegy separatiorit| s~ 120K andsiteoccu-
pationn = 0.5; residualheatcapacitiesarefrom Fig. 9.

plutonium (1.4R). Thusthe predictedelasticentroyy differ-
enceof roughly 0.9R is consistentwith a direct transforma-
tion path betweenthe cubic and monoclinic symmetriesin
Puw.gsAl .05, but doesnot explain the excessentrofy at low
temperatures.

Sofar we have not consideredary electronicchangen en-
tropy. For afull description,we needto addresghe amount
of electronicentroy differencebetweerthe d anda’ phases.
If we usethe pealed EDOS modelto computeCe/T for the
0 phase(seeFig. 8) and subtractthe high-temperatur&om-
merfeld coeficient, asa bestestimatefor the electroniccon-
tribution of thea’ phasethenwe find AS;(100K) ~ 0.2Rand
AS(303K) =~ 0.34R. This suggestshatthe transformational
entropy differenceis dominatedby the contribution from lat-
tice vibrations,justifying our phononanalysis.

Thusthe proposedscenarid? of a martensiticphasetrans-
formation,occurringbetweerl 30K and380K, is unlikely to
explain the excessentrogy or the A-shapecheatcapacitybe-
low 100K. Sinceatmost3-5%of the sampletransformspne
would expectto obsene anentropy differenceof AS < 0.04—
0.07R betweenl30 K and 380 K. Indeed,this is consistent
with the obsened entrofy differenceASy ~ 0.028— 0.043R
betweerl18K and303K. However, thisis muchsmallerthan
thelow-temperaturexcessentrofy ASes~ 0.4— 0.7R, which
occursmostlybelov 110K, ascanbeseenin Fig. 10.

IV. HEAT CAPACITY OF LOCALIZED 5f ELECTRONS

Of coursethere are other possibilitiesfor additional de-
greesof freedomto explain an excessin entroypy, for exam-
ple, a magneticcontritution due to localized magneticmo-
ments.However, very recentlyLashley andcoworkers' ana-
lyzedvariousexperimentsandarguedvehementhagainstary
form of local magneticnomentsn a andd phaseplutonium
at low temperatures.Alternatively, crystal-electricfield ef-

o expt.

— phonons
e
) 2 etep
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= theo. (total)
1+t
O ---------------
0 100 200 300
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FIG. 11: (Color online) Experimentahndcombinedotal theoretical
heatcapacities.

fectsmayplay asignificantrolein plutoniumandits alloys.#8
It hasbeenamuedfor the systemof Pu monopnictideghat
the groundstateis a nonmagnetisingletandthefirst excited
crystal-electridield level is on the orderof 100K above the
groundstate?®°0 Therefore,each5f electronsite will show
anadditionalinternaldegreeof freedomthatcontributesto the
total entropy. For simplicity, we modelthelocalized5f elec-
tronsasindependentwo-level systemgeachPuatomhastwo
crystal-electridield levelswith net-zeraspin),thenwe obtain
agoodfit to Ses by calculating

Tris\?
Crs/R=n T

with fit parameter$or siteoccupatiom = 0.5 andlevel split-
ting TrLs~ 120K (seeFig. 10). However, it is unsatishctory
that only every otherplutoniumatom (n = 0.5) shouldcon-
tribute. On the other hand, one may argue that this agrees
with the scenarioby Cooperand coworkers®52 who have
arguedthat a fraction of Pu atomshasfluctuatingvalences,
PU*/5t, dueto the presencef Gaor Al. Assumingthatas
mary ashalf of the atomsarefluctuatingbetweenthesetwo
valencestates thena two-level system(TLS) would capture
this configurationatdisorder However, no signof magnetism
hasbeenobsenred at low temperatures.Instead,we specu-
late that crystal-electricfield effects or the freezingof self-
irradiationinducedFrenlel pairsatlow temperaturegiverise
to the obsenedtwo-level systembehavior. Notethatnominal
242py hasabouttwo ordersof magnitudenigheradmixtureof
theisotope?38Pu, with a shortlifetime, comparedo nominal
239y, whichis typically usedin experiments.

Finally, in Fig. 11 we comparethe combinedotal theoreti-
calheatcapacitywith experiment.Theagreemenis excellent.
Herewe combinedtheresultsfrom Figs.2, 8, and10,assum-
ing an electron-phonortoupling parametei ~ 0.8 with an
a?F (w)-functionthathasan Einsteinmodeat2.8 THz,aTLS
with occupatiom = 0.5 andlevel splitting Tt s ~ 120K.

exp(TrLs/T)
[1+4exp(Tris/T)]?

(13)



V. ELECTRON-PHONON COUPLING PARAMETERS AND
SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

At low temperature¢T — 0) the electronicheatcapacity
is renormalizedby the electron-phonorinteraction. The en-
hancedSommerfeldcoeficientis ys = Yo+ Yep = (14 A)Yo,
whereyy is thevaluein theabsencef theelectron-phonoim-
teractionandyep incorporatesall theseeffects. We find from
our low-temperaturenalysisof Figs. 6 through8 a value of
ys = 0.0080(5)R~ 67(4) mJ/(molK?), whichis in excellent
agreementvith earlierestimates?

The high-temperatur@alueof the Sommerfeldcoeficient,
asobtainedfrom the purely electroniccontritution in Fig. 6
or Fig. 8, is not renormalizedby the electron-phonorin-
teractionand has the value of the bare electronic specific
heat coeficient including all other mary-electron effects,
ys ~ 0.00222)R ~ 18(2)mJ/(molK?). This value is re-
markablycloseto the Sommerfeldcoeficient at low temper
aturesin the monoclinic a phaseof pure plutonium, ys =~
17— 22mJ/(molK?),6:53 suggestie thatafew milli electron-
volts above the Fermilevel the sameitinerantf-electronsare
contrituting in both crystallographighases.

So far our study has revealed the presenceof strong
electron-phonorcouplingin Pu gsAlgos with a dimension-
lesscouplingparameteof orderunity, 0.8 < A < 2.6. Most
cubic metalswith suchlarge electron-phonorinteractionbe-
comesuperconductingtafew Kelvin. It is thusanintriguing
guestiorto exploreatwhattemperaturéu gsAl o o5 mightbe-
comesuperconductingThewidely usedMcMillan’s formula
for estimatingthe transitiontemperaturd of a superconduc-

toris
T, ©p exp( 1.04(1+A)

_)\—u*(_1+0.62)\)) '

wherethe fit parametent* describeshe effective Coulomb
repulsion. Despitethe short-comingf this expressiort->4
and that u* is not known a priori, it hasprovided qualita-
tive insightsinto the electron-phonorinteractionand its ef-
fectson T.. If we take reasonablevaluesfor A ~ 0.8 — 1.0,
Op ~ 116K, andy* ~ 0.2— 0.3, thenwe getT; ~ 0.4 — 4K.
This estimatefor the superconductingransitiontemperature
is of similar magnitudeas for other strongelectron-phonon
couplingsuperconductorseeTablell), but until todaynoev-
idenceof superconductity hasbeenobsenedin the 3-phase
stabilizedPu-Al or Pu-Gaalloys down to about3 K, or in
fcc PuGa,®® exceptfor superconductity in thes-phasgbcc)
stabilizedalloy series(U1_xPu)o.78Nbo.22,%6 andthetetrago-
nal compound$uCoGg andPuRhGg.>">8

It would be interestingto know if PuygsAlg0s andits fce-
stabilizedsisteralloys hada superconductingroundstateand
are not simply metastabldow-temperaturestatesabove the
stablegroundstateof themonoclinica phase.

=128 (14)

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We studiedheatcapacitymeasurementsf d-phasestabi-
lized Pu g5Al g 05 and calculatedthe vibrational, electronic,

TABLE II: Dimensionlesglectron-phonocouplingparameterand
superconductingransition temperaturedor various cubic metals
and mercury Here p* is a dimensionlessfit parameterusing
Eq 14.33,59—61

metal Al Pd Pb V Nb Hg

structure fcc  fcc  fcc bec  bec rhombo.
A 04 07 15 10 13 1.6
T (K) 118 32 7.20 546 7.25 4.15
Op (K) 428 272 105 400 272 72
Ty 0.1150.196 0.229 0.3020.330 0.287

electron-phonomnharmonicgrystal-electridield, andstruc-
tural transformationcontributions. Thereby we found sev-
eral importantand new aspectsaboutthis material. Among
theseare (1) electron-phonortouplingis strongand cannot
be neglectedat low temperatureq(2) aflat electronicdensity
of stateswhich neglectsmary-electroneffects,yieldsanun-
physicallylarge dimensionlesglectron-phonoroupling pa-
rameterA ~ 2.6; (3) anelectronicdensityof statespealedat
the Fermi enegy with an electron-phonortouplingparame-
ter of orderunity, A ~ 0.8, is necessaryo accounfor mostof
the electronicheatcapacity;(4) a remainingresidualexcess
entropy of orderSes~ 0.4R canbeunderstoodn termsof an
additionalinternal degree of freedom,for example, crystal-
electricfield effectsor self-irradiationinduceddefectsat plu-
tonium sites;(5) a structuraltransformatiorfrom 6 — a’ oc-
cursattemperature$oo high, andis too smallin magnitude,
to accountfor thelow-temperaturexcessentroyy; (6) finally,
the excesslow-temperatureentropy is not indicative of ary
significantlatticeanharmonicity

Clearly, more experimentsare neededo resole therele-
vanceandtransformatiorpathof the d — o’ transition,which
occursaround130- 180 K. Finally, the presenceof crystal-
electric field effects, and the possibility of a superconduct-
ing groundstatefor Py gsAlg s, its 6-phasestabilizedsis-
teralloys andPuGa, will be achallengefor low-temperature
calorimetry
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