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Them al conductivity in the vicinity of the quantum critical endpoint in SR u,0 4
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Them al conductivity of S;isRu,0 7 wasm easured down to 40 m K and at m agnetic elds through
the quantum critical endpoint at H. = 7.85 T . A peak in the electrical resistivity as a function of
eld wasm Im icked by the them alresistivity. InthelmitasT ! 0K ,we ndthattheW iedem ann-
Franz law is satis ed to within 5% atall elds, In plying that there is no breakdown of the electron
despite the destruction of the Fem i liquid state at quantum criticality. A signi cant change in
disorder (from o @H =0T) = 2.1 an to 0.5 an ) does not In uence our conclusions. At nite
tem peratures, the tem perature dependence of the Lorenz num ber is consistent w ith ferrom agnetic
uctuations causing the non-Fem 1iliquid behavior as one would expect at a m etam agnetic quantum

critical endpoint.

PACS num bers:

W hilke classical phase transitions are theoretically well
understood, quantum phase transitions are in de ance of
theoretical understanding. At a quantum critical point
QCP), theFem iliquid ground state is destroyed by the
diverging quantum  uctuations associated with a par-
ticular phase transition. G iven that the physics up to
very high tem peratures can be dom inated by the pres-
ence ofa QCP, i is essential to try and understand the
nature of the uctuations and excitations which exist at
a QCP.Part of the problem in understanding quantum
phase transitions is that, given nearly a hundred di erent
system s which show non-Fem i liquid behavior presum —
ably due to proxim iy to a Q CP, there is very little com —
m onality betw een various observables, such as resistiviy,
susceptibility, and soeci ¢ heatl]] W hat is desperately
needed are very fundam entalm easurem ents of physical
properties In the vicinity ofa QCP.

The W jedem ann¥franz law W FL), which states that
them al ( ) and charge ( ) conductivities are sin ply re—
lated through the expression = T = Ly, where Ly is
the Som m erfeld value of the Lorenz number (244 10 8
W /K?), is precissly such a fiindam ental probe of
strongly correlated physics. At T = 0 the law isa conse-
quence of the fact that all ferm ionic excitations carry
charge e, whilke all of the possbl bosonic excitations
have zero charge. Should a violation be expected at a
Q CP ? Experin ents on established quantum critical sys—
tem s, such as speci c heat and resistivity on YbRLSi,
have been interpreted as observing the breakup of the
electron at a Q CP,[4] which would naively in ply a viola—
tion. In addition, theories of quantum criticality are also
suggesting that t m ay be possible to violate the W FL at
aQcCP.04,l4]

E xperimn entally, a veri cation of the W FL was ob-
served In CeN G e, H] W hik this study was a sihgular

m easurem ent at zero m agnetic eld and ambient pres—
sure, the belief is that this point in phase space lies in
close proxin iy to an antiferrom agnetic Q CP . R ecently,
the W FL was also con med in the eld tuned quan-
tum critical system CeColns.[@] Another possbly rele—
vant system in which the W FL has been m easured are
the high T. cuprates.[l, 18] In this case a violation has
been observed in the eld-nduced nom al state, which
m ay be related to an underlying Q CP in the phase dia-
gram .

In this ltter, we have chosen to study the W FL In
SrsRu,07, a bilayer perovskie m aterial.[d] The well-
known singlke layer com pound SrRuO, is believed to
be a spin trplet superconductor(l(], while the in -
nite layer com pound SrRuOj; is an itinherant electron
ferrom agnet[Ll]. W hen the m agnetic eld is applied In
the RuO, planes of SrysRu;07, a st order m etam ag—
netic transition is observed. T he critical endpoint ofthis
line of rst order m etam agnetic transitions is system at—
ically driven to zero temperature at H = 785 T by ro—
tating the m agnetic eld out of the planelZ]. T hus, the
term quantum criticalendpoint Q CEP ) isused when dis—
cussing Sr3Ru2,0 7. The use ofm agnetic eld asa tuning
param eter in this stoichiom etric system allow s for a very
sensitive test of the W iledem annFranz law to be m ade
on a clean system . W e present them al and charge con—
ductivity data on Sr3Ru,0 7, which dem onstrate that the
iIntegrity of the electron does survive in the vicinity ofa
QCEP astheW FL issatis ed atall elds.

A seocond aspect of this study is that nite tem pera-
ture them al and charge conductivity data allow us to
comm ent on the nature of the uctuations present in
this system . W hile the above circum stantial evidence
would suggest that ferrom agnetic uctuations are the
m ost relevant m agnetic excitations here, neutron scatter-
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FIG .1: (coloronline) H igh tem perature them alconductivity
at several elds along the c-axis including the critical eld.
The heat current was applied in the abplane. The dashed
line is an estim ate of the phonon conductivity obtained by
considering the W FL as discussed later in the text.

Ing ndsboth antiferrom agnetic and ferrom agnetic uc—
tuations of sin ilar strength in zero eld}13] thus leaving
an open question asto what uctuationsm ay be relevant
for thism etam agneticQCEP .W e nd that the tem pera-
ture dependence ofthe Lorenz ratio is in good agreem ent
w ith the standard picture of tinerant electron m etam ag—
netian , which thus in plies that the relevant uctuations
are ferrom agnetic in nature.

T herm al conductivity wasm easured using a tw o ther—
m om eter one heater setup described elsew here[l4]. The
absolute accuracy is lim ited by the uncertainty in the ge—
om etric factor of the sample ( 10 %), but the relative
changes between di erent elds is Ilim ited by the accu—
racy of the thermm om eter calbration which is 1% for
the tem perature sweeps, and due to the m agnetoresis—
tance of the them om eters can drift to as much as 5%
for the eld sweeps. The SsRu,0 7 single crystals stud—
ied were grown In a oating zone fimaceli]. W ih the
exoeption of the data in  gure 2 ) Which has a resid-
ual resistivity of 0.5 an and was aligned 20 o
the caxis) data is presented fora sam pl w ith a residual
resistivity of 2.1 an , and was aligned wih the eld
parallelto within 5 ofthe caxis. The transport was in
the abplane.

Figure 1 presents the raw them al conductiviy data
at, above, and below the crtical eld ofH. = 785 T.
In zero eld, the themm al conductivity has a peak at ap—
proxim ately 5 K which vanishes as one reaches the criti-
cal eld.Atstillhigher elds, the peak beginsto retum,
abei much more slow ly. Com parison w ith the lim ited
soeci cheat data on single crystals show s a qualitatively
sin ilar behavior [4, [16]. C=T has a peak at zero eld,
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FIG .2: (coloronline) A com parison ofheat ( =T ) and charge
(Lo/ ) conductivities at several eldsversusT at low tem per—
ature. T hese quantities extrapolate to the sam e value at T =
0 if the W jedem ann-Franz law is to be satis ed. Solid lines
are tsto = g+ AT?. The dashed line for H. is a lin—-
ear tbelow 08 K .(b) Com paring two sam ples w ith di erent
am ounts ofdisorder. Sam ple # 2 hasbeen rotated by 20 w ith
respect to the caxis which m ainly changes the value of the
critical eld.

which is heavily suppressed close to the critical eld. At
this pont the speci c heat begins to diverge, indicative
ofnon-Fem iliquid behavior. T heoreticalw ork is needed
to evaluate how the changing electronic structure a ects
both the num ber of carriers and the scattering rate, both
ofwhich enter into the them al conductirity.

W enow tum our attention to the low tem perature end
of the data. By pbtting =T vs T the intercept repre—
sents the ferm Jonic contribution to the them al conduc—
tivity resulting from a constant density of states in the
Iim i that scattering is dom inated by elastic scattering.
From the resistivity data (plotted as Lo/ fOr com pari-
son with theW FL) wecan seein gure2 (@) that wehave
clearly reached that lin it below 1 K .A s there is aln ost
no tem perature dependence we can reliably extrapolate
ourresultsto T = 0,wherewe ndthattheW FL which
statesthat / T = Lg) issatis ed to within 5% atall
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FIG . 3: (color online) Veri cation of the W ijedem ann-Franz
law from eld sweeps of the Lorenz number. Inset: Fild

sweeps of heat ( =T ) and charge (Lo= ) conductivity at low
tem perature.

elds.T he phonon conductivity does not have a zero tem —
perature ntercept n =T and hence does not enter into
the discussion at this time.

T he lack of tem perature dependence at all elds also
allow s us to comm ent on the elastic scattering from  —
nie tem perature eld sweeps. As a resul, in the inset
to gure 3weplbt =T and Iy/ asa function of eld
at low tem peratures. T he lowest tam perature curves are
clearly a good approxin ation to the T= 0 value for the
residual elastic scattering. The resistivity show s a pro—
nounced peak (dip n Lo/ ) atthecritical eld, the origin
of which is unknown.[l7] C learly, however, the them al
conductivity data tracks this dip. To see how precisly
the them al conductivity tracks the charge conductivity
we plot the Lorenz ratio (L=Lo= / TLg) in the main
panelof gure 3. The fact that the W FL is satis ed is
again dem onstrated by the fact that this quantiy equals
1l atall elds. The slow drift in the value of the Lorenz
num ber is due to calbrating the m agnetoresistance ofthe
therm om eters used to m easure the tem perature gradient
In the sample. The sharper bump at the critical eld
lkely results from the new phase which em erges to "pro—
tect" the QCEP [L8]. The slight enhancem ent cbserved
In L at nie tem perature in this protected phase m ay
result from either a reduction in inelastic scattering or
a shift to lJarge angle scattering upon entering this new
phase.

A s disorder can dram atically m odify the behaviorat a
QCP,we Investigate tse ectsby alsom easuring a higher
purity crystalllé] shown in gure 2 (o). This is particu-
larly true of the phase which protectsthe Q CEP . In zero

1.2 T T T

0.05 o

110 .

Lo/Ly

o ] H 40T
ST ¢ o 5T
0 7 | HC _] 001 &) HC = 7.851_
: v 13T
v 13T
0.6 ' ' ' 0.00 ' ' '
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
T (K) T (K)

FIG .4: (coloronline) (a) Tem perature dependence ofthe elec—
tronic contribution to the Lorenz ratio L (T ), which is consis—
tent w ith the standard picture for itinerant electron m etam —
agnetism . (o) The them alresistance W s 0=LoT
attributed to scattering o of spin uctuations.

1= o1

eld one can observe the factor of 4 increase In purity
relative to the sam pk presented In  gure 2 (@), although
at the critical eld the change In elastic scattering is not
nearly as great. The eld isalso applied slightly o the
caxis which has the added advantage that the resistive
anom aly associated w ith the phase which protects the
QCEP is enhanced. This anom aly is m in icked in the
them al data and at T=0 we nd that this phase also
obeystheW FL to wihin 5% .

T he presence of exotic ferm ionic excitations which do
not carry charge e (such ascharge 0 spinons) or charged
bosonic excitations would resul in a violation of the
W FL.Theverl cation oftheW FLIntheT ! 0K lmi
proves that such excitations do not exist here.

For charge e quasiparticks, the W FL is valid only
when heat and charge transport are a ected equally, as
is the case for elastic processesdom nant in the T ! 0K
lim it. A s tem perature is increased, inelastic scatter—
Ing dom Inates the elastic scattering of quasiparticles.
Thus, a nite tem perature study of the Lorenz num —
ber may also shed light on to the nature of the ex-—
citations relevant to the non-Fem i liquid behavior ob-
served at the critical eld. The strength of such a study
wasexem pli ed n CeRhly where them alm easurem ents
found quantitative agreem ent w ith the antiferrom agnetic
soin  uctuation spectrum m easured by nelastic neutron
scattering.[19]

Figure 4 (@) show sthe tem perature dependence at a few

elds including the critical eld. A phonon conductiviy
tem of p, = 0:03mW =K *an )T? independent of eld
for phonons being scattered by electrons w as subtracted
from the themm al conductivity data, to give purely the



electronic contrbution to L. This choice of phonon sub—
traction is the m ininum necessary to place Le; In the
physically allowable param eter range 0 Lo; Lo, but
the conclusions drawn from these data are insensitive to
the am ount of phonon conductivity assum ed. Interest—
ngly, the e ect of am all angke inelastic scattering be-
com es stronger as one approaches the critical eld as
signi ed by the increasingly rapid suppression of L at
low tem peratures. T his is consistent w ith the divergence
of the quasiparticlequasipparticle scattering at H ., asde—
duced from theT? coe cient of resistivity.fé,l17]A sa re—
sul, them nimum in L (T ) naturally also m oves to lower
tem perature. T he puzzling observation is that the m ag—
nitude ofthe dip in L (T) is gradually suppressed as the
critical eld is approached. This is partially a result of
the Increase in elastic scattering about the critical eld.
However, the e ect is still present if the elastic scatter—
hgisremovedLiner= (=T =T (T = 0))( T=0)
(not shown). In CeRu,Sik, a heavy ferm ion m etam ag—
netic system , the T ! 0 lin it was not explored, but at

nite tem perature the behavior In L (T) was sim ilar to
that observed here.2(]

T heoretically, heat and charge transport properties
havebeen calculated fora nearly ferrom agneticm etal.21]
Tt was found that as the Stoner param eter is enhanced
the deviation of the Lorenz number from the Somm er-
feld value Ly is reduced. Thus, in this picture our data
would Indicate that the Stoner param eter increases as
the critical eld is approached. This is precisely what
happens In the standard picture for itinerant electron
m etam agnetisn .22] By applying a m agnetic eld, the
soin-up and spin-down bands are pushed in opposite di-
rections. W hen a peak in the density of states existsnear
the Fem 1 level, then a m etam agnetic transition w ill oc—
curw hen the peak in one ofthe spin-split bands ispushed
through the chem icalpotential. T he Stonerparam eter ,
which isequalto the density of states at the chem icalpo—
tential tin es the interaction term U, is thusm axin alat
the m etam agnetic transition, which is In agreem ent w ith
our eld dependence ofL (T ). Furthem ore, the them al
resistancedueto spin  uctuationsWsg 0=LoT
shown iIn gure 4 b) strongly resem bles that of the cal-
culations done by Ueda and M oriya,21] further em pha-
sizing the point that the behavior In L (T) is not sokly
due to a change in the elastic scattering.

This sin ple m odel of m etam agnetian rem arkably re—
produces many agoects of the observations seen in
SrsRu,07 in addition to the behavior in the Lorenz
number. It is natural to anticipate a peak in the den-
sity of states from a Van-Hove singularity in this two-
din ensionalsystem . F inetuning ofU and the Iniial form
ofthe density of states In a Stonerm odelas described can
provide a air explanation of the m agnetization 23] and
soeci ¢ heat data24]. In addition, it has been confc—
tured that the unidenti ed phase protecting the QCEP
m ay be a result of a type of Pom eranchuk instability of

1= a1

the Fem isurface,28,126] or atematively from nanoscale
charge inhom ogeneity,27] as the van-Hove singularity
passes through the chem ical potential. Tn fact, the van—
Hove shgularity is one possble m icroscopic origin for
the e ective action used by M illis et alil28] It should be
pointed out that the renom alization group treatm ent
of this action has proven quite successfil n explaining
the them alexpansion data29] am ong other experin en—
tal observations.

In conclusion we have observed the veri cation of the
W jiedem ann-Franz law in SisRu, 07 inthelmitasT ! O
atall elds ncluding the eld at which a quantum crit—
ical end-point occurs, which inplies that there is no
breakdow n of the electron at the Q CEP .M ore precisly,
there are no additional ferm ionic carriers of heat (such
as spinons) other than those which carry charge e. This
further supports the notion that the QCEP in SryRu,0 4
can be descrbed in the HertzM illis form alisn for quan—
tum criticality. Tt w illbe interesting to see ifthe W FL is
still satis ed In other quantum critical system s in which
the Hertz-M illis theory fails. Finally, the nite tem per-
ature data are consistent w ith the standard picture for
tinerant electron m etam agnetism , and, as a result, one
should expect that the ferrom agnetic uctuations are re-
soonsible for the observed non-Fem i liquid behavior at
the quantum critical endpoint.
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