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We examine the nuclear spin-lattice relaxation ratéf bf PURhGg and PuCoGg both in the supercon-
ducting and normal states, as well as their Knight shiftssuRe for both compounds are consistent with a
superconducting gap of d-wave symmetry in the presenceaafgimpurity scattering, though with quite dif-
ferent gap-oveit. ratios 249/kgTc (8 for PuCoGg and 5 for PURhGS. In the normal state, PuRhgaxhibits
a gradual suppression 6F;T)~1 below 25 K, while measurements for PuCgGaveal a monotonic increase
down toTe. We propose that this behavior is consistently understgdtidocrossover from the two-dimensional
guantum antiferromagnetic regime of the locdt&ectron spins of Pu to the concomitant formation of the
fermion pseudogap based on the two-component spin-fermautel.

PACS numbers: 74.20,74.20-z,74.50

I. INTRODUCTION straightforward; however, we find that this small change of
lattice constants leads to dramatic changes in the eldctron

The discovery of superconductivity (SC) in plutonium and magnetic properties in this class of materials.

based systems such as PuCg@ad PuRhGahas stimulated
the study of unconventional superconductivity and the-pair
ing symmetry and mechanism in these matef&l¥he sym-
metry of an unconventional superconductor is reduced com-

pared to the symmetry of its normal state, thus resulting in  Here, we give a detailed theoretical description of the-spin
many novel properties of the quasiparticle excitation specjattice relaxation rate and predict what should be observed
trum. With a record high superconducting transition temperif the Knight shift was measured on the same sample. Our
atureTc of the order of 20 K among thef4and 5 electron  se|f-consistent treatment of impurity scattering in thpesu
based compounds, this class of materials provides hope f@nducting state goes beyond the two-fluid approach used by
a unifying pairing mechanism from heavy fermion supercon-sakai et af, which was used to explain the large residual
ductors to the high-cuprates:* It is believed that the su- density of states in PuRhGa Further, our theoretical fits
perconducting action in Pu-115 [M&a; with M=Co and Rh] o the experimental data of PuRhglaad us to three impor-
derives itself from the Unique character of thiedéectrons of tant conclusions: First, the measured pair-breaking etfec
plutonium? PUMGgs is isostructural to the tetragonal Ce-115 impurities in PuRhGareduces the transition temperature of
series [CMIns]. Very recently, Curro and coworkerpro- g hypothetically pure sample by only 0.5 K. Therefore, the
posed, based on their measurements of the Knight shift andwer T, of PuRhGa is an intrinsic property and is not due
spin-lattice relaxation rates, that the Pu-115 compounéls atg impurities. Second, the theoretical fits indicate thatrti
bridging the superconducting and normal-state propedies g 20o/ksTe is markedly reduced in PURhG4&~ 5) versus
the heavy-fermion Ce-115 and high-temperature coppeteoxi pyCoGg (~ 8). This fact indicates that the mediating bosonic
superconductors. Therefore providing a means for tuniag thpairing glue is stronger in PuCoGaAssuming that Pu-115
interaction strength of antiferromagnetic spin fluctuasi¢®o  compounds are spin-fluctuation mediated superconduttors,
intermediate values between both extreme lirits. we conclude that Rh substitution reduces the strength of the
In this paper, we examine the spin-lattice relaxation ratesnediating spin fluctuations. Indeed, this conclusion is-sup
T, * of PuCoGg and PuRhGain the superconducting and ported by the observed behavior ofT} in the normal state
normal states. Very recently, Sakai and coworkees/e mea-  of both compounds. Third and most interestingly, when the
suredTl’1 in PURhGa in the superconducting state and found experimental data are plotted &3 versusT, we find that in
evidence for lines of nodes in the gap function, just as inthe normal statd, T of PURhGag saturates and is nearly flat
PuCoGag, but with a much reduced superconducting transi-over a wide temperature regidg < T < 3T, whereasl; T
tion temperaturd. ~ 8.5 K versusl. =~ 18.6 K. Both mate- in PuCoGag shows a monotonic decrease downlio This
rials differ primarily in their lattice parameters, sincl Ras  saturation resembles closely the pseudogap (PG) feature of
a slightly larger atomic radius than €d=or example, thab  the underdoped cupratésAs a possible explanation of this
plane anct axis lattice constants are larger in PuRBGmt  phenomenon, we propose the two-component spin-fermion
the ratioc/a is larger in PuCoGa suggesting that PuRh@a model of antiferromagnetically correlated mefadsd argue
is less two dimensional (2D). Predicting the consequencethat the two natural energy gaps accounting for the PG behav-
of this elongation on the superconducting instability ig no ior in Pu-115 are the spin gdysg and the fermion gafpc.
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Il. SUPERCONDUCTING STATE tibility of the AFM fluctuations X (g, w = 0) ~ <qfo>++£*2’ is

parameterized near the AFM wave ved@as

The experimental techniques of nuclear magnetic reso-
nance (NMR) and nuclear quadrupolar resonance (NQR) have
been used successfully in the past to distinguish between th
spin states of Cooper pairs (spin singlet vs. spin triplétpa o )
ing) and provide indirect information on the symmetry of the Where the parameteéris inverse proportional to the AFM cor-
gap function — fully gapped vs. nodal lines or nodal points inrelation lengti€, normalized by the cylindrical Fermi surface
the gap function on the Fermi surface. Both techniques prob& ~ ary/b; ais the lattice parameter). For all calculations in
directly the quasiparticle density of states and revedténd  this paper, we choode= 0.5 which is not a sensitive parame-
information about the pairing symmetry. ter for our results unlessis very large b < 0.1) 8 i.e., within

The standard explanation of power vs. exponential laws ithe range of @l < b <1 our results show little variations and
the low-temperature behavior of thermodynamic and transpoare qualitatively the same. .
properties, for example, the spin-lattice relaxation fgt&, With the gap functiod(¢) andTo(w) obtained from Eq[{1)
comes from the difference of nodal and fully gapped excita{WhereTo(w) is analytically continued fronTo(wn) by Padé
tion spectra in the superconducting state. In clean nodal si@@Pproximation) we calculate the nuclear spin-lattice xela
perconductors AT; exhibits a nearlyT3 behavior far below ation rate ¥T; following the standard formulatiér:10
the superconducting transition temperatdreg T, while it

b2

V(o-9) =Vulb) o

)

is exponential for gapped superconductors. On the other sid 1 "® 0fep(w) @ ?

deviations from this behavior, like thE-linear temperature T _/O 0w Re @2 —D2(g)

dependence of /I at low temperatures, are explained by im-

purity effects in an unconventional superconductor witle$ Ao) 2

of nodes on the Fermi surface. + Re~—(p , (3)
In our calculations the effect of impurity scattering is in- < a2 — A%(g) >(p

cluded within the self-consisterit-matrix approximatiof,
which is the standard formulation for pointlike defectsisua ~ and the superconducting spin susceptibifigy
perconducting dilute allo$?:1%:1?For the case of particle-hole
symmetry of the quasiparticle excitation spectrum the Namb Xs /'°° dfrp(w) Re & (4)
componen®; of theT matrix vanishes, and for a d-wave order T 0 ow "\/m ’
parameter with isotropic scatteriig = 0 (also without loss
of generality we can choosk = 0 by general U(1) gauge wherefp(w) is the Fermi-Dirac function, the impurity renor-
symmetry), wherd; is theith component of the 2 2 Nambu  malized quasiparticle energy= w-+ Zo(w), and(...), means
matrix expanded in Pauli matrices. Then we need to Ca'CU'atﬂ]e angu]ar average over the Fermi surface. The first term in
only To(w). The impurity self-energy is given by = o, the bracket of Eq[]3) itN?(w). The second term vanishes
wherel” = nj/TNo. HereNp is the normal density of states in our calculations because of the symmetry of the gap func-
(DOS) at the Fermi surface; is the impurity concentration; tion. To calculate 1Ty T using Eq. [B), orxs using Eq. [}),
To(wn) = 2“’“72‘”“), wherego(wn) = = Sk=m—2-—. The  we need the full temperature dependent gap funcign T)
[c2—g3(wn)] TNy £K @2 +e2+A2(K) . . .
impurity renormalized Matsubara frequency is defined bya"dTc. Our gap equation EqCI(1) is the BCS gap equation,
@n = Wn + %o, With wy = TT(2n+ 1), and the scattering therefore it gives the BCS temperature behawo_rLi(JqJ,T)
strength parameter is related to the s-wave phase sl and Ag = 2.14kgT, for the standard Weak_-couplmg d-wave
by ¢ = cot(3o). Using this self-energfo the following gap SC. In order to account for strong-coupling effects_ we use
equation is solved self-consistently, the phenomenological formula(,T) = A(@, T = 0) =(T)
with =(T) =tanh(B/Tc/T — 1), and parametefdandlo/ Te.
Then we only need to calcula#®(p,0) at zero tempera-
e [0} / ture. The temperature dependence&gfw,T) = NTo(w,T)
Alg) = _NO'/ SV (0= 9) is similarly extrapolated:To(w, T) = To(w, T = 0) =(T) +
o den(¢) Tnormal(1— =(T)), whereTnormal = I'_/(c2 +1) is the normal
x T Z/ AN TP Q) stateTp. In our numerical calculations we choBe= 1.74,
&/ QR+ +0%(¢) because our final results are not very sensitive with regpect
] o .. this parameter, while the ratity /kg T is an important param-
whereV (¢— ¢) is the angular parameterization of the pairing gter to simulate strong-coupling effects. The larger the ga
interaction, andy is a typical cutoff energy. We assume the (4iio the more important are strong-coupling effects.
canonical d-wave gap function of the forlik) = Ag(cosky — In figures andd2 the spin-lattice relaxation rate of
cosky) or A(@) = Agcog2¢) for a cylindrical Fermi surface. puRhGg by Sakai et af is shown. For ease of comparison
The pairing potentiaV (¢ — qf) induces a gap with d-wave 1/T; was normalized to AT; = 10 atT = Tc. The insets show
symmetry. Although its microscopic origin is not the isstdie o the corresponding normalized quasiparticle DOS for vayyin
this paper, we believe it originates from 2D antiferromagne scattering ratek. With our earlier described choice of gap pa-
(AFM) spin fluctuations. The static limit of the spin suscep-rameters§ = 1.74 and 2o = 5kgT¢) an impurity scattering
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FIG. 1: The NQR spin-lattice relaxation rétplotted versus tem-
perature normalized by the superconducting transitiorptgature
T, = 7.6 K. Calculations are shown forA3 = 5kgT; and three val-
ues of the impurity scattering rafiefor unitary scattering. Inset: The
normalized quasiparticle density of states is shown foresponding
values of the impurity scattering raff¢Ag = 0,0.032 0.064.
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FIG. 2: The NQR spin-lattice relaxation rételotted versus tem-
perature normalized by the superconducting transitiorptgature
T, = 7.6 K. Calculations are shown forA3 = 8kgT. and three val-
ues of the impurity scattering rafiefor unitary scattering. Inset: The
normalized quasiparticle density of states is shown foresponding
values of the impurity scattering raff¢Ag = 0,0.032 0.064.

rate ofl"/Ap = 0.032 in the unitary limit ¢ = 0) is enough to
completely fill the low energy gap with impurity states, wéer
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FIG. 3: The calculated spin susceptibilitg of a d-wave SC nor-
malized by its normal state valygy for gap values 29 = 5kgT¢
(solid lines) and &Tc (dotted lines), and impurity scattering rates
I /Ag = 0 and 0032.

function, i.e., vanishing of the second term in Hq. (3).

Below T the spin-lattice relaxation rate shows a nedrfy
behavior until it crosses over to Blinear region. A com-
parison with the experimental data by Sakai  islin good
agreement with a scattering rate clos€ fé, = 0.032. Based
on this value, we estimate the reductiorlgf of a hypotheti-
cally pure sample due to impurities tog — Tc = ;I ~ 0.53
K, which results inTeg ~ 8.1 K or 9.0 K, depending on the
value ofT, = 7.6 K or 8.5 K. This small suppression and large
impurity induced DOS is a characteristic of unitary impiest
(c=0).

In Fig.[d we obtained a better fit to the experimental data
(symbols) assuming a slightly lower superconducting frans
tion temperatur@; = 7.6 K than the reported value dt =
8.5 K by Sakai et af This could indicate the presence of
a pseudogap similar to the high-temperature superconducto
YBaxCuzO;_5, Where YTy is suppressed starting abole

In Fig.[d, we plot ¥T; for an enhanced strong-coupling
d-wave gap of &g = 8kgT;, as was recently reported for
PuCoGa.- Due to the larger gap value, the theoreticalil
drops initially faster belowT; than the experimental data.
Hence, we find a poorer fit to the measured data for this choice
of strong-coupling gap. It demonstrates that the compariso
of 1/T; data with theoretical calculations is a useful tool for
determining the strong-coupling gap valg/ksTc.

Fig.[d shows the prediction for the spin susceptibiliy,
or its corresponding NMR Knight shifK = Kg + Axs, where
Ko andA are constants for most materiajg; is calculated for
the same d-wave gap values as was used for the spin-lattice
relaxation rates in figurdd 1 ail 2. Again a modest impurity

N(w = 0) reaches more than 25% of the normal-state DOSscattering rate of /Ag = 0.032 results in a large residual sus-

No. For a higher value of /Ag = 0.064, theT -linear region
extends up to- 0.35 T;. At temperatures nedk the coher-

ceptibility at zero temperature, equivalent to roughly 26f46
the normal-state DOS or spin susceptibijity. The quantita-

ence peak is almost invisible because of the sign-changipg g tive difference in the spin susceptibilities between gdpes
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20 = 5kgTe and &gT should be easily discernible in future  Considering that Pu-115 materials are near a 2D antifer-
measurements of the Knight shift. romagnetic (AFM) instability, we start with the phenomeno-
At first sight it might appear that the sample PuRg@ad  logical model of the antiferromagnetically correlated ahet
three times more defects than PuCg®&similar age, based The minimal set of low energy degrees of freedom are the

on our best-fit scattering rates I6fAg = 0.032 for PuRhGa  fermionic charge excitations and the collective spin excit

andl /Ap = 0.01 for PuCoGa. This could be explained by tions. This phenomenological theory is also called spin-

slightly different isotope mixes of plutonium used. How- fermion model and has been intensively studied by Pines and

ever, if we express the scattering rates in absolute values, coworkerst® In contrast to this standard spin-fermion model,

find very similar impurity scattering rates for both samples we proposed for heavy fermions the two-component spin-

namely,” = 0.6 K for PuRhGa andl" = 0.7 K for PuCoGg,  fermion modef where the spin modes originate directly from

consistent with a common origin of defect generation due tdocalized spins rather than from collective particle-hekei-

self-irradiation by plutonium. tations. In a mixed momentum and real-space representation
One final remark is warranted, namely, that the experithe corresponding Hamiltonian is written as

mental data by Sakai et al. in Fig. 1 are normalized assum- .

ing a slightly lower superconducting transition temperatu  H = ch(k)s(k)ca(k)‘f' > JS(r) ¢l (r)BupCa(r) +Hs

T, = 7.6 K than the reported value by the authors. Indeed, K r.a,p

if T was normalized byl = 8.5 K, then the fitting would be _ _ o (5)

poorer and in particular the excess relaxation rate jusivbel where the first term is the fermionic kinetic energyﬂand the

T. could not be explained by a simple superconducting transecond term describes the coupling between local sgfins

sition. The origin of this ambiguity ol is not clear at the ~and the spin density of the conduction electrons. The last te

moment. If the trud; of the sample was indeed 7.6 K, as wasrepresents an effective low-energy Hamiltonian for thealoc

used in Fig[L, then the incorrectly assigrigd= 8.5 K might ~ spins. When the local spins have a short range AFM correla-

be due to the presence of a pseudogap that will be discussé@n, the spin correlation function has the general f6fm

in the next section. X(Q.0)

T 11 82/q- QP — /A2~ iw/@’

X(9, w) (6)

1. NORMAL STATE where As is the spin gapQ the 2D AFM ordering vec-

o ) tor, & the magnetic correlation length, aagthe spin relax-

Next we addre_ss the non-Fermi liquid behavu_)r of the Puxqtion energy scale, which comes from Landau damping of
115 compounds in the normal state. As we will argue bethe fermionic sector. Given the above form of the spin sus-
low, this behavior can be consistently understood within sp ceptibility X(q,w) and assuming the 2D AFM correlatiEh
fluctuation theory. In FidJ4(a), we plot the inverse of theame it has been shown that YT~ 1/03_19 Further, it is known
sured ¥ T, for PuCoGg and PuRhGamultiplied by T versus  that g ~ &1 for the z=1 quantum-critical phase of the 2D
temperature up to higher temperatures (multiple tifi@sA  quantum antiferromagné? As was shown by Chakravarty
Fermi |IQUId should exhibita ConStaﬁI_T in the normal State, and Coworkergp the magnetic correlation |ength displayS, de-

in contrast to the succinct features of Pu-115: (1) at highte pending on the phases of quantum criticality (QC) or quantum
peraturesT 2 25 K) both data show -linear behavior; (2) disorder (QD) the following behavior:

T, T in PuCoGa shows monotonic decrease downTo—

a small deviation from th@& -linear behavior in the region of 1 T forQC (T >T%)

T. ST < 30K calls for additional explanation; (3) the most & { const. forQD T < T%) (")
interesting feature of the curve is the gradual round-off;df

in the PuRhGadata below~ 20 K. Even the superconduct- The high-temperaturel-linear behavior in T, T, see
ing transition aflc = 8.5 K or 7.6 K is not clearly discernible Fig.[4(a), of PuCoGaand PuRhGacan be understood as
from these data. This roundoff iy T, T starting far abov@;  a generic feature of the quantum critical regime of the 2D
has been frequently observed in underdoped high temperatuHeisenberg antiferromagnét.In principle, this high tem-
superconductors and has been attributed to the suppressiparature QC explanation can be tested by the measurement
of low-energy spin fluctuations associated with the pseudoef the spin-spin relaxation timé&,g, as was done for the
gap behavior. Recently, experiments of several heavy termi high-temperature superconductétghen the simple relation
compounds showed such a pseudogap beh&#ékvhile the T1T /T =const. should characterize the QC dynamics in Pu-
pseudogap behavior in heavy fermions typically shows anly i 115 by determining the dynamic critical exponent z. Also the
a very narrow temperature range of a few Kelvin, it providesow-temperature round-off ii; T of PURhGg can be associ-

a much clearer evidence for its magnetic origin than in theated with the QC to QD crossover of the 2D AFM. However, it
cuprates. For the cases of Cgbind CeRhlgt4:1°the pseu- is still not sufficient to explain the additional fall-off f/ T, T
dogap occurs in NMR data above the Neél temperainyte between 20 K and; ~ 7.6 K (for more detail see the inset of
In addition, the pseudogap of CeCglaccurs above the su- Fig.[(b)). We propose that this additional suppressioref t
perconducting transition, a system which is known to be veryspin-fluctuations is caused by the suppression of the ferimio
close to the two-dimensional antiferromagnetic quantuta cr DOS (namely the fermionic pseudogap). Since the tiesfioo
icality (QC)123 in Eq.(6) originates from Landau damping of the fermionic
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In this paper, therefore, we merely introduce a phenomeno-

logical form of the pseudo-gapped DOB(Eg,T,Arpg).

The systematic numerical studies of the fermionic pseudo-

gap (FPG)Arpg due to magnetic correlation in the two-

component spin-fermion model will be reported elsewhere.
Combining the temperature dependence of the FPG and the

magnetic correlation of the 2D AFM, we can writé¢TaT in

< : )
9 the two-component spin-fermion model as
2 ArpG
[
1T = ANg(Ep)[1—tantf(———— 8
/T (EF)l (Zm)] (8)
0.1 e X +B.
[Bsc+ T exp(—48sc/T)]
0.0 ' ' ' ' [ ‘ The first factorNg(Eg)[1 — ...] is the phenomenological
0 10 20 30 40 %0 &0 70 form of the fermionic DOS with FP@gpg and damping rate
TK) . The second facto[rAselT_'} is a smooth crossover functi&h

for §(T) describing the QC to QD behavior of Eq.(7) with the
spin gapAsg ~ T*. Here,B is a constant describing a tem-
perature independent contribution aAds a constant scale

197 (®) T heon PuaSay factor. Using this formula, we fit the experimental data of
e EPECDGZ:; PuCoGa and PuRhGafor normal state in FidJ4(b). The fit-
o e (PuRNGa) ted results are in excellent agreement with experimentrevhe

the two key fitting parameters provide estimates for the im-
portant energy scales of this phenomenological model. For
PuRhGg, we usedAsg = 20 K andArpg = 8 K; the damp-
ing ratel” is not a very sensitive model parameter, so we use
=25 K in all cases. A spin gap &sg~ T* =20 K can be
P T read off from the data in Fidl 4(a), whefeT deviates from
(S ; ; .
a linear temperature dependence. However, notice that with
T out the FPG correctiodrpc the additional drop of ATy T
. in the region ofTc < T < T* cannot be explained only by
the QC to QD crossover d, see the inset of Fi§l 4(b). For
PuCoGga, the monotonically increasing/T; T at lower tem-
peratures implies increasiggT) and stronger magnetic cor-
T(K) relations than in PuRhGa Along the same line of thought,
as applied to PuRhGathe FPG should also be formed in
FIG. 4: (a) Plot ofy T data vs.T of PuCoGg and PURhG& (b)  the case of PuCoGa In Fig.[@(b), we usedsg = 0 K and
Plotof 2/TyTvs. T for. a wider temperature range of.the normal stateAFPG = 8 K for PuCoGa. The FPG effect is not much visible
‘;gregr‘:fig‘g%tg’p:;r:r':;‘gpsdgr ":‘r':g tiggﬁg’ﬁ? C”Cl_e;'z)?(”:rfge because it is overwhelmed by the stronger temperature depen
: slnge = dence of Yw ~ % for PuCoGa. For PuCoGg we could ob-

Arpg =8 K for PURhGg andAsc =0 K andArpg =8 K, respectively. - . ° . )
Inset: Close-up view for PuRhGat low temperatures. Theoretical tain a same quality of good fits with different values/¥g

fits with (dotted line) and without (solid line) the fermiarPG cor- ~ as large as- 20 K.

rection are shown for comparison. (PuRk®ata are from Ref.[6].) We summarize the effects of the magnetic correlations in
PuCoGag and PuRhGaon the thermodynamic behavior in the

schematic phase diagram in FHg. 5 with respect to a generic
i i _ _ coupling parameteg. The assignment of PuCo&aather
sector, instead one needs to includéwN(Er, T)/w. There-  han puRhGato the vicinity of the quantum critical point
fore, when the fermionic DOSI(Er) becomes temperature (QCP) in the QC region is consistent with various other ex-
dependent, it needs to be included and leads to the modificgariments: for instance, the low®, the smaller the value of
tion 1/TaT ~ N(Er, T)/w(T). the specific heat jJumaC/ T, ~ 45 mJ mot! K—2,2% and the
Several authof€ have studied the influence of magnetic smaller the gap-oveT; ratio 2 /T, in PURhG@ compared to
correlations on fermionic quasiparticles and found that in PuCoGa. Also the resistivity of PuCoGashows an anoma-
creasing the magnetic correlation len§tbauses a precursor lous power law dependerkep O T#/3 | as expected near a
effect of a spin-density wave state, which forms a quasikgap quantum phase transition. All these experimental data indi
the DOS. The amount of the suppression of the DOS dependaste that the 2D AFM fluctuations are weaker in PuRhGa
sensitively on the parameters, such as the size of the corréhan in PuCoGa In Fig.[d we added the crossover line (thin
lation lengthg&, the coupling constant, and temperature, etcdotted line) to the FPG regiogps. The formation of the

T, T (sec Ky




posal (3) in the spirit of the two fluids model. However, there
are technical and conceptual differences between (3) and ou
model. First, technical difference is the following. While
A also assume two susceptibilities — one from local f-electro
and the other from conduction electron, our two fluids model
is not a simple addition of two susceptibilities. We assume
(QC) that the dominant contribution ( the interesting tempermatu
dependent part) always comes from the local f-electrons. Bu
the f-electron susceptibility essentially obtains its lemergy
dynamics through coupling with the conduction electrorgs an
as a result the conduction electron susceptibility alwagsi§
back into the f-electron susceptibility and vice versa (sg&o
term in Eq.(6)). Second, the most important conceptual dif-
ference is that we assume that the temperature dependence of
the f-electron susceptibility for the range of interestteg-
g peratures is arising from a magnetic correlation of local f-
Qce electrons but not from Kondo or CEF effect. This point of
departure is very crucial and should be determined by exper-
iments. There are already abundant experimental evidences

FIG. 5: The schematic phase diagram for the alloy systemthat CeM (M =Co, Rh, Inin; materials are inside or in the

Lo 20 _
Pu(Co,Rh)Ga Thick solid lines are the 2D AFM transition tem- vicinity of AFM ord_ered phase. For PMM (M =Co, Rh)G.@’
perature Ty) and the QC to QD crossover temperatufé)( The there are yet no direct measurements of the magnetic corre-

thin dotted line is the crossover temperatufier) to the fermionic ~ 1ations, but the fact of a D-wave pairihgn the supercon-
pseudogap (FPG) region. ducting state and the anomalous temperature dependence of

dc-resistivity indicate that PuMGamaterials are near AFM
instability as sketched in Fig.5.

FPG is not a universal property and depends on material spe-

cific details. Nevertheless, in order to understand thelddta

behaviors of ¥T;T in PUMGas materials, it is indispensable IV. CONCLUSION
to be included.

To complete our discussion, we briefly describe possibil- We have studied the nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rates
ity of alternative explanations. In recent Knight shift (K) 1/T; of PuCoGg and PuRhGg both in the normal and su-
measurements in PuRhGa5, Sakai et*alfound that the perconducting states. In the superconducting state, woth ¢
Knight shift failed to track the bulk susceptibilit) below  pounds display the features of a dirty d-wave superconduc-
a temperature  30K. Such K-anomaly is known to exist tor with impurity scattering in the unitary limit. This alss
in other heavy fermion compounds and various explanationborne out in the calculated Knight shifts. The superconduct
were propose. Naturally this anomaly is likely to be related ing gap values of &/ T, are~ 8 and~ 5 for PuCoGag and
to the anomalous temperature dependence;&f, however, PuRhGg, respectively, indicating that pairing fluctuations are
the deviation of KO x relationper sedoesn’t necessarily mean much stronger in PuCoGahan in PURhGa
the suppression of/T1T. There are three proposals forK- In the normal state, the temperature behavior 6F; be-
anomaly in the literature: (1) CEF (crystal effective figfds  tween both compounds is qualitatively different at low tem-
the population of different CEF levels of f-electron chasige peratures. While AT:T of PuCoGg displays a genuine
with temperature and hence the HF (hyperfine) coupling beguantum-critical behavior similar to a 2D quantum antiferr
tween nuclei spin and the f-electron spin obtains a temperanagnet down tdl,, PURhGg shows a pseudogap-like sup-
ture dependence. (2) Kondo cloud scree®nghe HF cou-  pression over a wide temperature region fr&gn(7.6 K) to
pling between nuclei spin and the f-electron spin is mediate roughly 3T, (25 K). Because of this remarkable observation,
by the RKKY modulation of the conduction electrons. Thewe proposed the two-component spin-fermion model and ar-
onset of Kondo screening would change the characteristics gued that the magnetic spin gap originates on the local spins
the RKKY modulation and leads to the change of HF cou-the 5f electrons of Pu and that the concomitant formation of
pling. (3) Two fluids modé®: total susceptibility consists of the FPG {rpg) can provide a consistent explanation of these
two part — one from f-electrons and the other from conductiorphenomena.
electrons —and each component has different temperature de We argued previoush# that PuCoGa bridges the heavy
pendence and HF couplings to the nuclei spin. Due to théermion superconductors and high-cuprates in terms of
different temperature dependence of each susceptiliiey, the superconducting pairing mechanism. The observation of
non-proportionality between K angcan be explained. the pseudogap phenomenon in PuRb@ad its temperature

The proposals (1) and (2) are basically invoking on the temfange of over two time3. (or roughly 15 K) is another evi-
perature dependent HF coupling but by different mechanismslence that PMGa; is indeed the missing link between heavy
Kondo and CEF, respectively. Our model is similar to the profermion superconductors and cuprates, holding the key in-




gredient — magnetic correlations — yet with an intermediatdy the KOSEF through the CSCMR and the Grant No. KRF-
energy scale. To test and confirm this hypothesis, we pro2005-070-C00044. This research was supported by the U.S.
pose systematic studies of the alloy system Pu(Co,Rh)léa Department of Energy at Los Alamos National Laboratory un-
will be an ideal system for further studies because it can beer contract No. W-7405-ENG-36.

cleanly tuned to explore the magnetic phase diagram sketche

in Fig.[d without changing the carrier density in contragti®

high-T; cuprates.
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