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The possible heavy fermion superconductivity is careftélgxamined in the two-dimensional Kondo lattice
model with an antiferromagnetic Heisenberg superexchdegeeen local magnetic moments. In order to
establish an effective mean field theory in the limit of thegpaagnetic heavy Fermi liquid and near the half-
filling case, we find that the spinon singlet pairing from tbedl antiferromagnetic short-range correlations can
reduce the ground state energy substantially. In the pceseitthe Kondo screening effect, the Cooper pairs
between the conduction electrons is induced. Dependingeoratio of the Heisenberg and the Kondo exchange
couplings, the resulting superconducting state is chariaed by either a d-wave nodal or d-wave nodeless state,
and a continuous phase transition exists between thesedes s These results are related to some quasi-two
dimensional heary fermion superconductors.

PACS numbers: 71.27.+a, 74.70.Tx, 75.30.Mb

I. INTRODUCTION the tendency of singlet formation between the local moments
and conduction electrons. To simplify the RKKY interaction

Heavy fermion materials have been playing a particular im0n€ ¢an explicitly introduce the local AFM Heisenberg su-
portant role in our understanding of strongly correlatestel Perexchangdy among the local moments to the Kondo lat-
tron systems], 2], and the Kondo lattice model is believed to tic€ System{S-25]. Thus, the paramagnetic heavy Fermi lig-
capture the basic physics of heavy fermion systéins[he ~ Uid state {x > Ju) provides a good starting point for theo-
model describes a lattice of local spin-1/2 magnetic moment'€tical considerations, because a number of instabild&s
coupled antiferromagnetically to a single band of conducti € further discussed, including the AFM ordered state and
electrons. When the number of conduction electrons is lesgnconventional heavy fermion superconductivity. Regentl
than the number of the local magnetic moments, the cohe£0Me numerical evidences on robust d-wave pairing correla-
ent superposition of individual Kondo screening cloudsgiv tions have been given in small size Kondo-Heisenberg éttic
rise to the huge mass enhancement of the quasiparticles, af¥StemE - _ _ _
the resulting metallic state is characterized byarge Fermi In this paper, we try to establish an effective mean field
surface with the Luttinger volume containing both condoreti  (MF) theory to the Kondo-Heisenberg lattice model on a two-
electrons and local momentsf]. Competing with the Kondo dimensional square lattice in the limit Ofx > Jy. After
singlet formation, the local magnetic moments indirectly i carefully examining three different MF treatments for the _I
teract with each other via magnetic polarization of the ecand €@l AFM Heisenberg superexchange, we find that the spinon
tion electrons — the Ruderman-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY ©F f-ferrr_non pairings can substantially save thg grountkesta
interaction. Such an interaction dominates at low valugsef ©€nergy in the presence of the Kondo screening. Near the
Kondo exchange coupling and is the driving force for the anhalf-filling, the Cooper pairs between the conduction elec-

tiferromagnetic (AFM) long-range order near the halfigi  {fons can be induced via the Kondo screening effects. We
of the conduction electrons£s]. further find that the resulting superconducting pairingctun

In addition, there have been growing evidence that the anio" has a d-wave symmetry. Whether there are nodes or not

tiferromagnetism is also intimate with superconductiity ~dePends on the ratio of the local AFM Heisenberg and the
some typical heavy fermion compounds, such as Gegu Kondo exchange couplings = Ji/Jx. There is a contin-
(Ref.[]) and CeRhig (Ref.[L(]). So far various mechanisms UYOUS ph_ase transition between the nod_al and nodele_s; super-
for heavy fermion superconductivity have been studied, in.conducting ph_ases. Before the magnetic phase transitien, t
cluding paramagnon exchange[ 17], conventional phonon- Kondo screening o_rder param_eter is strongly_suppresseld, an
mediated[ 3, and Kondo-boson-mediated pairingef1 . the present mean field theory is no longer valid.
So far the pairing mechanism of the heavy quasipatrticles is
still under investigation theoretically. However, varse®kper-
imental evidences in some heavy fermion materials strongly Il. MEAN FIELD TREATMENT
support the d-wave pairing superconductivityjf

It is well established that the large-fermionic approach The model Hamiltonian of the Kondo-Heisenberg lattice
can be used to treat the Kondo lattice model very efficientlymodel is given by:
leading to a stable paramagnetic heavy Fermi liquid stéfe[
15, 18]. Qualitatively, the RKKY interaction promotes sin- H = Z ekcfmck,, + Jk Z S;-si+Jy Z S:-S;, (1)
glet formation among the local magnetic moments, reducing k.o i (i7)
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wherecLa creates a conduction electron on an extended orexcludes the extended s-wave pairing, and then d-wave sym-
bital with wave vectork and z-component of spia =1, |. metric pairings lead to a lower ground state enetgly[cor-

The spin-1/2 operators of the local magnetic moments haveesponding ta\; i1, = —Aiye, = Ao.

the fermionic representatidty = %ZUU, fjgfaa/fia/ where Then the MF model Hamiltonian in momentum space can
7 is the Pauli matrices. There are two local constraintspe written as

S fl fie = 1andfiy fi, = 0. The former local constraint Jov

restricts any charge fluctuations, the f-fermions just dbec  Hyp= Z gkclacko_ _ KV Z (fliacklf + CL,fka)

the spin degrees of freedom of the local moments, and we will Yo 2

refer them to spinons. The latter constraint is imposed by th
spin SU(2) symmetry and the extended s-wave spinon pairing
between spinons can be excluded. So the paramagnetic Fermi

ko
+ T Y AR (L Ly, + he) + Neg
k

liquid limit (Jx > Jg) provides us a good starting point of + Z kaliafkg, (6)
theoretical considerations. ko

It is first noticed that the Kondo spin exchange can be ex- ,
pressed as the singlet pairing attraction between the spinavhere Ay = Ag(cosk, — cosky) andey = (% +

holes and conduction electrons up to a chemical potentital sh 7, AZ + 5 y2 — \). When a Nambu spinor is defined by

T i T

1 Y = (ck c—xy fir foxyl ) we can express the MF
e — T T T T of 0 kt

Sivsi=—3 (fiTC” + fiic“) (Ci?f” + Ciif“) - @ model Hamiltonian in a matrix form

Then the Kondo screening order parameters can be introduced £k 0 &Y 0
as 0 -a 0 &Y
Hug =Y | _nev " R
V:<f.]L C‘T-f—f.T c»¢>. 3) k 2 0 Xie JH Ak
e e 0 &Y JpAk —xx
For the non-magnetic states, the local AFM Heisenberg su- + Z (ex + xx) + Neo, 7
perexchange can be expressed in terms of either the spinon k

hopping or singlet pairing operators
Diagonalizing this MF model Hamiltonian, we obtain two

1 1 i i
Si-8; = —5(Fhfn+ AU fa + £l f)+ 7 Quasiparticle energy bands

1 1
= —§(ff¢f;¢ — [ i — firfi)+7- (4 Ef = \/Ekl + /B2, — EZ,, (8)

However, most of previous theoretical studies on the Kondo\'/vhere
Heisenberg lattice modél[~25], only introduced the spinon

hopping order parameter. Actually, Coleman and Andi@i[ 1, 9 5 A9 1 9

had emphasized that the local SU(2) gauge invariance of the Fra = 5 (e + Xk + JHAK) + Z(JKV) ,

local Heisenberg spin operator generally requires theidens NERATE

eration of both MF order parameters. Moreover, recent ad- By = \/(Ekxk - K4 )12 + (exJgAk)2. 9)

vances in this area have been made by using symplectic repre-

zentatlon of the 'IOCE‘I msgn;ncdspnﬁl. Here we fws;]lntro- _Due to the particle-hole symmetry of the superconducting
uce two MF valence bond order parameters to characterizg aqiparticles, all the negative energy states are filledtup
the short-range AFM correlations between the local moments, . temperature, and the ground state energy per siteds thu

i b
Xis = = fon + FLB Ay = = = . ) VDY
JKV2

To avoid the incidental degeneracy of the conduction g — 1 Z (e — Ex) + “o— + Ju (A2 +X?), (10)
electron band on a square lattice, we choage = N m 2
—2t (cos ky + cosky) + 4t' cos kg cosk, — p, wheret and
t' are the first and second nearest neighbor hoping matriwhereF), = Elj + By, = /2Ex1 + 2Ex>. The saddle point
elements, whiley is the chemical potential, which should equations for the MF order paramet&fsy, Ao and\ can be
be determined self-consistently by the density of conducdetermined by minimizing the ground state energy:
tion electronsn.. When the local AFM correlation hop-
ping parametery is simply chosen as a uniform parame- 0E, O0E, O0E, O0E,
ter, the spinons form a very narrow band with a dispersion oV ox  ox A,
Xk = Jux(cosk, + cosk,) + A, where\ is the Lagrangian
multiplier to impose the local constrailft , f; fi, = 1on  The chemical potential. is determined by the relation. =
average. For the short-range AFM spinon singlet pairing or— gfg Therefore, the self-consistent equations at zero tem-
der parameter\;;, the local pairing constrainf;+ f;; = 0 perature are given by,

=0. (11)




1 1 Xi(erxx — JEV?/4) + e AL
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In order to simplify the present treatments, we can have % e ML
three different MF schemes: (¥)= 0andAq # 0; (2) x # 0 I :z; x:o A0 <
andAq # 0; (3) x # 0 andAy = 0. Without losing general- 070 [a) ;0 A=

ity, we choose’/t = 0.3, n. = 0.8 and fixing Jx /t = 2.0,

we have carefully solved the self-consistent equations and
compared the ground state energy densities for the three dif
ferent types of MF schemes. The numerical results are nots_
sensitive to the parameters chosen. The numerical resalts a w”
displayed in Fig. 1. Itis clear that, far < Jg/t < 1.3,

the first type of MF ansatz has a comparatively lower ground
state energy. As the local AFM couplinf; /¢ increases, the
ground state energy is almost unchanges, and then decreases
gradually as/y /t is further increased. However, the ground

state energies for two other MF schemes grow up in the begin- 080 ==t b b b bbbt
ning and then blend down after reaching their maximal points Jft
Only whenJg /t > 1.34, the ground state energy of the sec-

ond MF ansatz starts to become lower than that of the firskiG. 1: (Color online) The ground state energies of a two-
MF ansatz. In the present paper, we will confine our follow-dimensional Kondo-Heisenberg lattice model under thréfereint
ing discussions to the small local AFM Heisenberg exchangéypes of MF approximation schemes for a given value/pf/t =
coupling.Ji; /t < 1.34, so only the first type of MF scheme 2.0. The other parameters arg't = 0.3 andn. = 0.8.

(x = 0andA, # 0) will be used.
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I11. D-WAVE SUPERCONDUCTING PHASE

When there is only one short-range AFM correlation order
parameterg\, # 0, the MF model Hamiltonian is simplified

by state with short-range AFM correlations among the local-mag

netic moments. Although there are no any direct attractions
among the conduction electrons, the spinon singlet paring

IV t § X e . )
mf = Z Ekckacka Ty (fk,,Cka + ck,,fka) provide an indirect glue for the formation of the Cooper pair
ko via the Kondo screening/hybridizing effect. So the resglti
A Z fkg.fka +Jy Z A(k)(flITfikJ, + hee.) g/ltgtground state represents a heavy fermion superconducting
- .
+N (JKV + Ty A2 - ) (13)

On a two-dimensional square lattice, the spinon singlet
where the spinons have a flat band. Due to the hybridizapairing function has a d-wave symmetty]. Whether there
tion effect, the heavy quasiparticle bands form. On therotheare nodes or not mainly depends on the Lagrangian multiplier
hand, the spinon singlet pairings imply a special non-magne A and hybridization strengthi. From the simplified quasipar-
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the Kondo screenind’, the f-fermion/spinon pairing\o, and the

FIG. 2: (Color online) The lower branch of the superconchgsti  Cooper pairingA.. for a given value ot/ /t = 2.0.
quasiparticle band struture for different local AFM Heisery cou-
pling strength witht’ /¢t = 0.3, n. = 0.8 andJx /t = 2.0.
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most unchanged in the beginning and then becomes gradually

decreased whety /¢ > 0.80. On the contrary, the spinon
ticle bands pairing order parameted is extremely small in the small

limit of Jg /t. Only afterJy /t > 0.20, A, starts to grow up

4 quickly. Actually, we have also plotted a superconducting o
Ef = |Ex1+,/E2, — E2 : ;
k k.1 =4/ k1 k27 der parameted .. defined by the conducting electrons, whose
1, 5 ) s 1 ) definition will be given later. It should be pointed out thia¢ t

Exi = 5 (5k + A"+ JHAk) + Z(JKV) ) guantum phase transition mentioned above does not manifest
55 in the MF order parameters.

By = \/(Ek/\ _ IV )2 + (exJyAk)2,  (14)  As the spinons are paired up in the real lattice space, it
4 is more interesting to display the spinon pairing distridit

in the momentum space. Using the method of the equation

we note that nodes appear in the lower baidwhenEi o = 10600 we can easily derive the double-time retarded Green

0, which requires the condition, = 25X~ in the diagonal  function for the spinon pairs,
direction. s

Then the numerical mean field calculations are carefully <<ff |fT Werrior = Ju Ak (w” — €;)
performed with the parametet§/t = 0.3, n, = 0.8 and “ht et/ fw {wz _ (EI)Q} {uﬂ _ (E;)ﬂ ’
Ji/t = 2.0. The lower branch of the quasiparticle band (15)

E,_ in the first Brillouin zone along the momentum direc-

tion (0, 0)— (7 /2, 7 /2)—(, 7)— (. 7 /2)—(r, 0) are plotted from which the expectation value of the spinon pairing func-

in Fig.2 for different local AFM coupling strengtity /¢ — tion can be evaluated according to the spectral theoreneof th

0.5, 0.8, 1.192, and1.3, respectively. We first notice that the Green’s function. At zero temperature, we obtain
guasiparticle states near the Fermi energy have a very small -~ Jir Ag 2
dispersion, reflecting the quasiparticle mass enhancement <fka—ki> - 9./ E {1 o
. . - k1 + Ex2) Eya
the superconducting state. In Fig.2a and Fig.2b, a node can
be clearly seen between the momentun, 7/2) and ¢r,7)  which is displayed in Fig.4. When the local AFM coupling
in the diagonal direction. Secondly, the position of theeod strengthJy /t = 0.5, we observe in Fig.4a that the spinon
changes as increasing the local AFM coupling strength. Whepairing function reflects the d-wave symmetry around the
the nodal position is shifted tar(), further increasing/y; /¢t ~ Fermi surface of heavy quasiparticles, which is a hole-like
makes a small energy gap open. The critical value can be deircle around the corner of the first Brillouin zone. A node
termined as/y/t = 1.192. When1.192 < Jy/t < 1.34, s clearly seen between the momentunig, =/2) and (r, 7)
the resulting superconducting state has a full supercdimduc in the diagonal direction. The positive pairing magnitudd a
gap. the negative pairing magnitude are separated by the nodes. A
Moreover, the Kondo screening paraméteand the AFM  increasing of/y /¢, the spinon pairing region is outstretched
spinon pairing parametek, have also been calculated, and and the position of the node is shifted toward tQ %), as
the numerical results are shown in Fig.3. It can be seendbat, shown in Fig.4b. Wheny /¢t = 1.192, the node starts to
Ju /t starts to increase, the Kondo screening parameter is atlisappear, and a small energy gap opens at)
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The superconducting pairing digitibn
function in the first Brillouin zone for the local AFM couplin

os strengthJ /t = 0.5 and1.192 with a given value of/x /t = 2.0.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The spinon singlet pairing distritaut in the
first Brillouin zone as increasing local AFM coupling strémdopr a
given value ofJx /t = 2.0..
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However, the Cooper pairing function of the conduction . . .
electrons is more important for the heavy fermion superconE!G. 6: (Color online) The ground state energy density (a) i
ducting state. Similarly, we can easily derive the doubfest  first order derivative (b) as a function of /¢ for a given value of
retarded Green function for the conduction electron pairs 7%/t = 2. The arrow indicates the critical point of quantum phase

transition.
T J2V2A
4 {wz _ (E;)Q} [wz _ (El:ﬂ ’ defined by
) om A = — ke ky) (clpc!

and the superconducting pairing function can be defined from “sc = 547 Z (coskz — cosky) (Cp€lyy + CorelCier),
the expectation value of the conduction electron pairs.eft z k (19)

temperature, we have which has been displayed in Fig.3. Since it is generatedy th
VA spinon singlet pairiqgs, the superconducting_ order pateme
<CLTCT—kJ,> — HIK k , (18)  has a smaller magnitude compared to the spinon pairing order
8Fk2+/2 (Ex1 + Ex2) parameter\,. In order to reveal the quantum phase transition
between two superconducting phases, we have to calcutate th
which has been displayed in Fig.5. Whén/t = 0.5, we can first order derivative of the ground state energy. For a given
clearly observe that the positive pairing is distributedusrd  value of Ji /t = 2.0, the numerical results are exhibited in
the upper part of the Fermi surface, while the negative pairFig.6. At.Jy /t = 1.192, the ground state energy and its first
ing is around the lower part of the Fermi surface. Nodederivative are continuous but the second derivative isHois
sit in the diagonal directions of the Fermi surface. In con-corresponds the critical point of a second order quanturagha
trast to the spinon pairing distribution, there are addaio transition.
features: a positive electron pairing magnitude is cedtere
around the point(, 7) and a negative electron pairing mag-

<<0T—k¢|clt¢>>w+i0+ =

nitude is around the pointr(0). As the local AFM coupling V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION
Ju/t > 1.192, an energy gap opens near the nodes of the
Fermi surface, and there are only small pairing distributin So far we have presented the ground state properties of the

other parts of the Fermi surface. However, the Cooper fairineffective MF theory for the two-dimensional Kondo lattice
distributed around momentun,¢r) and r, 0) have strong  model with the local AFM Heisenberg exchange coupling be-
magnitudes. The resulting superconductivity still extsithe  tween the localized magnetic moments. We would like to em-
d-wave symmetry, i.e., the d-wave nodeless supercondyctirphasize that, it is the local AFM short-range interactioat th
state. induces the AFM and superconducting long-range ordering
Moreover, a real superconducting order parameter can b&tates. Wheo' i > Jy, the local AFM Heisenberg exchange



coupling among the local moments is negligible and the stapoint of the Brillouin zone, a quantum phase transition oscu
ble paramagnetic heavy Fermi liquid state is resulted fitoen t and a full superconducting gap is opened at the Fermi energy.
coherent superposition of individual Kondo screening dku  As further increasing of i / Jx, the present MF theory is no
When Jy is increased but still less thafy, the local AFM  longer valid, because the long-range AFM correlations have
Heisenberg exchange coupling has to be taken into accourtg be taken into account.
and the spinon singlet pairings can reduce the ground state In conclusion, a possible mechanism of heavy fermion su-
energy significantly. The Cooper singlet pairs among the conperconductivity with d-wave symmetry is carefully investi
duction electrons can be induced via the Kondo screening efzated in the two-dimensional Kondo-Heisenberg lattice @hod
fect, leading to the heavy fermion superconductivity. Bié®  from the limit of the paramagnetic heavy Fermi liquig >
belongs to the category of the unconventional supercoiduct Jg. The resulting d-wave superconducting properties can be
ity mediated by the short-range AFM correlations. Howeveryrelated to some heavy fermion superconductors with the sim-
in the present MF theory, we do not find a finite critical valueilar structure like CeColfy where thermal conductivity mea-
of Jy /t to separate the heavy fermion liquid and the supersurements strongly support a superconducting gap withsxode
conducting phases. This may be caused by the approximatiaiong the diagonal directions in the Brillouin zof&]. Fur-
used in the effective MF theory. ther theoretical work including the estimation of the flustu
The resulting superconducting state exhibits the d-wavéions around the MF solution or the coexistent phase of both
symmetry. Whether the Cooper pairing function has nodeshe AFM order and superconductivity would be necessary to
or not depends on the ratio of the AFM Heisenberg ande considered.
Kondo exchange couplings. As the coupling ratio increases, The authors would like to thank T. Xiang for stimulating
the nodal position is shifted outward along the direction ofdiscussions and acknowledge the support of NSF of China and
(w/2,7/2)—(m, 7). When the nodal position reaches the endthe National Program for Basic Research of MOST-China.
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