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Abstract 

A first-order phase transition is found in the multilayer cuprate superconductor, 

HgBa2Ca4Cu5Oy (Hg-1245), with a superconducting transition temperature of 108 K, under 

zero magnetic field. We observed a hysteretic specific heat jump around 41 K. We conclude 

that the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer pairs have a residual entropy due to fluctuations in the 

phase difference between the five CuO2 planes in a unit cell of Hg-1245, and that this 

fluctuation freezes below the first-order phase transition temperature. 
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1. Introduction 

 Changing one order parameter into another has been considered a special event in 

Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) pair condensates.1-4) It is observed in multi-component 

condensates, examples of which include triplet-pair condensates such as heavy-fermion 

superconductors2,5-27) and superfluid helium-3.1,7,28-38) 

 The conversion of the superconducting order parameter in multi-component 

condensates has been mainly investigated by specific heat studies, in which double specific 

heat jumps were observed in the absence of a magnetic field.2,9,17,22-27) Heavy fermion triplet 

superconductors like UPt3 are an example of multi-component condensates, with second-order 

phase transitions.2,9,18) To date, first-order phase transitions in multi-component BCS pair 

condensates without an external gauge field, such as an electromagnetic field, or container 

rotation, have only been reported for superfluid helium-3.1,32,34,38) For superfluid helium-3, the 

realized multiple order parameters are well understood.29-32,34-38) Helium-3 exhibits a change of 

a nodal gap type order parameter with two point-nodes (Anderson–Brinkman–Morel state)36,37) 

into a node-less gap type (Balian–Werthamer state).35) Symmetrically, the nodal gap parameter 

does not affect the node-less parameter; because the two gap parameters do not mix or coexist. 

This phase transition is first-order, and there is no similar first-order phase transition in triplet 

superconductors. 

 The multiple components seen in triplet p-wave pairing originate from the degrees of 

freedom of spin and orbital angular momenta of the pair function. Conventionally, there is no 

way to realize multiple components that does not rely on the degrees of freedom of these 

angular momenta. Recently, however, it has been found that a multi-band and multi-layer 

structure can generate a new internal degree of freedom in a superconducting condensate.39-51)  

In this case, the superconductivity is designated “multi-component superconductivity based on 

multi-band superconductors”. 

 Multi-layer cuprate superconductors are a strong candidate for exhibiting such 



multicomponent superconductivity.52-64) In Fig. 1, we schematically show a typical multi-layer 

cuprate superconductor, HgBa2Ca4Cu5Oy (Hg-1245).65-68) This cuprate has five 

crystallographically inequivalent CuO2 planes in its unit cell. These CuO2 planes are 

sequentially stacked, sandwiching a Ca layer. This superconducting block is sandwiched by 

two BaO-HgOx-BaO charge reservoirs. The hole density in the CuO2 plane neighbouring the 

charge reservoir layer (outer plane) is about 0.2 per Cu, whereas that in the other CuO2 plane 

(inner plane) is about 0.06.69,70) The superconducting transition temperature, Tc, of Hg-1245 is 

108 K. From a muon spin resonance (µSR) study, the transition temperature for the three-

dimensional antiferromagnetic order, TN, is estimated to be 45 K.71,72) 

 Hg-1245 exhibits several electronic bands, due to the multiple CuO2 planes in one unit 

cell. When each band has its own superconducting quantum phase, we can consider that there 

are new degrees of freedom arising from the inter-band phase difference. We can simply 

consider that the phase differences between the CuO2 planes become the new degrees of 

freedom.73) The electromagnetic field couples to one of these degrees of freedom and the other 

internal degrees of freedom remain as electromagnetically inactive modes. There might be 

several nearly degenerated order parameters with an energy difference of the same scale as the 

interlayer pair hopping energy. A change of these order parameters is plausible. When this kind 

of change occurs below Tc, it can be observed as a specific heat anomaly. 

 In this article, we report a first-order phase transition below Tc in Hg-1245 and discuss 

the dynamics of the superconducting order parameter in view of the multi-component 

superconductivity based on multi-band superconductors.  

 

2. Experiment 

 A polycrystalline Hg-1245 sample was synthesized using a high-pressure technique 

that has been reported elsewhere.65,66) The quality of the sample and the bulk superconductivity 

had been well characterized and established in our previous works.56,67,74-79) 



 The sample was shaped into a plate of weight 19.6 mg. The heat capacity was 

measured by the thermal relaxation method using a physical properties measurement system 

installed by Quantum Design.60) First, the heat capacity was measured as the temperature was 

reduced from 130 K to 6 K and then again while the temperature was increased. We also 

measured the heat capacity under an applied magnetic field of 14 T. For each measurement, the 

temperature of the sample stage was increased by about 2% of the measurement temperature, 

and then decreased. The starting temperature was lowest for each run. Before starting the run, 

we waited until any temperature drift had ceased. We measured the specific heat capacity three 

times at each measurement temperature. Except near 41 K, there are no apparent deviations in 

the measured data. We considered that the specific heat capacity was measured properly 

without any influence of latent heat around 41 K. 

 

3. Results 

 Fig. 2 shows the overall temperature dependence of the heat capacity (C) divided by 

temperature (T). A hysteretic jump around 41 K is seen as well as a small jump around 108 K 

due to the superconducting transition at Tc. Although the 108 K jump (Fig. 3) does not show 

any apparent thermal hysteresis, the 41 K jump exhibits remarkable hysteresis (Fig. 4). The 

broken line corresponds to a polynomial fit to the data. In fitting, we sectioned the measurement 

region into several temperature sub-ranges. In Fig. 5, we plotted the difference between C/T as 

a function of increasing and decreasing temperature, using the fitted curve. We similarly 

analysed the data obtained under a magnetic field of 14 T and present the results in the same 

figure. The magnitude of the difference in C/T were reduced by about 30% under the applied 

field compared with those with no applied field. The integrated C/T is also plotted with the 

starting temperature of the integration set at 45 K. This gives some indication of the entropy 

difference between the higher and lower temperature phases. As the temperature decreases, the 

system gradually switches to a different phase, taking a much longer time than the relaxation 



time for the heat capacity measurement. Not obtained from these experiments is the variation 

in the transition entropy accompanied by the latent heat at 41 K with increasing temperature. 

The given entropy difference is then a lower limit of the actual entropy difference between the 

higher and lower temperature phases. 

 

4. Discussion 

 In this section, we argue that the hysteresis of the specific heat originates in the 

superconducting state. We then compare the observed first-order phase transition with other 

phase transitions below Tc found in conventional magnetic superconductors,80-90) triplet 

superconductors2,9-27) and superfluid 3He.1,28,32,34-38) The key issue is the multiple components 

of superconducting condensates. We propose that we can explain the first-order phase transition 

of Hg-1245 in view of the multi-component superconductivity based on multi-band 

superconductors. We also briefly discuss the relationship to other phase transitions in other 

(non-superconducting) systems. 

 There is the thermal hysteresis in specific heat between 20 and 41 K. The sample does 

not show any minor phases causing such a thermal hysteresis by X-ray diffraction 

measurement.72,91,92) The thermal hysteresis means there are two different states having 

different free energies, which is a typical situation giving rise to the first order phase transition. 

The state with increasing temperature is in a superheating state (or that with decreasing 

temperature is in a supercooling state) and there are difference in entropy between two states. 

The state with increasing temperature can be considered connecting the lower temperature state 

and the state with decreasing temperature can be considered connecting the higher temperature 

state.  First, we quantitatively analyze the entropy relevant to this phase transition. The lower 

limit for the entropy difference between the higher and lower temperature phases is 0.034 kB 

(where kB is the Boltzmann constant) per unit cell, which is too small to attribute to the 

magnetic entropy. For 0.6 holes per unit cell,69) the entropy difference per BSC pair is then 



about 0.028 kB. We argue that if the difference in entropy comes from the superconductivity, 

then that difference can be suppressed by a magnetic field, and indeed, a suppression is seen in 

Fig. 5 where a magnetic field of 14 T reduces the difference in heat capacity by about 30%. In 

addition, the normal region is at least 7–12% of the volume of the overall system, if we assume 

an upper critical magnetic field for Hg-1245 of 120–200 T93-95) as a typical value for an ordinary 

cuprate superconductor having a Tc of about 100 K. Thus, plausibly, the suppression could be 

due to a reduction in the superconducting order parameter. 

 In a conventional superconductor, the order parameter consists of a single component. 

The order parameter cannot change to a different one below Tc and there is no further transition 

below Tc in the absence of a magnetic field. For some conventional magnetic superconductors, 

another phase transition temperature below Tc is sometimes observed.81,82,86-90,96-99) At this 

phase transition temperature, magnetic ordering emerges. The emerged magnetic ordering 

weakens or kills the superconducting order parameter, because even in conventional magnetic 

superconductors the order parameter is still composed of a single component for the 

superconducting part. Until the superconducting order parameter is suppressed completely, the 

magnetic phase transition is of second order. The suppression in the amplitude of the 

superconducting order is observed as a change in an upper critical field Hc2, as reported for 

Tb1.2Mo6S8.
97,99,101,102) This is a second-order phase transition and it does not destroy 

superconductivity. The magnetic transition becomes first order in ErRh4B4
87,107) and 

Tm2Fe3Si5,
88,104,105) but the superconductivity is completely destroyed in this case. Below the 

first-order phase transition, Hg-1245 is in a superconducting state, in contrast with these 

magnetic superconductors. Its first-order phase transition cannot be considered to be consistent 

with a conventional magnetic superconductor. 

 According to Landau's free energy formula, which is a polynomial expansion in terms 

of the order parameters, the mixing of the order parameters for a system having two order 

parameters leads to a second-order phase transition.106) If the two order parameters do not co-



exist, the dominance of one suppresses the other entirely, which produces a first order phase 

transition.  The second-order phase transition observed in magnetic superconductors 

corresponds to the mixing of the magnetic order and the superconductivity. The destruction of 

the superconductivity means the superconductivity is replaced with the magnetic order when 

the superconductivity has only one component. 

 If there is a multi-component superconducting order parameter, a change in the 

superconducting order parameter, rather than its destruction through the interplay of magnetism 

and superconductivity, becomes plausible.6,9-13,107) For example, in the heavy fermion 

superconductor UPt3, the Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (BCS) pairs have an internal degree of 

freedom giving rise to multiple order parameters.9-13 The superconductivity selects one of these 

order parameters, preferring antiferromagnetic order at Tc. The other superconducting order 

parameter, which as yet has not been specified definitively,16,108-110) is selected at a lower 

temperature.14,15,17) However, even in this case and for other triplet superconductors such as 

U0.9784Th0.0216Ge13, the phase transition has still been found to be second-order 

experimentally,2,9,18,27) though a first-order phase transition in triplet superconductors is 

predicted theoretically.10-13) 

 A first-order phase transition was experimentally observed in superfluid 3He and the 

conversion of the BCS pair function established.1,28,29,31,34-38)  This is a more likely analogy for 

Hg-1245. Hg-1245 can be considered a type of singlet d-wave superconductor similar to other 

cuprate superconductors; however, we need to investigate the origin of the internal degrees of 

freedom that the conventional cuprate superconductors do not have. Instead of the internal 

degrees of freedom seen in superfluid 3He, Hg-1245 has internal degrees of freedom stemming 

from the multiple CuO2 planes in one unit cell.52,56,65,67,69,73-75) The phase difference between 

the five CuO2 layers can be considered a new internal degree of freedom.73) The 

antiferromagnetic order, established around 45 K, couples to this internal degree of freedom. 

The multilayer structure, the size of which is much smaller than the magnetic penetration depth, 



enables multicomponent superconductivity to arise, much like for a pseudo-multiband 

superconductor,46,47,61-63,111-113) where a layer corresponds to a band in the multi-band 

superconductor. This was experimentally demonstrated in an artificial aluminium bi-layer 

structure by Moler's group in 2006.49) Hg-1245 reproduces this situation using the different 

multiple CuO2 planes in one unit cell.111-113) Loss in the phase coherence between layers is 

known in a conventional cuprate superconductor in terms of the crossover from three 

dimensional behavior to two-dimension behavior with presence of the vortices.114,115) In this 

situation, the layers are separated by the charge reservoir layer. In Hg-1245 and super-

multilayer cuprate superconductor having more than 5 CuO2 planes in one unit cell, the similar 

loss in the phase coherence between layers separated by a Ca layer and/or other CuO2 layers 

was reported.111) The interlayer phase fluctuation would be plausible even without vortices.  

We can also consider that the multiband structure can be formed by the multilayer structure, as 

seen in band calculations.52) 

 The internal degree of freedom due to the inter-band phase difference in multi-band 

superconductors was first addressed by Kondo.116,117) He showed that in a two-band 

superconductor, a sign reversal configuration between the two bands is a possible order 

parameter, aside from the same sign configuration for both bands that had generally been 

considered. The sign reversal configuration corresponds to an inter-band phase difference of . 

The same sign configuration corresponds to zero phase difference. Later, Leggett identified the 

importance of the inter-band phase fluctuation in a two-band superconductor.30,39) We can apply 

this concept to multilayer cuprate superconductors. 

 At higher temperatures, fluctuations in the inter-band/inter-layer phase difference 

gives a finite entropy, S, which decreases the free energy through the entropy term, -TS. 

Experimentally, the jump in C/T at Tc is about 0.01–0.02 J K-2 mol-1, and is less than half that 

for optimally doped YB2Cu3O6.92 (0.035–0.06) and less than one third that for YB2Cu3O7.0 

(0.06–0.07).118-123) The smaller size of the jump suggests that some portion of the degree of 



freedom for the BCS pairs does not contribute to the jump. The number of holes can be 

estimated to be about 0.45 including the CuO chain contribution for YB2Cu3O7.0 and about 0.6 

for Hg-1245. The reduction in entropy due to the pre-formed pairing, as described for 

YB2C3O7.0- cannot fully account for the source of the observed suppression of the 

specific heat jump. The residual part from the degree of freedom of each pair not contributing 

to the jump at Tc contributes to the interlayer phase fluctuation inside the unit cell. Energy scale 

of the interlayer phase fluctuation inside the unit cell would be comparable to or smaller than 

interlayer fluctuation sandwiching the charge reservoir layer.77,78,111) The latter fluctuation is 

seen as a broad future of the specific heat jump in the conventional high-anisotropic cuprate 

superconductor such as Bi2.12Sr1.9Ca1.08Cu1.96O8+x (Bi-2212).123) This two-dimensional 

behavior can be considered the loss in the interlayer coherence. Hg-1245 shows a similar broad 

future of the specific heat jump because Hg-1245 has a high anisotropy.77,78,111,124) The 

interlayer phase fluctuation in the unit cell can be also large. For an ordinary phase fluctuation 

directly couples with the thermal bath through the electromagnetic field.125,126) In addition, 

there is a gap for a collective excitation by the coupling with the electromagnetic field.127-129) 

In contrast to this inter-unit cell phase fluctuation, the phase fluctuation inside the unit cell and 

the inter-band phase fluctuation tend to be free from the electromagnetic field in a simply 

connected specimen, which means there is no holes.41,42,130) Its gap for a collective excitation 

which is Leggett mode, is governed by the interlayer Josephson coupling inside the unit cell.  

It plausibly survives down to low Tc without large dissipation. 

 The interlayer phase fluctuation inside the unit cell reduces the interlayer Josephson 

coupling energy. As that temperature decreases, the entropy term weakens and the Josephson 

coupling becomes dominant. The inter-layer phase difference might then be locked. 

Antiferromagnetic order might favour this locked-phase superconductor.131) A mathematically 

equivalent situation to phase-difference locking was discussed for three-component frustrated 

superconductivity, which is an extension of the Kondo–Leggett schema.41,132-146) This theory 



predicts that the phase-locking transition is first-order and has remarkable hysteresis.146) 

 Thermal fluctuations associated with the internal degrees of freedom can be expected 

for conventional triplet superconductivity and 3He superfluidity. However, the temperature is 

too low for such fluctuations to emerge. States having such thermal fluctuations need not be 

considered, though collective excitation28,147-155) by an external field and topological excitation 

have been actively studied.155-162) Hg-1245 has a high superconducting transition temperature 

and a high-temperature first-order phase transition, both much higher than that of a triplet 

superconductor and 3He superfluidity. The interlayer phase difference fluctuation must also be 

considered. 

 The fluctuation of the phase and phase-locking transition of the order-parameter has 

been considered in the Peierls transition observed in tetrathiafulvalene(TTF)-7,7,8,8-

tetracyanoquinodimethane(TCNQ) and tetraselenafulvalene(TSF)-TCNQ organic 

conductors.163-169) In this transition a charge density wave (CDW) becomes the order parameter. 

There is a successive growth of coherence of the CDW from one-dimensional to three-

dimensional order.170) At higher temperatures, the CDW develops in a one-dimensional column, 

in which TTF, TSF or TCNQ molecules stack. As the temperature decreases, three-dimensional 

order is established by an inter-columnar interaction. The relative locations of CDWs on the 

different columns are locked and CDW motion freezes. The inter-layer Josephson interaction 

(or inter-band pair interaction) in Hg-1245 corresponds to the inter-columnar interaction in 

TTF-TCNQ. Ordinary pair interactions (or intra-band pair interactions) in the CuO2 planes 

correspond to the intra-columnar interactions (electron–phonon interactions) in the Peierls 

system. However, the successive growth of the coherence in an ideal multi-band 

superconductor is not relevant to the spatial dimensionality, unlike in a real Peierls system, and 

instead is a “dimensional crossover” that occurs in the internal space created by the band 

structure and the strong contrast in the strength of the pair interaction, in other words, the 

interband interaction is much weaker than the intraband interaction. 



 There is considerable variety in the phase transitions in multi-order parameter systems 

such as antiferro–antiferro, antiferro–ferro magnetic cooperative and competing systems.171-

177) Even in some insulators, competition and cooperation between different symmetrical 

crystal distortions results in multiple transitions.178) The new transition found in Hg-1245 can 

be accepted as one such situation. Once superconductivity has an internal space and multiple 

components, fluctuation inside the internal space alters the schema of the superconductivity. 

Conventional BCS theory was based on the assumption that a BCS pair does not have any 

entropy,179-180) in other words, there is no fluctuation inside the internal space of the pair. Of 

course, a conventional superconductor has the superconducting quantum phase as an internal 

phase. But, fluctuations inside this internal space are killed by the coupling to the 

electromagnetic field known as spontaneous symmetry breaking.127-129) The first-order phase 

transition found in Hg-1245 suggests that neither the basic assumption of BCS theory or 

spontaneous symmetry breaking need always be fulfilled in a general multi-band 

superconductor. This finding expands the range of possible superconductors awaiting discovery.  

 We note also that this finding does not exclude the possible emergence of other new 

superconducting phases which may also explain the first order transition observed in this 

study.181) The possibility of odd frequency superconductivity, in which the sign of the gap 

parameter changes across a Fermi wave vector under the staggered field has been noted. 

  

 

5. Conclusion 

 We observed a first-order phase transition below Tc in Hg-1245, which might be a d-

wave singlet superconductor. The phase difference between the three crystallographically 

inequivalent kinds of CuO2 plane becomes an internal degree of freedom. The first-order phase 

transition suggests a new type of change in the order parameter involving this internal degree 

of freedom. If so, this superconductor would be a new, designable solid-state example of 



superconductivity having a non-Abelian gauge field based on a multiple component quantum 

phase, which is also a key topic in particle and cosmological field theory.45,182-190)  



References 

1) D. D. Osheroff, R. C. Richardson, and D. M. Lee: Phys. Rev. Lett. 28 (1972) 885. 

2) R. A. Fisher, S. Kim, B. F. Woodfield, N. E. Phillips, L. Taillefer, K. Hasselbach, J. 

Flouquet, A. L. Giorgi, and J. L. Smith: Phys. Rev. Lett. 62 (1989) 1411. 

3) M. T. Béal-Monod: Phys. Rev. B 58 (1998) 8830. 

4) J. F. Annett, N. Goldenfeld, and A. J. Leggett: in Physical Properties of high Temperature 

Superconductors V, ed. D. M. Ginsberg (World Sientific Publishing Co. Pre. Ltd., 

Singapore 1996) Chap. 6, p. 375-461, pp. 375-461.  

5) F. Steglich, J. Aarts, C. D. Bredl, W. Lieke, D. Meschede, W. Franz, and H. Schäfer: Phys. 

Rev. Lett. 43 (1979) 1892. 

6) M. Sigrist and K. Ueda: Rev. Mod. Phys. 63 (1991) 239. 

7) A. J. Leggett: J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 63 (1987) 406. 

8) L. Taillefer, J. Flouquet, and G. G. Lonzarich: Physica B 169 (1991) 257. 

9) T. Trappmann, H. v. Löhneysen, and L. Taillefer: Phys. Rev. B 43 (1991) 13714. 

10) S. Adenwalla, J. B. Ketterson, S. K. Yip, S. W. Lin, M. Levy, and B. K. Sarma: Phys. Rev. 

B 46 (1992) 9070. 

11) J. A. Sauls: J. Low Temp. Phys. 95 (1994) 153. 

12) S. K. Yip, T. Li, and P. Kumar: Phys. Rev. B 43 (1991) 2742. 

13) D. W. Hess, T. A. Tokuyasu, and J. A. Sauls: J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 1 (1989) 8135. 

14) G. Aeppli, E. Bucher, C. Broholm, J. K. Kjems, J. Baumann, and J. Hufnagl: Phys. Rev. 

Lett. 60 (1988) 615. 

15) G. Aeppli, D. Bishop, C. Broholm, E. Bucher, K. Siemensmeyer, M. Steiner, and N. 

Stüsser: Phys. Rev. Lett. 63 (1989) 676. 

16) J. D. Strand, D. J. Bahr, D. J. Van Harlingen, J. P. Davis, W. J. Gannon, and W. P. 

Halperin: Science 328 (2010) 1368. 

17) S. M. Hayden, L. Taillefer, C. Vettier, and J. Flouquet: Phys. Rev. B 46 (1992) 8675. 



18) S. Adenwalla, S. W. Lin, Q. Z. Ran, Z. Zhao, J. B. Ketterson, J. A. Sauls, L. Taillefer, D. 

G. Hinks, M. Levy, and B. K. Sarma: Phys. Rev. Lett. 65 (1990) 2298. 

19) Y. Maeno, S. Kittaka, T. Nomura, S. Yonezawa, and K. Ishida: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 

(2012) 11009. 

20) C. Kallin: Rep. Prog. Phys. 75 (2012) 42501. 

21) E. D. Bauer, N. A. Frederick, P.-C. Ho, V. S. Zapf, and M. B. Maple: Phys. Rev. B 65 

(2002) 100506(R). 

22) R. Vollmer, A. Faißt, C. Pfleiderer, H. v. Löhneysen, E. D. Bauer, P.-C. Ho, V. Zapf, and 

M. B. Maple: Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 57001. 

23) N. A. Frederick, T. A. Sayles, S. K. Kim, and M. B. Maple: J. Low Temp. Phys. 147 

(2007) 321. 

24) E.-W. Scheidt, F. Mayr, G. Eickerling, P. Rogl, and E. Bauer: J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 

17 (2005) L121. 

25) H. R. Ott, H. Rudigier, Z. Fisk, and J. L. Smith: Phys. Rev. B 31 (1985) 1651. 

26) H. R. Ott, H. Rudigier, Z. Fisk, and J. L. Smith: Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983) 1595. 

27) E.-W. Scheidt, T. Schreiner, P. Kumar, and G. R. Stewart: Phys. Rev. B 58 (1998) 15153. 

28) J. C. Wheatley: Physica 69 (1973) 218. 

29) A. J. Leggett: Rev. Mod. Phys. 47 (1975) 331. 

30) A. J. Leggett: Rev. Mod. Phys. 76 (2004) 999. 

31) A. J. Leggett: Phys. Rev. Lett. 29 (1972) 1227. 

32) R. A. Webb, T. J. Greytak, R. T. Johnson, and J. C. Wheatley: Phys. Rev. Lett. 30 (1973) 

210. 

33) D. D. Osheroff, W. J. Gully, R. C. Richardson, and D. M. Lee: Phys. Rev. Lett. 29 (1972) 

920. 

34) D. N. Paulson, H. Kojima, and J. C. Wheatley: Phys. Rev. Lett. 32 (1974) 1098. 

35) R. Balian and N. R. Werthamer: Phys. Rev. 131 (1963) 1553. 



36) P. W. Anderson and P. Morel: Phys. Rev. 123 (1961) 1911. 

37) P. W. Anderson and W. F. Brinkman: Phys. Rev. Lett. 30 (1973) 1108. 

38) D. R. Tilley and J. Tilley: Superfluidity and superconductivity (Adams Hilger, Bristol, 

1990) 3rd ed., Chap. 9.  

39) A. J. Leggett: Prog. Theor. Phys. 36 (1966) 901. 

40) X. X. Xi: Rep. Prog. Phys. 71 (2008) 116501. 

41) Y. Tanaka: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 70 (2001) 2844. 

42) Y. Tanaka: Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 (2002) 17002. 

43) E. Babaev: Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002) 67001. 

44) J. Goryo, S. Soma, and H. Matsukawa: Europhys. Lett. 80 (2007) 17002. 

45) M. Nitta, M. Eto, T. Fujimori, and K. Ohashi: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 (2012) 84711. 

46) A. D. Col, V. B. Geshkenbein, and G. Blatter: Phys. Rev. Lett. 94 (2005) 97001. 

47) W. Zhang and H. A. Fertig: Phys. Rev. B 71 (2005) 224514. 

48) L. F. Chibotaru and V. H. Dao: Phys. Rev. B 81 (2010) 020502(R). 

49) H. Bluhm, N. C. Koshnick, M. E. Huber, and K. A. Moler: Phys. Rev. Lett. 97 (2006) 

237002. 

50) V. Moshchalkov, M. Menghini, T. Nishio, Q. H. Chen, A. V. Silhanek, V. H. Dao, L. F. 

Chibotaru, N. D. Zhigadlo, and J. Karpinski: Phys. Rev. Lett. 102 (2009) 117001. 

51) T. Nishio, V. H. Dao, Q. Chen, L. F. Chibotaru, K. Kadowaki, and V. V. Moshchalkov: 

Phys. Rev. B 81 (2010) 020506(R). 

52) C. O. Rodriguez, R. Weht, M. Weissmann, and N. E. Christensen: Physica C 235-240 

(1994) 2111. 

53) N. Hamada, H, and Ihara: Physica B 284-288 (2000) 1073. 

54) H. Ihara, R. Sugise, H. Hirabayashi, N. Terada, M. Jo, K. Hayashi, A. Negishi, M. 

Tokumoto, Y. Kimura, and T. Shimomura: Nature 334 (1988) 510. 

55) H. Ihara, K. Tokiwa, H. Ozawa, M. Hirabayashi, A. Negishi, M. Matsuhata, and Y. S. 



Song: Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 33 (1994) L503. 

56) A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, H. Kito, Y. Kodama, P. M. Shirage, D. D. Shivagan, H. Matsuhata, K. 

Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 76 (2007) 94711. 

57) M. Ogino, T. Watanabe, K. Tokiwa, A. Iyo, and H. Ihara: Physica C 258 (1996) 384. 

58) Y. Tokunaga, K. Ishida, Y. Kitaoka, K. Asayama, K. Tokiwa, A. Iyo, and H. Ihara: Phys. 

Rev. B 61 (2000) 9707. 

59) H. Kotegawa, Y. Tokunaga, K. Ishida, G.-q. Zheng, Y. Kitaoka, H. Kito, A. Iyo, K. 

Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, and H. Ihara: Phys. Rev. B 64 (2001) 64515. 

60) Y. Tanaka, A. Iyo, N. Shirakawa, M. Ariyama, M. Tokumoto, S. I. Ikeda, and H. Ihara: 

Physica C 357-360 (2001) 222. 

61) A. Crisan, Y. Tanaka, A. Iyo, L. Cosereanu, K. Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: Phys. Rev. B 74 

(2006) 184517. 

62) A. Crisan, Y. Tanaka, D. D. Shivagan, A. Iyo, L. Cosereanu, K. Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: 

Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 46 (2007) L451. 

63) Y. Tanaka, A. Crisan, D. D. Shivagan, A. Iyo, K. Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: Jpn. J. Appl. 

Phys. 46 (2007) 134. 

64) D. D. Shivagan, A. Crisan, P. M. Shirage, A. Sundaresan, Y. Tanaka, A. Iyo, K. Tokiwa, T. 

Watanabe, and N. Terada: J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 97 (2008) 12212. 

65) K. Tokiwa, A. Iyo, T. Tsukamoto, and H. Ihara: Czech. J. Phys. 46 (1996) Suppl.1, p. 

1491. 

66) K. Tokiwa, S. Ito, H. Okumoto, S. Mikusu, A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, and T. Watababe: J. Low 

Temp. Phys. 131 (2003) 637. 

67) J. Akimoto, K. Tokiwa, A. Iyo, H. Ihara, K. Kawaguchi, M. Sohma, H. Hayakawa, Y. 

Gotoh, and Y. Oosawa: Physica C 281 (1997) 237. 

68) K. Momma and F. Izumi: J. Appl. Crystallogr. 44 (2011) 1272. 

69) H. Kotegawa, Y. Tokunaga, Y. Araki, G.-q. Zheng, Y. Kitaoka, K. Tokiwa, K. Ito, T. 



Watanabe, A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, and H. Ihara: Phys. Rev. B 69 (2004) 14501. 

70) H. Mukuda, M. Abe, Y. Araki, Y. Kitaoka, K. Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, A. Iyo, H. Kito, and 

Y. Tanaka: Phys. Rev. Lett. 96 (2006) 87001. 

71) K. Tokiwa, S. Ito, H. Okumoto, W. Higemoto, K. Nishiyama, A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, and T. 

Watanabe: Physica C 388-389 (2003) 243. 

72) K. Tokiwa, H. Okumoto, T. Imamura, S. Mikusu, K. Yuasa, W. Higemoto, K. Nishiyama, 

A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, and T. Watanabe: Inter. J. Mod. Phys. B 17 (2003) 3540. 

73) pp. 393-394 of Ref. [4]. 

74) A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, Y. Kodama, H. Kito, K. Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: Physica C 445-448 

(2006) 17. 

75) A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, H. Kito, Y. Kodama, P. M. Shirage, D. D. Shivagan, K. Tokiwa, and 

and T. Watanabe: J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 108 (2008) 12046. 

76) T. Watanabe, K. Tokiwa, S. Ito, N. Urita, S. Mikusu, H. Okumoto, Y. Hashinaka, A. Iyo, 

andY. Tanaka: Physica C 388-389 (2003) 353. 

77) A. Crisan, Y. Tanaka, A. Iyo, H. Matsuhata, D. D. Shivagan, P. M. Shirage, T. W. Button, 

J. S. Abell, K. Tokiwa, and T. Watanabe: J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 97 (2008) 12013. 

78) A. Crisan, Y Tanaka, A. Iyo, D. D. Shivagan, P. M. Shirage, K. Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, L. 

Cosereanu, T. W. Button, and J. S. Abell: Phys. Rev. B 76 (2007) 212508. 

79) H. Mukuda, S. Shimizu, A. Iyo, and Y. Kitaoka: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 (2012) 11008. 

80) V. L. Ginzburg: Sov. Phys. JETP 4 (1957) 153. 

81) R. W. McCallum, D. C. Johnston, R. N. Shelton, W. A. Fertig, and M. B. Maple: Solid 

State Commun. 24 (1977) 501. 

82) B. T. Matthias, H. Suhl, and E. Corenzwit: Phys. Rev. Lett. 1 (1958) 449. 

83) M. B. Maple: Physica B 215 (1995) 110. 

84) K. N. Shrivastava and K. P. Sinha: Phys. Rep. 115 (1984) 93. 

85) D. P. Hampshire: Physica B+C 304 (1981) 41285. 



86) H. B. MacKay, L. D. Woolf, M. B. Maple, and D. C. Johnson: Phys. Rev. Lett. 42 (1979) 

918. 

87) D. C. Johnston, W. A. Fertig, M. B. Maple, and B. T. Matthias: Solid State Commun. 26 

(1978) 141. 

88) J. A. Gotaas, J. W. Lynn, R. N. Shelton, P. Klavins, and H. F. Braun: Phys. Rev. B 36 

(1987) 7277. 

89) R. Movshovich, M. F. Hundley, J. D. Thompson, P. C. Canfield, B. K. Cho, and A. V. 

Chubukov: Physica C 227 (1994) 381. 

90) H. Eisaki, H. Takagi, R. J. Cava, B. Batlogg, J. J. Krajewski, W. F. Peck, Jr., K. 

Mizuhashi, J. O. Lee, and S. Uchida: Phys. Rev. B 50 (1994) 647. 

91) E. Gmelin: Z. Naturforsch 24a (1969) 1794. 

92) E. Gmelin: C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, t. C 262 (1966) 1452. 

93) T. Sekitani, Y. H. Matsuda, and N. Miura: New J. Phys. 9 (2007) 47. 

94) G. W. Crabtree, W. K. Kwok, U. Welp, R. Burriel, H. Claus, K. G. Vandervoort, and J. Z. 

Liu: J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 76-77 (1988) 547. 

95) T. Sekitani, N. Miura, S. Ikeda, Y. H. Matsuda, and Y. Shiohara: Physica B 346-347 

(2004) 319. 

96) M. B. Maple: J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 31-34 (1983) 479. 

97) M. Ishikawa and Ø. Fischer: Solid State Commun. 24 (1977) 747. 

98) M. B. Maple, L. D. Woolf, C. F. Majkrzak, G. Shirane, W. Thomlinson, and D. E. 

Moncton: Phys. Lett. A 77 (1980) 487. 

99) W. Thomlinson, G. Shirane, D. E. Moncton, M. Ishikawa, and Ø Fischer: Phys. Rev. B 23 

(1981) 4455. 

100) G. Hilscher, H. Michor, N. M. Hong, T. Holubar, W. Perthold, M. Vybornov, and P. 

Rogl: Physica B 206 (1995) 542. 

101) C. F. Majkrzak, G. Shirane, W. Thomlinson, M. Ishikawa, Ø. Fischer, and D. E. 



Moncton: Solid State Commun. 31 (1979) 773. 

102) P. C. Canfield, B. K. Cho, D. C. Johnston, D. K. Finnemore, and M. F. Hundley: Physica 

C 230 (1994) 397. 

103) W. A. Fertig, D. C. Johnston, L. E. DeLong, R. W. McCallum, M. B. Maple, and B. T. 

Matthias: Phys. Rev. Lett. 38 (1977) 987. 

104) C. B. Vining and R. N. Shelton: Phys. Rev. B 28 (1983) 2732. 

105) C. B. Vining and R. N. Shelton: Solid State Commun. 54 (1985) 53. 

106) Y. Imry: Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 8 (1975) 567. 

107) J. Goryo: Phys. Rev. B 67 (2003) 184511. 

108) Y. Machida, A. Itoh, Y. So, K. Izawa, Y. Haga, E. Yamamoto, N. Kimura, Y. Ōnuki, Y. 

Tsutsumi, and K. Machida: Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 157002. 

109) H. Tou, Y. Kitaoka, K. Ishida, K. Asayama, N. Kimura, Y. Ōnuki, E. Yamamoto, Y. 

Haga, and K. Maezawa: Phys. Rev. Lett. 80 (1998) 3129. 

110) K. Tenya, M. Ikeda, T. Tayama, T. Sakakibara, E. Yamamoto, K. Maezawa, N. Kimura, 

R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki: Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 3193. 

111) A. Crisan, A. Iyo, Y. Tanaka, H. Matsuhata, D. D. Shivagan, P. M. Shirage, K. Tokiwa, T. 

Watanabe, T. W. Button, and J. S. Abell: Phys. Rev. B 77 (2008) 144518. 

112) Y. Tanaka, D. D. Shivagan, A. Crisan, A. Iyo, P. M. Shirage, K. Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, 

and N. Terada: Supercond. Sci. Technol. 21 (2008) 85011. 

113) Y. Tanaka, A. Crisan, D. D. Shivagan, A. Iyo, P. M. Shirage, K. Tokiwa, T. Watanabe, 

and N. Terada: Physica C 469 (2009) 1129. 

114) G. Blatter, M. V. Feigel'man, V. B. Geshkenbein, A. I. Larkin, and V. M. Vinokur : Rev. 

Mod. Phys. 66 (1994) 1125. 

115) D. S. Fisher, M. P. A. Fisher, and D. A. Huse: Phys. Rev. B 43 (1991) 130. 

116) J. Kondo: Prog. Theor. Phys. 29 (1963) 1. 

117) J. Peretti: Phys. Lett. 2 (1962) 275. 



118) J. W. Loram, K. A. Mirza, J. R. Cooper, and W. Y. Liang: Phys. Rev. Lett. 71 (1993) 

1740. 

119) J. W. Loram, K. A. Mirza, and P. F. Freeman: Physica C 171 (1990) 243. 

120) J. W. Loram, K. A. Mirza, J. R. Cooper, W. Y. Liang, and J. M. Wade: J. Supercond. 7 

(1994) 243. 

121) J. W. Loram, K. A. Mirza, J. M. Wade, J. R. Cooper, and W. Y. Liang: Physica C 235-

240 (1994) 134. 

122) Y. Nakazawa, J. Takeya, and M. Ishikawa: Physica C 174 (1991) 155. 

123) A. Junod, M. Roulin, B. Revaz, and A. Erb: Physica B 280 (2000) 214. 

124) M.-S. Park, J.-D. Kim, K.-H. Kim, Y.-T. Kwon, Y. C. Kim, A. Iyo, K. Tokiwa, and S.-I 

Lee : Phys. Rev. B 77 (2008) 024519. 

125) Z. Tes̆anović: Phys. Rev. B 59 (1999) 6449. 

126) Q. Li: in Physical Properties of high Temperature Superconductors V, ed. D. M. 

Ginsberg (World Sientific Publishing Co. Pre. Ltd., Singapore 1996) Chap. 4, pp. 209-

263.  

127) Y. Nambu: Phys. Rev. 117 (1960) 648. 

128) P. W. Anderson: Phys. Rev. 130 (1963) 439. 

129) P. W. Higgs: Phys. Rev. Lett. 13 (1964) 508. 

130) A. Gurevich and V. M. Vinokur: Phys. Rev. Lett. 90 (2003) 47004. 

131) Y. Nagaoka: Phys. Rev. 147 (1966) 392. 

132) D. F. Agterberg, V, Barzykin, and L. P. Gor’kov: Phys. Rev. B 60 (1999) 14868. 

133) V. Stanev and Z. Tešanović: Phys. Rev. B 81 (2010) 134522. 

134) R. G. Dias and A. M. Marques: Supercond. Sci. Technol. 24 (2011) 85009. 

135) T. Yanagisawa, Y. Tanaka, I. Hase, and K. Yamaji: Physica C 471 (2011) 675. 

136) T. Yanagisawa, Y. Tanaka, I. Hase, and K. Yamaji: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81 (2012) 24712. 

137) Y. Tanaka, T. Yanagisawa, A. Crisan, P. M. Shirage, A. Iyo, K. Tokiwa, T. Nishio, A. 



Sundaresan, and N. Terada: Physica C 471 (2011) 747. 

138) Y. Tanaka andT. Yanagisawa: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 79 (2010) 114706. 

139) Y. Tanaka: Physics Procedia 27 (2012) 17. 

140) Y. Tanaka and T. Yanagisawa: Solid State Commun. 150 (2010) 1980. 

141) Y. Tanaka, P. M. Shirage, and A. Iyo: Physica C 470 (2010) 2023. 

142) Y. Ota, M. Machida, Y. Koyama, and H. Aoki: Phys. Rev. B 83 (2011) 0670507(R) . 

143) V. Stanev: Phys. Rev. B 85 (2012) 174520. 

144) S.-Z. Lin and X. Hu: Phys. Rev. Lett. 108 (2012) 177005. 

145) Y. Tanaka, T. Yanagisawa, and T. Nishio: Physica C 483 (2012) 86. 

146) Y. Tanaka, T. Yanagisawa, and T. Nishio: Physica C 485 (2013) 64. 

147) D. N. Paulson, R. T. Johnson, and J. C. Wheatley: Phys. Rev. Lett. 30 (1973) 829. 

148) P. Wölfle: Phys. Rev. Lett. 34 (1975) 1377. 

149) P. Wölfle: Phsyica B+C 90 (1977) 96. 

150) P. Wölfle: Prog. Low Temp. Phys. 7A (1978) 191. 

151) D. N. Paulson, M. Krusius, and J. C. Wheatley: J. Low Temp. Phys. 26 (1977) 73. 

152) R. W. Giannetta, A. Ahonen, E. Polturak, J. Saunders, E. K. Zeise, R. C. Richardson, 

and D. M. Lee: Phys. Rev. Lett. 45 (1980) 262. 

153) D. B. Mast, B. K. Sarma, J. R. Owers-Bradley, I. D. Calder, J. B. Ketterson, and W. P. 

Halperin: Phys. Rev. Lett. 45 (1980) 266. 

154) O. V. Lounasmaa and E. Thuneberg: Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 96 (1990) 7760. 

155) E. V. Thuneberg: Phys. Rev. Lett. 56 (1986) 359. 

156) E. V. Thuneberg: Phys. Rev. B 36 (1987) 3583. 

157) T. A. Tokuyasu, D. W. Hess, and J. A. Sauls: Phys. Rev. B 41 (1990) 8891. 

158) J. S. Korhonen, Y. Kondo, M. Krusius, E. V. Thuneberg, and G. E. Volovik: Phys. Rev. 

B 47 (1993) 8868. 

159) Y. Kondo, J. S. Korhonen, M. Krusius, V. V. Dmitriev, Y. M. Mukharsky, E. B. Sonin, 



and G. E. Volovik: Phys. Rev. Lett. 67 (1991) 81. 

160) V. Schweikhard, I. Coddington, P. Engels, S. Tung, and E. A. Cornell: Phys. Rev. Lett. 

93 (2004) 210403. 

161) K. Kasamatsu, M. Tsubota, and M. Ueda: Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 250406. 

162) J. R. Feller, C.-C. Tsai, J. B. Ketterson, J. L. Smith, and B. K. Sarma: Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 

(2002) 247005. 

163) L. B. Coleman, M. J. Cohen, D. J. Sandman, F. G. Yamagishi, A. F. Garito, and A. J. 

Heeger: Solid State Commun. 12 (1973) 1125. 

164) M. J. Cohen, L. B. Coleman, A. F. Garito, and A. J. Heeger: Phys. Rev. B 10 (1974) 

1298. 

165) S. Kagoshima: Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 20 (1981) 1617. 

166) P. A. Lee, T. M. Rice, and P. W. Anderson: Phys. Rev. Lett. 31 (1973) 462. 

167) B. R. Patton and L. J. Sham: Phys. Rev. Lett. 31 (1973) 631. 

168) P. A. Lee, T. M. Rice, and P. W. Anderson: Solid State Commun. 14 (1974) 703. 

169) K. Saito, Y. Yamamura, H. Akutsu, M. Takeda, H. Asaoka, H. Nishikawa, and I. Ikemoto 

and M. Sorai: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 68 (1999) 1277. 

170) Y. Nishihara and Y. Yamaguchi: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 51 (1982) 1333. 

171) Y. Nishihara and Y. Yamaguchi: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 52 (1983) 3630. 

172) Y. Nishihara and Y. Yamaguchi: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 53 (1984) 2201. 

173) Y. Nishihara and Y. Yamaguchi: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 54 (1985) 1122. 

174) H. Wada: Bussei Kenkyu 62 (1994) 717 [in Japanese]. 

175) H. Wada, M, Nishigori, and M. Shiga: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 62 (1993) 1337. 

176) H. Wada, M Nishigori, and M Shiga: J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 3 (1991) 2083. 

177) H. Wada, N. Shimamura, and M. Shiga: Phys. Rev. B 48 (1993) 10221. 

178) V. Heine and J. D. C. McConnell: Phys. Rev. Lett. 46 (1981) 1092. 

179) J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Schrieffer: Phys. Rev. 108 (1957) 1175. 



180) J. Bardeen and J. R. Schrieffer: Prog. Low. Temp. Phys. 3 (1961) 170. 

181) K. Shigeta, S. Onari, and Y. Tanaka: Phys. Rev. B 85 (2012) 224509. 

182) T. W. B. Kibble: J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 9 (1976) 1387. 

183) S. Sasaki, H. Suganuma, and H. Toki: Prog. Theor. Phys. 94 (1995) 373. 

184) Y. Koma, M. Koma, D. Ebert, and H. Toki: Nucl. Phys. B 648 (2003) 189. 

185) K. G. Wilson: Phys. Rev. D 10 (1974) 2445. 

186) C. N. Yang and R. L. Mills: Phys. Rev. 96 (1954) 191. 

187) S. Weinberg: Phys. Rev. Lett. 19 (1967) 1264. 

188) Y. Nambu and G. Jona-Lasinio: Phys. Rev. 122 (1961) 345. 

189) M. Y. Han and Y. Nambu: Phys. Rev. 139 (1965) B1006. 

190) G. 't Hooft: Nucl. Phys. B 190 (1981) 455. 

 

 

 



Figure Captions 

 

Fig. 1. (Color online) Schematic crystal structure of multi-layer cuprate superconductor, Hg-

1245 generated by a three-dimensional visualization program for structural models, 

“Visualization for electronic and structural analysis” (VESTA 3) [68]. 

 

Fig. 2. (Color online) Overall behaviour of C/T (specific heat (C) divided by temperature (T)) 

for Hg-1245. The open circles mark C/T data obtained while decreasing the temperature and 

the solid circles mark C/T data obtained while increasing the temperature. The scale of C/T 

without an external magnetic field is marked on the left axis. That with a magnetic field of 14 

T is marked on the right axis. The vertical arrows indicate two anomalies. The higher 

temperature anomaly at 108 K is due to the superconducting transition. The lower anomaly 

shows a large hysteresis around 41 K. 

 

Fig. 3. (Color online) Jump in the C/T curve at Tc, exhibiting no hysteresis. The dotted lines 

are interpolations obtained by polynomial fitting. The symbols and vertical axes are as in Fig. 

2. 

 

Fig. 4. (Color online) Anomaly in the C/T curve at the lower transition temperature at 41 K. 

The large thermal hysteresis observed is a first-order phase transition. The symbols, lines and 

vertical axes are as in Figs. 2 and 3. 

 

Fig. 5. (Color online) Thermal hysteretic difference in C/T curves without a magnetic field 

(solid line) and under an applied magnetic field of 14 T (dotted line). The scale is marked on 

the right. Both sets of data were deduced from interpolated data. The magnetic field 

suppression of thermal hysteresis supports the hypothesis that the anomaly originates in the 



superconducting part of the order parameter, because, under an applied magnetic field, the 

superconducting area decreases through the formation of normal cores. The integrated C/T 

without a magnetic field is shown (the corresponding scale is on the left). The starting 

temperature of the integration is set at 45 K, which is just above the first-order transition. This 

gives only a lower limit for the difference in the entropy, because there is an additional 

transition entropy accompanied with the latent heat at the phase transition that our relaxation 

technique cannot measure. 
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