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We calculate the specific heat and susceptibility of rare-earth magnetic superconductors in the
context of the Ginzburg-Landau theory. The specific heat and susceptibility are calculated both at
the coexistence phase of antiferromagnetism and superconductivity and normal phase. Theoretical
results are compared with experimental results which agree excellently well.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Rare-earth nickel boro-carbide compounds for various
R (rare earth) have been studied extensively for the last
few years and have shown evidence of superconductiv-
ity and magnetism [1, 2], distinguishing characteristics
of these compounds. Rare earth, Rhenium, Dysprosium,
Holmium, Erbium, Thulium, Lutetium, and Ytterbium
(R = Dy,Ho,Er, Tm,Lu, and Y) compounds have been
some of the most thoroughly studied superconductors in
the past decade. Physical phenomena like the coexistence
of superconductivity and long-range magnetic order, the
high transition temperature, and reenter superconductiv-
ity are all essential topics of interest [1–4] on rare earth
compounds. The transition temperature of RNi2B2C
(R = Ho, Dy, Er, and Tm) compounds, with partially
filled f-shells having a magnetic moment, is relatively low
than non-magnetic borocarbides (R = Y, Lu) [4, 5]. This
lower value in TC points to an interaction between con-
duction electrons and rare-earth ions. These compounds
have a large density of state ( DOS) values at EF , indi-
cating that Ni states contribute significantly to the peak
[6–8]. Many theoretical and experimental works like su-
perconducting order parameters [9–11] , thermal conduc-
tivity [12–14] , specific heat [15, 16] , and upper critical
field [17–20] have been done in these compounds to show
the coexisting property of superconductivity and anti-
ferromagnetism. Magnetic susceptibility measurements
on the rare earth DyNi2B2C show magnetic order at
a temperature of 10.5 K [1]. At this temperature, a
change in slope followed by a sharp drop at lower tem-
peratures is observed from resistivity measurement im-
plying that this compound has a superconducting phase
[19]. At temperatures TN = 5.2K, TH = 5.6K , and
TM = 6.0K below T = 8k, HoNi2B2C exhibited three
distinct anomalies in its specific heat. Neutron data ex-
periment [17, 20] confirms the transitions to the Néel
structure at TN below TC , and the existence of antifer-
romagnetic order in HoNi2B2C and ErNi2B2C estab-

lishes its exact nature. Below 1.5 K, superconductiv-
ity coexists with antiferromagnetic order in TmNi2B2C.
Thus, TmNi2B2C has the most significant difference be-
tween TC and TN in the entire RNi2B2C series, indicat-
ing a relatively weak magnetism that does not destroy
but weakens superconductivity on large Fermi surface
sheets [4, 21, 22]. At very low temperatures, specific
heat implies significant magnetic anisotropy, with ferro-
magnetic planes weakly coupled antiferromagnetically. A
specific heat jump demonstrates superconductivity at the
critical temperature TC for a given field; numerous the-
oretical models based on the two-gap theory have been
successfully used to calculate the different properties of
these compounds [23]. Our phenomenological formula-
tion used the Ginzburg–Landau model [18, 24, 25] to an-
alyze the specific heat anomalies and susceptibility asso-
ciated with the onset of superconductivity. Our analy-
sis of the upper critical field using the Ginzburg–Landau
model [18] agreed with experimental results, motivating
us to use the same model to investigate the specific heat
and susceptibility of the rare earth magnetic supercon-
ductor. We have presented our model for the specific
heat and magnetic susceptibility expressions in Sec. II.
The data and results of our investigation are described in
section III, and our conclusions are given in section IV.

II. MODEL

The Landau theory of phase transition is highly general
and consequential, and it is used in many different treat-
ments of superconductivity. For example, we know that
depending on the independent thermodynamic variable,
the Gibbs free energy or Helmholtz free energy density
is used. Our starting free energy will be similar to the
free energy of our previous work [18] . So to calculate
the heat capacity of rare earth magnetic superconductor,
the free energy density is [18]
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Here ψa and ψb are described as superconduct-
ing order parameters associated with Ni(3d). Ma

and Mb are anti-ferromagnetic order parameter
of rare earth magnetic superconductor. The free
energy density of the normal phase is described
by Fn. The material parameters b1, b2, d1, δ and
β are assumed to be positive. The coupling con-
stants are defined by γ1, γ2, η, κ1 and κ2. For the
stability of the superconducting state, we assume
γ1 > 0 and γ2 > 0. e is the elementary electron
charge. ma and mb are defined as elementary elec-
tron mass. As usual, we assume a1 = a01(T −TC1),
a2 = a02(T − TC2), and α = α0(T − Taf ) with a01 > 0,

a02 > 0 and α0 > 0. The term d1 |ψa|6 is the new ad-
dition in the free energy density (2.1) compared
to the free energy density of our previous work
[18].

After the minimization of Eq. (2.1) with re-
spect to ψa, ψb, Ma and Mb for uniform system in
zero field H = 0, one can obtain the normal to co-
existence of antiferromagnetic and superconduc-
tivity (N-AFS) phase transition with other phase
transitions [18].

We will now discuss only the N-AFS phase tran-
sition since other phase transitions were discussed
in our previous work [18]. The spontaneous mag-
netization (Msa) in the AFS phase (Ma = −Mb)
can be calculated from Eq. (2.1). Now the mini-
mization of Eq. (2.1) with respect to Ma, Mb and
ψb and substitution of Msa and ψb into Eq. (2.1),
we get
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After the substitution of Eq. (2.3) into Eq. (2.2), the

heat capacity can be calculated from CP = −T ∂2F
∂T 2 as

CP =

{
C0, (T > TC),

C0 +
31/2a

∗3/2
0

4d11/2 T (∆T + TC − T )−1/2, (T < TC)
.

(2.4)
where
C0 = B +D(T − TC) +E(T − TC)2 is the background

heat capacity.
Here B, D and E are parameters.

A. Susceptibility

First we calculate the susceptibility in the AFS phase.
When we apply a small magnetic field ∆M in the AFS
phase, a small but finite magnetization ∆M = Ma +Mb

is produced in the AFS phase. Then the free energy
density (2.1) for uniform system can be written as
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1
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Then by taking Ma
∼= −Mb, the minimization of free

energy density (2.5) with respect to Ma and Mb, we ob-
tain

(α+δ)∆M+3βM2
sa∆M+γ1 |ψa|2 ∆M+γ2 |ψb|2 ∆M−∆H = 0

(2.6)
Then the susceptibility in the AFS phase can be ex-
pressed as
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1

(α+ δ) + 3βM2
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(2.7)
where

|ψa|2 =
a∗∗1 b

∗
2 − 2η∗a∗2

4η∗2 − b∗∗1 b∗2
(2.8)

|ψb|2 =
a∗2b

∗∗
1 − 2η∗a∗∗1

4η∗2 − b∗∗1 b∗2
(2.9)

Here a∗∗1 and b∗∗1 are defined as

a∗∗1 = a1 + 2δγ1
β − 2γ1α

β ,

b∗∗1 = b1 − 2γ2
1

β .

After substitution the values of M2
sa, |ψa|2 and |ψb|2

into Eq. (2.7), the susceptibility in the AFS phase is
given by
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The susceptibility in the Normal phase can be expressed
as

χN =
1

2a∗0(T − TC)
(2.11)

To calculate the specific heat and susceptibility of vari-
ous rare-earth compounds, we have solved the equations
(2.4), (2.10) and (2.11 ) with appropriate fitting param-
eters.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We have extensively compared zero-field specific heat
on five single crystals RNi2B2C (R= Er, Ho, Dy, Tm)
in the range 0.1K < T < TN with available experimental
results. Figures 1-4 show the specific heat of rare earth
compounds against temperature. A prominent peak at
TN in these compounds indicates a large heat capacity.
This large heat capacity below TC and small positive sus-
ceptibility show that antiferromagnetism coexists with
superconductivity in these rare earth superconductors.

Figure 1 shows the variation of specific heat of
HoNi2B2C with temperature, and the inset shows sus-
ceptibility with temperature, which offers a similar trend

as that of the experimental one [20, 26] . From the graph,
we have obtained a peek at TN and specific heat anomaly
below TC . The significant susceptibility at TN indicates
the transition of the compound from diamagnetism to
antiferromagnetism. The small positive value of suscep-
tibility points towards the coexistence of superconductiv-
ity and antiferromagnetism below TC .

In Fig.2, the specific heat of ErNi2B2C shows an
anomaly below TC with a prominent peak at TN . The
pronounced rise in the susceptibility graph with the tran-
sition from negative to positive susceptibility below TC
points to the coexistence of superconductivity and anti-
ferromagnetism in Er compounds. Our result shows a
similar trend as that of the experiment [27].

Figure 3 shows the variation of specific heat for the
compound of TmNi2B2C with temperature and inset
graph susceptibility with temperature. This compound
forms a similar AF structure to that of HoNi2B2C be-
low TN , with identically arranged moments. Moreover,
superconductivity coexists with this AF order below TC
.

Figure 4 shows the variation of specific heat of
DyNi2B2C with temperature. The superconductivity
emerges within a well-developed AF order (TC < TN ).
The graph shows the coexistence of Superconductivity
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with AF order below TC . Unlike other Ni-based AF su-
perconducting borocarbides, DyNi2B2C shows a promi-
nent hysteresis in the range 1kOe ≤ T ≤ 10.5kOe [19]. In
the specific heat calculation, we have neglected the fluc-
tuation of the order parameters. Therefore, fluctuation-
driven specific heat calculation is expected to give better
results. The specific heat at the peak along with Tc and
TN for different compounds are given in the tabular form.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have calculated specific heat and susceptibility for
the rare earth magnetic superconductors. The variation

of specific heat with temperature shows a similar trend
as that of available experimental observations. The peak
in characteristic heat curve at TC and negative suscep-
tibility in these compounds indicate the coexistence of
superconductivity and antiferromagnetism. Our results
show good qualitative agreement with experimental re-
sults. Our specific heat and susceptibility data will open
up further empirical findings in these compounds.
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Figure captions:

FIG. 1: Specific heat as a function of temperature for the Ho compound along with experimental results [20] for 0 ≤ T ≤ 10k
. Inset: Variation of susceptibility with temperature . The peak at TN corresponds to the antiferromagnetic ordering of the
Ho compounds.

,
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FIG. 2: Variation of specific heat with temperature for ErNi2B2C along with the experimental graph [27]. The Inset graph
shows the temperature variation of susceptibility . In both the graphs the peak is observed at TN indicating the presence of
antiferromagnetic ordering in Er compound.

,
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FIG. 3: The specific heat as a function of temperature for TmNi2B2C along with the experimental graph [21]. The inset graph
shows the variation of susceptibility with temperature. The peak at TN offers antiferromagnetic ordering of the Tm compound,
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FIG. 4: specific heat as a function of temperature for DyNi2B2C along with the experimental graph [19]. The inset graph
shows the variation of susceptibility with temperature. The peak at 10.2k corresponds to the long-range antiferromagnetic
ordering of the Tm compound.

,
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TABLE I: Values of different specific heat for different compounds

Compounds TC in (K) TN in (K) CP (Theory) in J/mol K CP (Experiment) in J/mol K
HoNi2B2C 8.5 5.2 45.13 57.7
ErNi2B2C 11.5 6.0 11.51 12.16
TmNi2B2C 11.0 1.5 8.62 6.8
DyNi2B2C 6.5 10.5 1.84 0.9
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