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W epresentan analysisofthenorm al-stateHalle� ectand m agnetoresistancein theheavy ferm ion
superconductorCeIrIn5. It is dem onstrated thatthe m odi� ed K ohler’s scaling| which relates the
m agnetoresistance to the Hallangle| breaks down prior to the onset ofsuperconductivity due to
thepresenceofa precursorstate to superconductivity in thissystem .A m odel-independent,single-
param eterscaling ofthe Hallangle governed solely by thisprecursorstate isobserved.Neitherthe
Hallcoe� cientnortheresistivity exhibitthisscalingim plyingthatthisprecursorstatepreferentially
in
 uencesthe Hallchannel.

PACS num bers:74.70.Tx,74.25.Fy,72.15.G d

The variety of low tem perature electronic ground
statesobserved in heavyferm ion system sprim arily arises
from two com peting fundam ental physical processes:
theRuderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosidainteraction favoring
m agneticorderand theK ondo e� ectthatscreensthelo-
calm om ents [1]. O fparticular interest are system s in
which the m agnetic ordercan be driven to zero tem per-
ature.Ifthistakesplacein a continuousfashion itisre-
ferred to asa Q uantum CriticalPoint(Q CP).Theoften
observed existence ofunconventionalsuperconductivity
in the vicinity ofsuch a Q CP has added to the inter-
estin these exotic phase transitions,asitsuggeststhat
Cooperpairform ation could begoverned by thepresence
of(antiferro-)m agnetic
 uctuations[2].TheCe-115sys-
tem s(oftheform CeM In5,with M = Co,Ir,orRh)have
proven to bean interesting playground wherem anifesta-
tions ofthese intrinsic energy scales are unam bigously
observed [3]. For instance,in the am bient pressure su-
perconductorCeCoIn5,theQ CP can beapproached with
applied m agnetic� eldsoftheorderofthesuperconduct-
ing uppercritical� eld Hc2(0)[4].Theantiferrom agnetic
orderobservedin CeRhIn5 can besuppressedbyapplying
pressureofthe orderof1.6 G Pa which,again,resultsin
a superconducting ground state [5]. In CeIrIn5,though
thesuperconductingregim eisreasonablyseparated from
the (possibly m etam agnetic)Q CP [6],signaturesofthe
presenceofantiferrom agnetic
 uctuationsin thevicinity
ofsuperconductivity havebeen observed [7].Besidesun-
conventionalsuperconductivity,experim entalsignatures
such asthepresenceoflinenodesin thesuperconducting
gap structure[8]and anom alousm agnetotransporthave
also broughtinto focustherem arkablesim ilaritieswhich
thesesystem ssharewith thehigh tem peraturesupercon-
ducting cuprates[9].

O neoftheoutstandingpuzzlespresentedbythesecom -
plex m aterialsis the changing low energy excitationsof
the norm alstate just prior to the form ation ofthe su-
perconducting state. In the cuprates for instance,it is

now understood that superconductivity is preceded by
the opening ofa pseudogap in the electronic density of
states[10].Typically,thisstateisassociated with exper-
im entalsignatureslike a deviation from the lineartem -
perature dependence ofresistivity [11]or a decrease in
the spin-lattice relaxation rate (1=T 1) in nuclear m ag-
netic resonance m easurem ents [12],and is now consid-
ered an intrinsicenergy scaleofthesesystem s.Recently,
experim entshaveindicated thata precursorstate to su-
perconductivity m ay also exist in the Ce based heavy
ferm ion m etals. The Ce-115 system s have been exem -
plary in this aspect, with the presence of such a pre-
cursorstatebeing inferred from m easurem entslikeresis-
tivity [13],nuclear quadrapole resonance [14],the Hall
angle [15]and the Nernste� ect [16]. In this Letter,we
reporton theanalysisofthenorm al-statem agnetotrans-
port data in CeIrIn5. To this end,prior [15]and new
sim ultaneousm easurem entsofisotherm alHalle� ectand
m agnetoresistance in m agnetic � elds �0H � 15 T and
in the tem perature range 0.05 K < T < 2.5 K on high-
quality single crystals are evaluated. W e dem onstrate
thatthe m odi� ed K ohler’sscaling| relating the m agne-
toresistanceto theHallangle| breaksdown priorto the
onset ofsuperconductivity due to a change in the Hall
scattering rate.M oreover,thecritical� eld H�(T)ofthe
precursorstateto superconductivity alonehasbeen used
to scalethetem perature-and � eld-dependentHallangle
�H = cot�1 (�xx=�xy). The fact that a sim ilar scaling
procedure failsforthe individualproperties,i.e.,the re-
sistivity �xx and the Hallcoe� cient R H = �xy=�0H ,
suggests that this precursor state preferentially a� ects
the Hallchannel.

Fig.1(a)depictstheisotherm alHallcoe� cientjR H jas
a function ofapplied � eld H fordi� erenttem peratures.
The sharp drop in jR H jcorrespondsto the onsetofsu-
perconductivity. The m agnetic � eld dependence ofthe
transverseresistivity �xx isplotted in Fig.1(b).Besides
the onset ofsuperconductivity,a crossover in the sign
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FIG .1:M agnetic � eld dependence of(a)the Hallcoe� cient
jR H jand (b)theresistivity �xx m easured atselected tem per-
atures.Thesharp drop correspondsto theonsetofsupercon-
ductivity.

ofthem agnetoresistancecorresponding to theonsetofa
coherentK ondo state isvisible in the high-tem perature
data sets. Though this crossoverfrom an incoherentto
a coherent K ondo scattering regim e is a characteristic
feature ofthe heavy ferm ion m etals,m any sim ilarities
in the norm alstate m agnetotransport ofthe supercon-
ducting cuprates and the Ce-115 system s have recently
com e to light. For instance, the resistivity �xx has a
linear tem perature dependence,the Hallcoe� cient R H

variesapproxim ately as1=T,and the Hallangle follows
a cot�H / T

2 dependencein theseconceptually di� erent
classesofm aterials.In the cuprates,theoreticalsupport
for these experim entalobservations have relied on the
rather extraordinary idea that, in contrast to conven-
tionalm etals,the transverse Hallscattering rate (��1

H
)

in the cuprate m etals is a distinct entity as com pared
to the transport scattering rate (��1tr ) [17, 18]. Since
the resistivity is governed by �

�1
tr and R H by the ra-

tio �H /�tr,it follows that cot�H is a m anifestation of
thetransverserelaxation rate��1

H
alone.In conventional

m etals(with an isotropicsinglescatteringrate),them ag-
netoresistance (�xx(H )� �xx(0))/�xx(0) arising due to
theorbitalm otion ofchargecarriersisknown to scaleas
a function ofH =�xx(0) (K ohler’s rule [19]). A natural
consequence ofthe presence oftwo scattering rateswas
there-form ulation ofthisscaling ruleto relatethetrans-
verse m agnetoresistance with the Hallangle [20]. This
scaling ofthe form (� �xx=�xx(0)) / tan2 �H has been
successfully applied to m agnetotransport data in both
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FIG . 2: (a) M agnetoresistance vs. squared tangent of the
Hallangle �H revealing strong deviations from the m odi� ed
K ohler’srule. Here,tem perature isan im plicitparam eteras
indicated.(b)PartoftheH � T phasediagram ofCeIrIn5 ex-
hibiting the boundary ofsuperconductivity and itsprecursor
state (m arked by H c2 and H

�,respectively).

the cupratesaswellasin allthe Ce-115 com pounds.In
CeIrIn5 for instance,it was recently dem onstrated that
thisscaling worksin a wide tem perature range down to
about2 K [21],butthisstudy did neitherextend down
to theprecursornorthesuperconducting regim e[cf.Fig.
2(b)]. The vitalquestion rem ained whether the super-
conducting condensate em erges from within the phase
spacewherethisscaling isobeyed.Fig.2(a)exhibitsthe
m odi� ed K ohler’s scaling as determ ined from our new
m agnetotransport data. Clearly,the scaling procedure
m entioned above is not applicable down to the lowest
accessibletem peratures.Thisobservation isin line with
the inference thatthe form ation ofthe superconducting
condensatein CeIrIn5 ispreceded by a precursorstateas
determ ined by a changein the Hallm obility.

In the heavy ferm ion m etals,the crystalelectric � eld
and thesingleion K ondo e� ectprovidetwo fundam ental
energy scalesthatcrucially in
 uenceitsphysicalproper-
ties. An additionalenergy scale ofim portance [22,23]
isrelated to theintersitecoupling between thelocalm o-
m entsdueto theRuderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosidainter-
action.In thiscontext,itisim portantto clarify whether
thisprecursorstateto superconductivity in CeIrIn5 rep-
resentsan intrinsicenergyscaleofthesystem ,and todis-
cern the m annerin which itin
 uencesthe norm al-state
m agnetotransport. O ne powerfultoolofidentifying in-
trinsicenergy scalesin strongly correlated system sisthe
questforuniversaltrendsof,and relationshipsbetween,
m easured physicalquantities. In the heavy ferm ion sys-
tem s,early attem pts to scale physicalproperties using
a single energy scaling param eter m et with only lim -
ited success [24]. However,in the cuprates it has been
dem onstrated [25,26,27]that a single-param eter scal-
ing ofexperim entaldata was possible by using the en-
ergy scale ofthe pseudogap alone. By norm alizing any
m easured electricalor therm altransport quantity f(x)
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FIG .3: (a) The scaled � eld dependences ofthe the norm al-
ized Hallcoe� cientjR H j(H )=jR H j(H �)and (b)the norm al-
ized resistance �xx(H )=�xx(H �) plotted as a function ofthe
norm alised � eld (H =H�)forCeIrIn5.

along with its variable x by the corresponding values
at the onset ofthe pseudogap [f(x�) and (x�),respec-
tively]them easured data could bem adeto collapseinto
a singleuniversalcurve.Thus,the scaling isofthe form
f(x)=f(x�) / F (x=x�). Consequently,the norm alized
Hallcoe� cient(jR H (H )j=jR H (H �)j)isplotted asafunc-
tion ofnorm alized � eld (H =H�)forCeIrIn5 in Fig.3(a).
Here,the values H � [Fig.2(b)]were determ ined earlier
from the change in the Hall m obility [15]. Fig. 3(b)
shows the equivalent scaling for the m agnetoresistance,
i.e.�xx(H )=�xx(H �) as a function ofH =H �. Interest-
ingly,neitherR H (H )nor�xx(H )scale onto a universal
curveim plying thatboth ofthesequantitieshavesignif-
icantcontributionswhich arenotscaling-invariant.
A priori,there isno sim ple explanation ofthe nature

ofthese non-scaling-invariant contributions to R H and
�xx. O ne possibility which cannot be ruled out is the
in
 uenceofdisorderin thesesystem s,with im purityscat-
tering notbeing scaling-invariant. Thisproblem can be
circum vented by the analysis ofthe Hallangle. From
priorworkon thecupratesitisknown thatthecotangent
ofthe Hallangle(which isdirectly related to the charge
carrier m obility) is a quantity ofbasic interest [18]. It
hasbeen shown thatcot�H followsa T 2 dependence,in-
dependentofthe extentofim purity substitution aswell
asthe chargecarrierdensity [28].Thisrelativeinsensiv-
ity ofcot�H to m aterialproperties(which is related to
the fact that it does notdepend on �tr) has led to the
conjecturethatitisan even m orefundam entalproperty
than R H . M oreover,deviationsfrom cot�H / T
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0 5 10
0.1

1

10

0 5 10 15
0

10

20

30

0 5 15
1

10

2 K

0.25 K

2.5 K

3.0 K

3.9 K

0.25 K

1.75 K

(c)

1.1 K 1.3 K
1.5 K

H
 
/
 
H*

0.25 K

0.35 K

0.6   K

0.85 K

1.0   K

(b)

c
o

t  θ H
(H

 ) 
/ 

c
o

t  θ H
(H

*)

1.75 K

µ
0
H (T)

θ H
  (

°)

µ
0
H (T)

 0.35 K

 0.6   K

 0.85 K

 1.0   K

 1.2   K

 1.3   K

 1.5   K

 1.75 K

c
o
t  θ H

(H
 )

(a)

T

FIG .4:(a)Field dependence ofthe Hallangle �H .(b)Scal-
ing ofboth cot�H and � eld H with respect to H

� reveals a
collapse ofthe data into a single generic curve.The inset(c)
showsthe � eld dependence ofsom e unscaled data sets.

been used to identify the onset ofthe pseudogap state
in the cuprates[29]. Fig.4(a)presentsthe isotherm sof
the � eld dependent Hallangle as m easured in CeIrIn5,
indicating that�H isquasi-linearasa function ofH . If
the di� erent electronic states in CeIrIn5 are m anifesta-
tions ofa change in the geom etry ofthe Ferm isurface,
thisshould be visiblein the � eld dependence oftheHall
angle which m easures the e� ective de
 ection ofcharge
carriers in the m aterialby the applied m agnetic � eld.
However,thelack ofany observablefeaturesat� xed val-
uesof�H suggeststhatthereisno abruptchangein the
geom etry ofthe Ferm isurface,at least in the range of
our m easurem ents. Here,it is em phasized that �H at-
tains a value ofm ore than 30� at large � elds which is
substantially largerthan whatiscom m only observed in
the cuprates. In line with the earlier analysis,the nor-
m alized Hallangle cot�H (H )=cot�H (H �) is plotted as
a function ofnorm alized � eld H =H

� in Fig.4(b). For
com parison,theunscaled dataareshown in theinsetFig.
4(c).O nly in the form ercase a good scaling behavioris
obtained,an observation which isrem arkable in view of
the fact that such a scaling procedure was found to be
ine� ectiveforboth �xx(H )and R H (H ),Fig.3.Thisscal-
ing ofcot�H unam biguously im plies that the precursor
state observed in CeIrIn5 representsan intrinsic energy
scale ofthe system which in
 uences the m agnetotrans-
portin asubstantialregionofthe� eld-tem peraturephase
space. Note that the scaling ofthe critical� eld H

�(T)
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ofthe precursorstate with the superconducting critical
� eld Hc2(T)suggeststhatthey m ay arisefrom thesam e
underlying m echanism [15].Thisprovidesa naturallink
between the norm al-state propertiesofCeIrIn5 and the
superconductivity in thissystem .
Thefactthatscaling isobserved in cot�H clearly sug-

geststhattheprecursorstateisprim arilyassociated with
the transverse Hall scattering rate �

�1
H
. However, it

would beerronousto concludethattheprecursorstateis
associated only with ��1

H
,sincethisstateisalsoidenti� ed

by a subtlefeaturein them agnetoresistance[15].Never-
theless,the lack ofscaling in both �xx and R H suggests
thatthe m agnetic � eld seem ingly in
 uences��1

H
prefer-

entially as com pared to �
�1
tr . Interestingly,this is also

in agreem entwith priorresultson underdoped cuprates
where itwassuggested that the form ation ofa pseudo-
gap prim arily a� ectsthe Hallchannel,and haslittle ef-
fect on the diagonalconductivity [30]. M oreover, the
observation ofscaling only in cot�H re-em phasizes the
presence oftwo distinct scattering processes which se-
lectively in
 uence the resistivity and the Hallangle in
this heavy ferm ion m etal. The observed anisotropy in
the m agnetic � eld response ofthe scattering rates m ay
arise as a consequence ofcoupling ofthe quasiparticles
to incipientantiferrom agnetic
 uctuations[31,32].Such
a coupling m ight then renorm alize the scattering rates
along di� erentdirectionsoftheFerm isurface.Thereex-
ists a body ofwork to im ply that this m ightindeed be
the case in the Ce-115 system s. For instance,investi-
gationsofthe angular-dependentresistivity in CeCoIn5
have indicated the presence oftwo distinct regim es in
their m agnetic � eld dependences,separated by a criti-
calangle �c,which in turn is governed by the intrinsic
anisotropy [33]. M oreover,recent therm alconductivity
m easurem ents indicated that the superconducting gap
of CeIrIn5 m ay have a dx2�y 2 sym m etry: a signature
thatthe superconductivity isstrongly in
 uenced by the
presence of antiferrom agnetic 
 uctuations [34]. These

 uctuationsare them selvesinferred to be anisotropic in
nature,with the m agnetic correlation length along the
basalplane being largerthan along the c axis,�ab > �c

[7].Thetwo corresponding scattering ratesappearto be
in
 uenced by thelow-lyingprecursorstatein a disparate
fashion. In CeIrIn5, it has been observed that cot�H
increasesanom alously in the precursorstate [15]. Since
cot�H = 1=!c�H this suggests that ��1

H
is enhanced in

the precursorstate| provided,ofcourse,thatthe e� ec-
tive m ass m � rem ains constant. This is in contrast to
observationsin thecupratesaswellasin therelated sys-
tem CeCoIn5 [13],where it wasfound that ��1tr reduces

atthe onsetofthe precursorstate.
In sum m ary,the analysisofthe norm al-state m agne-

totransportin CeIrIn5 revealsthatthem odi� ed K ohler’s
plot (relating the m agnetoresistance to the Hallangle)
breaksdown priorto theonsetofsuperconductivity,pre-
sum ably due to the presence ofa precursorstate to su-

perconducivity in this regim e ofthe H {T phase space.
M oreover,the Hallangle obeysa single-param eterscal-
ingunam biguouslygoverned by thisprecursorstate.The
absence ofscaling in R H and �xx isclearly indicative of
thepresenceoftwodistinctscatteringtim es,in sim ilarity
with observationsin the cuprate superconductors. This
could very possibly be a generic feature ofm any heavy
ferm ion superconductors.Thefactthatonly theHallan-
gleisscaled by theprecursorstatealso im pliesthatthis
state preferentially in
 uences the Hallchanneland has
a relatively weakerin
 uence on the resistivity. Itisim -
perativeto m ap theevolution and sym m etry ofboth the
superconducting as wellas the precursorstate by m ore
direct probes, e.g.,in order to form ulate a theoretical
basisforthe observed phenom ena.
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