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T he phase diagram of the super uid phases of ‘He in 98% aerogel w as detem ined in the range of
pressure from 15 to 33 bars and for elds up to 3 kG using high-frequency sound. T he super uid
transition in aerogel at 334 bars is eld independent from 0 to 5 kG and show s no evidence of an
A1 A, splitting. The rst-ordertransition between the A and B -phases is suppressed by a m agnetic

eld, and exhibits strong supercooling at high pressures. W e show that the equilbrium phase in

zero applied eld is the B-phase with at m ost a region of A-phase < 20 K Just below T. at a
pressure of 334 bars. This is in contrast to pure *Hewhich hasa large stable region of A -phase and
a polycritical point. T he quadratic coe cient for m agnetic eld suppression of the A B —transition,
ga (), was obtained. The pressure dependence of g, ( ) is m arkedly di erent from that for the
pure super uid, go ( ), which diverges at a polycritical pressure of 21 bars. W e com pare our resuls
w ith calculations from the hom ogeneous scattering m odel or g, ( ), de ned in a G lnzZburg-Landau
theory in tem s of strong-coupling param eters . W e nd qualitatively good agreem ent w ith the
experin ent if the strong-coupling corrections are rescaled from known valuesofthe ’s orpure ‘He,
reduced by the suppression of the super uid transition tem perature. T he calculations indicate that
the polycritical pressure in the aerogel system is displaced well above the m elting pressure and out
ofexperim entalreach. W e cannot account for the puzzling supercooling of the aerogel A B ~transition

In zero applied eld within the fram ew ork of known nuclation scenarios.

PACS numbers:67.57Pq,67.57Bc,64.60Kw

I. NTRODUCTION

Quenched disorder In condensed m atter system s is
m anifest in a w ide vardety ofm aterials from glassy solids
and liquid crystalsto them ixed state of superconductors.
Tt arises In diverse phenom ena ranging from cosm ological
m odels for the evolution ofthe universe to vortex tangles
in super uid ‘He. D isorder in super uid >He is of spe—
cial interest since the order param eter structure of this
super uid is non-trivial, although well known, and its
various phases exhibit a num ber of spontaneously broken
symm etries. Q uenched disorder In a super uid can be
generated extrinsically by a random impurity eld wih
Inhom ogeneiy on a length scale short com pared to the
coherence length. In the present case this is achieved by
inbibing *H e into silica aerogel, a highly-porousm aterial
m ade of random ly inter-connected strands of S0, .

A erogels have been used to stydy liquid crysta]s'!,lsq—
per uid ‘He?, *He*He m ixtures’ and super uid S,
G lassy e ects have been observed in the liquid crystal-
aerogel systems. In *He He m ixtures a profound in-

uence of aerogel on the phase diagram® was reported.
Super uid *He iIn aerogel was fund to have a sup-—
pressed, but relatively sharp, transition tem perature and
the order param eter appears to be reduced?® . H ow ever,
the nature of the phase diagram , and identi cation of
the them odynam ically stable phases, have not yet been
clearly established. Here we report the use of high res-
olution transverse acoustic In pedance to m ap out this
phase diagram .

The *HeA and B super uid phases werg discovered
in 1972 by O shero , Richardson and Leef. The or

der param eter is now established to be a p-wave soin—
triplet which has two them odynam ically stable super—

uld phases n zero eld. The A -phase is the axial state
w hich separately breaks spin and orbit rotationalsym m e~
tries. T he B -phase is the isotropic state w hich breaks rel-
ative spin-orbi symm etry. T he stability of the A -phase
over the B -phase at elevated pressure, above the poly—
critical pressure of 21 bars in zero eld, is a consequence
of strong coupling in the quasiparticle interactions. A fter
30 years of extensive experin ental and theoretical inves—
tigation 3H e is the best understood of allunconventional
super uids or superconductors. M otivation to investi-
gate disorder in this super uid derives in part from our
need to understand im purity e ects in this, and in sin —
ilar, unconventionally paired system s. New,, fam ilies gf
superconducting m aterjals such as Sr;Ru0 2, URhGEE,
and organic conductors® m ay be unconventional super—
conductors, and In som e cases, a p-wave structure has
been suggested.

At m illkkelin tem peratures *He is the purest m ate—
rial in nature. Tts properties have been investigated ex—
tensively as a systam entirely free of In purity scattering
otherthan at surfaces. The in uence ofaerogelon *He is
to suppress the transition retaining a narrow w idth and
to aler the behavior of the super uid phases. In con—
trast, or surface scattering, the orientation and the am —
plitude of the order param eter are both constrained and
the super uid becom es spatially inhom ogeneous. The
use ofhighly-porous aerogels to Introduce in purity scat—
tering in 3He has provided a signi cant opportunity to
leam about unconventional pairing states. The st cb—
servations of super uidity were torsional oscillator ex—
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perin ents ;to m easure the super uid density perform ed
at C omel? and NuclarM agnetic Resonance WM R) at
N orthwestem?®?. These results were ©und to be con—
sistent w ith theoreticalm odels for in purity scattering®i.
In its sin plest form , the H om ogeneous Scattering M odel
H SM ), the suppression of the super uid transition is
given by the wellknown A brikosov-G orkov form ula
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where T, (Teo) is the super uid transition tem perature
of the aerogel pulk) system, o hve=2 kg Ty is the
bulk ocoherence length, and L, is the transport m ean free
path. These earlier pesylts triggered num erous, expg=
i ental investigation€3{L? and theoretical worktitd{es
ain ed at characterizing and understanding the proper—
ties of the Yirty’ super uid formm ed inside the aerogelm a—
trix. H ow ever, the identi cation ofthe super uid state in
the 3H eaerogel system has been controversial, and only
recently has there been agreem ent as to which are the
super uid phases observed.

The rst NMR measurem ent in pure *He and 12 kG
suggasted a super uid in an equalspin pairing ESP)
state? sim ilar to the buk A-phase. W ith ‘He additions a
non-ESP state was fundi?® like the buk B-phase. NM R
m easurem ents at ower elds ( 50 G ) w ithout *H e fund
evidgnce fora B phase super uid n aeroge]lz. and B arker
et al?d Hund a transition between a ESP and a non-E SP
state at 284 G wih ‘He coverage. This transition was
found to supercool quite readily and was identi ed to
take place between A and B super uids, but i should
be kept In m Ind that the orbial symm etry of the or-
der param eter In aerogel has not yet been determm ined.
T he aerogel A B -transition was also obssrved recently by
a vbrating viscom eter at low pressures%, and was stud-
ied near the bulk polycritical pressure P CP ) using high—
frequency sound?’. The reason or covering the strands
with some ‘He 2 or more atom ic layers) is to replace
m agnetic solid 3He that contributes to m easurem ent of
the 3H e m agnetization and m ay also a ect the nature of
the scattering and possbly properties of the dirty super-

uld. In the present work, we present a com prehensive
acoustics study of the phase diagram of the A and B-—
super uid phases of *He in a 98% aerogelw ithout “He
and from O to 3 kG .

II.EXPERIM ENTAL

H igh-frequency sound ( M Hz) has proven to be a
powerfi1l tool to study the properties of pure He in
the nom al Fem i liquid and in the super uid state.
For exam ple, Landau’s sem inal prediction of collision—
Jess sound, called zero-sound, In a Fem i liquid was ex—
perim entally veri ed w ith high-frequency sound attenu-
ation m easurem ent£4. H igh-frequency sound also cou—
pls strongly to the order param eter collective m odes

OPCM ) of the super uid and num erous OPCM have
been-cbserved in both the A and B-phases of pure *He
(s Br a review ). Transverse sound was predicted to
exist in nom al®H e by Landau, and was shown to prop—
agate n *HeB from the observation ofan acoustic Fara-
day e ect®d. In what Hllows, we descrbe a technique
used to probe the phase diagram of’He in aerogelusing
both transverse and longitudinal high-frequency sound
w aves.

The acgugtic technique is sim ilar to that reported
previously£1%4 and a schem atic of our acoustic cavity is
depicted in F igili. T he cavity was form ed w ith two quartz
transducers separated by tw o parallel stainless steelw ires
ofdiameterd = 270 m®Si. One transducer was AC -cut
for transverse sound, and the other X —cut for longiu-—
dinal sound, wih a diameter of 95 mm . Their fuinda-
m ental frequencies were 48 M Hz and 2.9 M H z, respec—
tively. This arrangem ent allowed us to perform experi-
m ents w ith either transverse or longiudinal sound. T he
aerogel was grown in situ, in the volum e between the
transducers. Each transducer has two active sides; one
probesthe aerogel- lled cavity, and the otherthebuk lig-
uid outside the caviy. A 1l experin ents were perform ed
w ith pure *H e which was veri ed to contain lessthan 250
ppm of‘He, much lessthan the am ount required to cover
the aerogel strands w ith one atom ic Jayer of ‘He.

3He bulk

X-cut transducer (longitudinal)

AC-cut transducer (transverse)

3He bulk

FIG .1. Schem atics of the acoustic cavity. The X —cut (lon-—
gitudinal sound) and AC —cut (transverse sound) transducers
are separated by 270 m spacers and the 98% porous aero—
gelwas grown in situ. Each transducer has two active sides;
one probes the aerogel- lled cavity while the other probes the
bulk liquid outside the cavity.

T he electrical in pedance of the transducers wasm ea—
sured using a continuous wave spectrom eter. The m ea—
surem ents were perform ed at a xed frequency corre—
soonding to odd ham onics of the fundam ental reso-
nance, w ith a frequency m odulation 0£400 H z and m od—
ulation am plitude of 3 kHz. In the case of longiudi-
nalsound, them edium inside the caviy is of su ciently
low attenuation that a standing wave pattem is estab-
lished throughout the caviy. Sm all changes in the at-
tenuation and velocity, induced by changes in tem per-
ature or pressure, produced changes In the electrical
In pedance ofthe transducers that can be detected by the
spectrom etet®i®3. For transverse sound, the highly at-
tenuating m edium prohibits the existence ofwellde ned
standing waves and the m easurem ent ds sin ilar to that of
an acoustic in pedance m easurem ent83. T isnot possbl



w ith this technique to separate individual contributions
from attenuation, sound velocity, or coupling to collec—
tives m odes In the transverse acoustic in pedance. How —
ever, we have found that, at Jow frequencies (< 10M Hz),
the transverse sound in pedance changes abruptly at all
of the known phase transitions in each of the buk and
aerogel super uids, F jg.'g.'.
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FIG . 2. Left: transverse acoustic response at 25 bars and
zero applied eld (upper panel) and 257 kG (lower panel).
In each panel, the data in the upper (lower) trace is taken
on cooling (wam ing). T he tem perature scale is for wam ing
only; for cooling the traceswere o set for clarity. T he various
transitions in the bulk and aerogel super uids are indicated
by arrow s. T he inset isan enlarged view ofthebulk super uid
transition Tco In zero eld (upper),and 257 kG (lower) which
shows the buk A; and A, transitions. Right: an enlarged
view ofthe aerogelAB-transition on wam ing is shown at 25
barsand 2.57 kG forthe acoustic response of transverse sound
at 8.691 M Hz in the upper panel and longitudinal sound at
14635 M H z in the lower panel.

T he transverse acoustic response at 8.691 M Hz and a
pressure of 25 bars is shown in the left panels ofFjg:_Z
on cooling (upper trace) and wam ing (lower trace) and
at zero (upper panel) and 2.57 kG applied m agnetic eld
(lower panel). The phase transitions in the buk liquid
and the aerogel are denoted by arrow s. O n cooling, and
In zero applied eld, we successively observed thebulk su—
per uid (TCO)I buk AB (TAB O)I aerogelsuper uid (Tca)
and aerogel AB (Tap,) transitions. The them om etry
scales for cooling and wam Ing are di erent. The scale
shown in the gure is for slow wam ing such that equilib—
rium is assured between the LCM N them om eterused In
low eld, the m elting curve them om eter, and the aero—
gel sam ple. For the results in Fjglrg: and Fjg;fi, we cor-
rected the therm om etry forthem ore rapid cooling exper-
In ents using the tem perature dependence of the acous-
tic In pedance established in equilbrim during wam —
ing. This provides a convenient and intrinsic secondary
them om eter, but for clarity the cooling traces are o —

set. W hen a m agnetic eld is applied, we also cbserved
the buk A; A, splitting as a knee’ in the acoustic
response, as shown in the inset of the Iower left panel.
Thebuk A; and A ;-transitions are com plktely resolved
In the acoustic trace at a eld of 5 kG and above.

In the right panels of F jgl'_z we show a direct com par-
ison of the signatures from transverse and longiudinal
sound for the aerogel A B ~transition observed on wam —
Ing at 25 barsand 257 kG .A gn all um p in the acoustic
trace of longitudinal sound, coincident In tem perature
w ith that of transverse sound, was ocbserved when the
AB-transition occured at tem peratures su ciently well
below T.;. The condition for observing the signature in
Iongiudinal sound was that the transition be either su—
percooled or that it appear on waming in a ed B ~
2 kG . However, we cannot determ ine w hether this jum p
In the longiudinal sound trace arises from a change in
attenuation due to collective m odes, or from quasipar-
ticle excitations. The observation of the aerogel AB-—
transition in longiudinal sound ensures that the tran—
sition observed w ih transverse sound is not a local ef-
fect occurring near the gurface of the transducer. W e
have shown prev:;ous]ym:"'31 that a welkde ned longiudi-
nal sound m ode can be established In our acoustic cav—
iy, and therefore the A B-transition observed w ith this
m ode re ects the behavior of the super uid over the en—
tire aerogelsam ple. W e have also veri ed that the change
of slope in the transverse acoustic trace labeld T., cor-
responds to the tem perature at w hich the attenuation of
Iongiudinal sound decreases at the onset of the super-

uid transition®t. H ow ever, the wider range of observ—
ability of the aerogel A B -transition by transverse sound,
as com pared w ith longitudinal sound, and its higher pre-
cision m ake it a better tool to m ap out the phase dia-
gram of3He in 98% aerogel. T he frequency dependence
of the bulk super uid transition T.9, as observed w ith
transverse sound, was also system atically studied at a
pressure of 17 bars and for frequencies ranging from 3
MHz to 55 M Hz. W e found that the transverse acous-
tic signature signaling Ty isweakly frequency dependent
but that it recovers the transition tem perature Ty In the
Jow “frequency lin i, <10 M H z. The transition tem pera—
tures observed in our sam p]e are,In excellent agreem ent
w ith those reported elsew here? 1984 ©or the sam e density
of aerogel. In what llow s, the P,T B) phase diagram
of *He I aerogelw as detemm ined using transverse sound
at a frequency 0f8.691 M H z.

ITII.RESULTS AND D ISCUSSION

A .P-T B dependence of the A B ~transition in
aerogel

O ne of the key issues in the study of super uid *He
aerogel is to determ ine in what way the super uid phase
diagram is m odi ed by inpurity scattering. Unlke s—



w ave superconductors for which only m agnetic in purity
scattering ispairbreaking, p-w ave C ooper pairs are sensi-
tive to all form s of scattering. For super uid *He i aero-
gel, there isnow generalagreem ent that im purity scatter—
Ing suppresses the super uid transition tem perature and
the am plitude of the order param eter, and that a non—
ESP phase sim ilar to the bulk B-phase is favored near
zero eld. However, m ost experin ents have been per—
form ed in di erent regionsofP, T, and B and also under
di erent experim ental condiions, eg. wih or wihout
“H e preplating on the aerogel strands and w ith di erent
aerogeldensities. In particular, the phase diagram ofthe
pure super uid phases ofpure *He 1n 98% aerogelhasnot
been established; the zero— eld phase diagram is largely
unknown. W e em phasize that only the spin structure of
the pairing state of *He 1 aerogel has been identi ed
through NM R m easurem ent of the m agnetization4L3,ar
the stability of the transition in a magnetic eld2i%7.
In the latter case, assum ing triplet pairing, we can infer
the spin com ponent of the order param eter (£ SP ornon-—
ESP) from the eld dependence ofthe phase boundaries.
The orbial symm etry is m ore elusive. For exam ple, it
would be helpfiil to investigate the OPCM which cou-
ple to orbial degrees of freedom of the order param eter,
but they have not yet heep. pbservedS 1N onetheless, we
use the earlier notation®3292% B’ and B’ Hr the aero-
gelsuper uid phases corresponding to E SP and non-E SP
states, by analogy w ith the bulk, and we discuss later
In plications from ourm easurem ents for the orbial sym —
m etry of the aerogel super uid.

T he phase diagram s of the aerogel A B -transition as a
fiinction of B? and fr various pressures are shown in
Fjg.'_ﬁ. T he triangles denote the super uid transitions,
Tca, as determ ined by the change of slope In the trans-
verse acoustic trace, the lled circles are the equilbrium
AB-transitions taken on slow wamm ing, and the em pty
circles are the supercooled AB-transitions. The long—
dashed lines show the average valies of T, and the dot—
ted lines are extrapolations to zero eld. W ith our tech-
nique, we were unable to observe directly the aerogelA B —
transitions on wam ing at elds below 14 kG, ie. for
Tapga=Tca © 0:9. An idependent check on the validiy
of our extrapolation to zero eld w illbe discussed below .

The m agnetic eld independent transition from nor-
malto super uild state, and eld-dependent transitions
from A to B-super uids strongly suggest that these are
transition between nom al uid to ESP super uid states,
and between ESP and non-ESP states, as in the bulk.
The strong supercooling of the AB-transition, even in
zero applied eld, show sthat the transition is rst-order.
However, there are key di erences in the aerogel phase
diagram ascom pared to thebulk. In particular, the zero—

eld equilbrium region of aerogel A -phase is extrem ely
narrow ,< 20 K at 334 bars, if i exists at all.

In order to locate the A B -phase boundary at 33 .4 bars
In zero applied eld, we have perform ed a serdes of tem -
perature sweeps In which the tem perature was sow Iy
raised from low-temperature ( 0.6 mK) to a tem per-

ature in the viciniy, but slightly less than, T.5, and then
rapidly cooled. If the AB-phase boundary were reached
on wam ing, the supercooled A B ~transition would be ob—
served on cooling, whereas In the opposite case the aero-
gel super uid would rem ain In the B-phase w ith no ev—
dence for an AB-transition. This procedure depends
on the absence of what is called a memory e ect for
secondary nucleation which we veri ed indpendently in
m odest m agnetic eldstd .
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FIG . 3. Phase diagram s of the super uid phases in aerogel
at various pressures in a m agnetic eld. The trianglks are
the super uid transition tem perature, Tc., determ ined from
transverse acoustics. T he supercooled aerogelA B -transitions,
Tasa,areshown on cooling (em pty circles) and in equilibrium
on wam ing ( lled circles). T hedata are plotted as function of
B 2 to illustrate the quadratic suppression ofthe A B -transition
at ow eld. The dashed lines show the average value of T,
and the dotted lines are an extrapolation of Tapa, to zero

eld. N ote that the eld axis isdi erent for the keft and right
panels.

Fjg;ff show s these various traces upon wam ing to a
tem perature in the vicinity ofT.; (lowerpaneland traces
labeled 1 to 4, vertically o set for clarity), and then
rapidly cooled. The them al disequilbrium during sud-



den cooling issu cient tom ake the cooling traces appear
to move up In this gure. The lowest trace shows the
com plete acoustic record w ith T, indicated by a change
of slope and m arked by a solid vertical line.

150x10 ° |

100

Time
S | I B N B

40x10 °F

30

Acoustic Response (a.u.)

i
/
;

Q
D
H
i
1h

2.05 2.10 2.15 2.20 2.25
Temperature (mK)

FIG .4. Lower panel: transverse acoustic response at 334
barsand zero applied eld during slow wam ing in the vicinity
0fT.s and subsequent rapid cooling. T he traces labeled 1 to 4
correspond to severalm axin um tem peratures reached priorto
rapid cooling. T he corresponding cooling traces are shown in
the upperpanelasa function oftim e and thebulk and aerogel
A B-transitions are denoted by arrow s. For traces 1 and 2 the
aerogel AB transition was not crossed on wam ing and for
traces 3 and 4 i was. The trace labeled 5 show s the aerogel
A B-transition but for a cooling experin ent originating from
the nom al state. In the lower panel, the vertical solid line
is Tca as detem ined from the change in slope of the acoustic
response on wam ing, and the dotted lne is a lower bound on
the tem perature for the aerogel A B phase boundary, 20 K
below Tca .

In the upper panel, we show the sam e acoustic traces
for rapid cooling (1 to 4) as a function of tim e whilk the
trace labeled 5 is for a cooling experin ent originating
from the nom al state. W e do not ocbserve the aerogel
AB-transition upon cooling in the trace 1 and 2 (and
also for any partialwam up to tem peratures below those

shown here), while in the traces 3 and 4 the aerogelAB —
transition is observed on cooling. This show s that the
equilbriim aerogel AB -transition lies at a tem perature
som ew here betw een the traces 2 and 3, which is indicated
In the lower panel of Fjg;fl by a dotted line. This is
closeto T, (20 K) and is approxin ately the w idth of
Tea self ( 30 K), su ciently close that we cannot say
that the nom alstate ofthe 3He uid i aerogelhad not
been reached som ewhere In the sam ple. Consequently,
we have inferred that the region of A phase in aerogel
in zero applied eld is extrem ely narrow, <20 K at a
pressure of 334 bars. W e have also veri ed at a pressure
of 20 bars that the AB-phase boundary in zero applied

eld is indistinguishable from T., using the sam e slow
wam ing and quench-cooling m ethod.

FIG .5. Threedin ensionalphase diagram ®,T ,B) oftheA
and B super uid phases of *He :n 98% aerogel. T he aerogel
phasesare labeled A ’and B’ and are delineated by solid lines
w hile for the pure phases they are labeled A and B and shown
w ith dotted lines. T he shaded area show s the volum e spanned
by the equilbrium A -phase in aerogel. T he open circles are
data from the present work, and the lines connecting them are

ts to the data. At prpslsures below 10 bars, T.a, was taken
from M atsum oto et alf%, together w ith the eld dependence
ofr‘i}eé: A B-transition observed by the Lancaster group at 4.8
ba .

From the data of Fjgg we construct a three—
din ensionalphase diagram forpressure, tem perature and
magnetic el for the super uid phases of pure He in
98% aerogel, Fjgnii. T he relative stability of the super-

uid phases of the pure and dirty super uids can be di-
rectly visualized and com pared. T he data of the equilb-
rium AB-transition from Fjg.'_3 are shown as em pty cir-



cles, and the thick solid lines are a sm oothed t ofTA%
and T, . Below 10 bars, thedata from M atsum oto etalk
were used to describe T, . They found a critical pressure
of 6 bars In the zero-tem perature lim it. The thick
solid curve at a pressure of 4.8 bars was taken from the

eld dependence of the aerogel A B -transition m easuyed
by the Lancaster group w ith a vibrating viscom eter®d,
but w ith its super uid transition adjusted to m atch that
of M atsum oto et al®4. Above 10 bars our data for T
In zero eld are sin ilar from that ofM atsum oto et aLS?
and the data points are not shown for reasons of clarity.
T he aerogel phases are denoted by A’ and B’ whilk the
pure phases are denoted by A and B . T he shaded volum e
em phasizes the aerogel A -phase opening up w ih applied
m agnetic eld, and the dotted lines are the pure phase
diagram shown here for com par:isonﬁq. The eld depen-
dence of the aerogel super uid transitions T, plotted as
a solid Iine at 33 4 bars w illbe discussed later.

T he threedin ensional plot of the @,T ,B) phase dia—
gram of3He ;n 98% aerogelshow sthe e ects of in purity
scattering on the equilbriim A -phase. The equilbriim
region of A -phase is destabilized by im purity scattering
In zero eld; however, we believe that there isa very thin
sliver of equilbriuim A -phase that gives rise to supge-
cooling of the A -phase observed In zero apprli e?’
at pressures above 15 bars. Barker et a observed
a m etastable aerogel A B -transition on cooling using an
NM R technique at 284 G and with ‘He preplating. At
32 bars, an equilbriim region of A-phase of 70 K was
Inferred from the data. This is som ewhat larger than
our results at the sam e eld. The m agnetization discon—
tinuiy at the AB-transition known to occur in the bulk
system was not cbserved in aerogel, m aking i di cult
to locate the equilbriim ARB-transition. Furthemm ore,
given the scatter ofthe data? and the them om etry res—
olution 20 K, it seem s plausble that the A -phase
region m ight have been sm aller than 70 K and consis—
tent w th our ndings here.

B .M agnetic suppression of the A B -transition and
the H om ogeneous Scattering M odel

The G inzburg-Landau (G L) theory for super uid 3He
describes the free energy near the transition tem pera—
ture expanded In powers of the order param eter. W ith
this approach the relative stability of various possible p—
wave states can be explqred in temm s of the expansion
coe cients of the theory ¢, An extension to the dirty
super uid has been devebpedﬂl: using a m odel that de—
scribbes elastic quasiparticle scattering. There are ve
possbl ourth order com binations of the order param —
eter that are Invariant under all the sym m etries of the
pwave super uid. These fourth-order tem s are char-
acterized by the coe cients, ( 1; 2; 35 47 s5),Which In
the G L-theory are determ ined by them odynam ic quan—
tities such asheat capacity, the m agnetization, the phase
diagram and the NM R frequency shift. In principle one

could uniguely determ ine the ;’s (thus the free energy
functional) if ve independent therm odynam ic m easure—
m ents were perform ed; the fact that in buk super uid
3He there are only four such m easurem ents is unfortu-
nate. Nonetheless, com binations of the ;’s can be ex—
tracted from experin ent and are very helpfiil in the un-
derstanding the m agnetic suppression of the B-phase of
3He in aerogel.
In the pure super uid the G L-theory can be used to de—
scribe the suppression of the A B -transition by m agnetic
eld only for pressures kss than 21 bars, the pressure of
the polycritical point. For super uid *He i aerogel, the
data from Fjg:_?. suggest that this theory can be applied
at all pressures w ith

Taga B B 4
1 — = —)*+ 0 (—)%; 2
T.. Ta ( )(Bo) (Bo) @)
where g, () is a strong-coupling param eter de ned in a
m anner sin ilar to that of the pure super uid and B is
de ned as,

8 2 kg Tea
By = 1+ F2); 3
0 7 (3) h ( 0) ()

with the gyrom agnetic ratio of3He and F§ isaFemi
licuid param eter. In the H om ogeneous Scattering M odel
(H SM ) which we descrbe bejow, B¢ ismodi ed by in —
purity scattering according to2429

S 5

LY
7 @3) X . 1=2+ x) 2]
By M =B, = %1 n=1 3 @)
ao1 @ 1=2+ x)
wherex hve=4 kg Tcyl, and L, isthe transportm ean

free path. T his correction is about 2.5% at 25 barsw ith
a 200 nm mean free path. W e use the weak coupling
approxin ation In Eq:_3 which has been shown to be ap—
propriate ©or buk Hed. Assum ing that the aerogel
A B -transition occurs betw een the axialand the isotropic

states, as In the pure super uid, the coe cient g, ( ) is
w ritten as,
245
()= ®)
° 2( 3 13+ 2 345)
S |
3 + 2
1+ G 12 345) 2 13 345) ©)

245 345

where we have used the M em in-Stare convention,
ik i + 3 + k o In the Weak_CDup]Jrlg Iim i,
FO = ¥ = ¥e = ¥e o 29° = 2¥°yuih
§°="7 (BN (0)=240( ks Te0)? and N (0) the density of
states. In the weak-coupling lim it, g, ( “©) = 1.
The coe cient g, () can be taken directly from
the low—eld sbpe, m, of the data in Fjgg, m =
G ()Tea=Bi. Tn Fjg:_j, the dotted lines show the
quadratic suppression of Tap 5 for the anallest eld at
w hich the transition was observed, and the extrapolation



to zero eld wasveri ed using the quench-coolingm ethod
w e have described above, see F J'g'_ . The pressure depen—
dence of g, ( ) obtained from the data between 15 and
334 bars is shown in Fjg:_é ( lled circles), together w ith
the m easured values from the bulk, gy ( ), taken from

Hahn et al%¢ (open circles). For the aerogel data, By

was de ned as in the pure case; using B § ™ increases
g; () slightly, however, its e ect for a m ean free path
of 200 nm remains within the experim ental error bar.
For this reason and for clarity, we have used By which
does not depend on the transport m ean free path. W e
have also deduced the value ofg, ( ) at 4.8 bars from the
m agnetic suppression of the aerogel A B -transition m ea—
sured by the Lancaster group?4, denoted in Figi with a
star. T he solid line is a guide-to-the-eye and the dotted,
dashed, and dot-dashed lines are calculations using the
hom ogeneous scattering m odel H SM ) which we discuss
below . The pressure dependence of g; ( ) is m arkedly
di erent from the pure super uid, go ( ), which diverges
at the PCP near 21 bars. The aln ost linear dependence
on pressure ocbserved in the aerogel super uid, even at
high pressure, is a substantialm odi cation of the phase
diagram nduced by im purity scattering.

||||||| ||||||||| L Illlllll:,l ||| T T T
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FIG . 6. Pressure dependence of the strong-coupling coe —
cient g( ). The aerogel data from the present wq¥k (solid
circles) are com pared to the buk (empty circles)®9. The
daga at 4.8 bars denoted by a star are from Brussard et
alﬁé. The solid line is a guideto-theeye. The dotted line
is the HSM wih L, = 200 nm and for which the pure
He strong-coupling corrections are used. The sam e m odel
was used w ith strong-coupling corrections rescaled from pure
JHe by the factor Tea=T¢o and two values of transport m ean
free path were choosen, L, = 200 nm (dashed) and 150 nm
(dot-dashed).

T he sin plest m odelofin purity sclatten'ng istheHom o—
geneous Scattering M odel HSM )L%. In this m odel, the
scattering probability is independent of position and the

medium is com pletely isotropic. Thism odelhas the ad-
vantage that the G lnzburg-Landau theory isonly slightly
modi ed from that ofpure3He. The super uid transition
In aerogel, T, , is given by solving qulI n the fom,

X 1

In (Tea=Tco) +

n=1

=0 7)
n I (

wherex hve=4 kg Tcyly and L, is the transport m ean

free path. The , i’s have been calculated for the HSM
1

and are given byth,
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w here the coe cientsa ; and a, are given by,
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and the {’s are the strong-coupling corrections to the
free energies. Note that n the buk lmit &, ! 1),
a; ! t¢and a, ! 0. W e choose a random scattering
phase shift , such that sin® ; = 1=2 and a; = 0. Cal
culations perform ed w ith a scattering phase shift n the
unitary lin it (sin® ¢ = 1) or Bom lini (sin? ¢ = 0)
have only a am alle ect on the m agnitude of g, ( ) and
do not alter our conclusions. The strong-coupling cor—
rections relative to the weak-coupling valie = [°€
essential to calculate accurately g, ( ), are taken from
pure SHeES; namely, 345 is derived from m easurem ents
ofthe Bhase NM R g-shifts and longiudinal resonance
ftequencygg:, - 12 from the nom al to B-phase heat ca—
paciy jim p§9:, and ,45.and 5 are from m easurem ents
oftheA; A, sp]jttjnof”q and m agnetic suppression of
the buk AB—ransition, go ( )29. The only unknown pa—
ram eter in the HSM is the transport m ean path, L., for
w hich high-frequency acousticm easurem entson our sam —
plk were found-obe consistent w ith a m ean free path of

200300 nm 2%83. M all of the caloulations, Te, was
solved using Eq. :j and was used consistently throughout
our calculations of the ’s.

In F ig 4, the dotted line show sthe calaulationsofg, ( )
which assum es that the strong-coupling corrections are
the sam e as in the pure super uid and wih a trans-
port m ean free path 0of 200 nm . The e ect of scattering
is to increase the polycritical pressure, where g, ( ) di-
verges, thus Increasing the stability ofthe dirty B -phase.
T his m odel does not describe our experin entaldata for
any reasonable value of the transport m ean free path.
H owever, we expect that the strong-coupling corrections

14



should scale to rstorderas f° (I=Tr) §°, hence
being reduced (relative to the w eak-coupling value) in the
dirty system accordinglyto ( %)= Y°7 ( )= ¥°
% where ( $°), and ( {°), are the strong-coupling
corrections in the dirty and the pure super uids. In
Fjg;_é the calculations of g, ( ) were also perform ed w ith
the HSM using the rescaled strong-coupling coe cients.
They are shown w ith two choices of transport m ean free
path of 200 nm (dashed line) and 150 nm (dot-dashed
line) . C onsidering the lin itations ofthe H SM , the agree—
m entbetw een the data and calculated g, ( ) is reasonably
good. However, the better agreem nt with the sm aller
m ean free path 0f150 nm indicatesthat sm aller values of
T.s than the epexerin ental ones are needed to correctly
decsribe the strong-coupling corrections in aerogel. But
m ore im portantly, the HSM calculations show s unam —
biguously that the strong-coupling corrections (relative
to weak-coupling) are reduced by In purity scattering and
that the PCP is increased in a 98% porous aerogelabove
the m elting pressure, beyond experim entalreach. At the
PCP, the heat capacity jimp in the A -phase equals that
ofthe B -phase, equivalent to the condition, 3 13 = 2 345
n Eq. @' The HSM w ith rescaled strong-coupling cor—
rections predicts a PCP of 34 bars for a mean free
path 0of200 nm and a PCP of 40 bars foramean free
path of150 nm . The aln ost linear dependence on pres—
sure ofg, ( ) that we observe suggests that the true PCP
m ay even be higher than estim ated from the HSM . E x—
perin ents w ith higher porosiy aerogels, having a corre—
soondingly lJargerm ean free path, m ay be abl to clarify
this situation. It m ight also be necessary to take into
acocount m odi cation of the strong-coupling corrections
beyond a sin ple rescaling as we have done, g.g. the ef-
fect of in purities on spin— uctuation fedback®’.

T he qualitative agreem ent of our data w ith the H SM
calculations using a rescaling of the strong coupling cor—
rectionsto the ;’sprovidesqualitative evidence that the
orbital sym m etry of the order param eter In the aerogel
system is sin ilar to that of the pure super uid. The
expression, Eq. 4, or suppression of the A B -transition
is speci ¢ to the transition between axial and isotropic
states and so the agreem ent between the m odel and our
m easurem ents of the transition is consistent w ith, but
not a proof of, their identi cation with A and B phases
In the dirty super uid.

Finally, it is worth noting that in the pure super uid
do () does not recover its weak-coupling valjyje (1) at
zero pressure, but rather takes the valie 1.6134. This
rather Jarge deviation from weak-coupling theory at zero
pressure, 40% , is unexpected since all other therm o—
dynam icm easurem ents indicate m uch sm aller deviations
from weak coupling at low pressure. At zero pressure, the
B-phase, heat capacity jmpS? and A, A, lnear ed
litting?? are within 3% of their weak-coupling values.
This nite contribution to go ( ) at zero pressure hasbeen
interpreted as evidence that 3He is not a weak-coupling
super uid at zero press,lreéd . Aswe have shown above,
the strong-coupling corrections are reduced by scattering

(scaling with T.;) and should therefore be dram atically
reduced at low pressure where T, ism ost strongly sup-—
pressed. W e therefore expect g; ( ) to recover its weak—
coupling lin it in aerogel at low pressure, if indeed the
deviation ofqgy ( ) from weak coupling in pure *He at low
pressure is due to strong-coupling corrections. O ur data
n aerogeldo not allow us to extrapolate to zero pressure
and so an accurate m easurem ent of g, ( ) at low pres—
sures would be desirable since it m ight shed light on this
problem .

C .Field dependence of Tca

The eld dependence of T, at 334 bars is shown in
and for elds ranging from 0 to 5 kG . T he transition
is clearly eld independent and from this we can infer
that the super uid transition is from a nom al uid to
an ESP super uid. These data contradict earlier NM R
work where a B? eld dependence was reported for the
super uid transition in aerogelﬁo:. Upon reanalysis of
these sam e earlier results including som e additional ex—
perin ents, by Haard®?, i was fund that the NM R data
are consistent w ith the acoustic experim ents presented
here to w thin experin entalerror.

In pure super uid *He, owing to particlke-hole asym —
m etry, a m agnetic eld produges a linear splitting of the
nom al to A -phase transition®d. The ed dependence
of the splitting between the A; and A, phase lnes is 6

K /kG near m elting pressure and is shown in FJgf/' as
dotted lines shifted to the average value of T, .
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FIG .7. Fild dependence the aerogel super uid transition
Tca at 334 bars. The dashed line show s the average value
0f Tca . The slopes of the two dotted lines are the sam e as
orthej- Az splitting m easured for pure Henearm elting
pressureld

In contrast, for the aerogel super uid we do not ob—
serve any deviation of T, from is zero— eld value, nor



do we observe signi cant broadening of the transition re—
gion In the acoustic trace even at our highest eld of 8
kG (ot shown in Fjg:j. T his splitting m ay be hard to
resolre ow ing to the rather broad super uid transition in
aerogel, 30 K .The expected linearA; A, splitting
In the dirty super uid can be estin ated from calcula—
tions based on G inzburg-Landau theory and the HSM
(see above). Thebulk A, Ay, litting can be expressed
by the quantity Uy de ned as,
@T=dB )a1 5

Uo = : (11)
dT=dB )a> 245

which ranges or pure He from 0.97 at zero pressure to
181 at m elting pressure. In the HSM , the U param eter
can be calculated from 5 and 45 and in aerogel takes
the value atm elting pressureofU, / 0:85U( w ith am ean
free path of 200 nm . For this estin ate, we have used
the rescaled buk strong-coupling correctionsas discussed
above. M easurem ents of T, In high elds su cient to
resolve this splitting are desirable in order to establish a
better understanding ofthe them odynam ics ofthe dirty
super uid.

D . Supercooling of the aerogel A B ~transition in zero
applied eld

W e have shown that the polycritical point vanishes for
super uid *He :n 98% aerogel. C onsequently, in zero eld
we expect that super uidity occurs by a second order
transition from the nomm alstate directly to the B phase
w ithout supercooling. O ur observation of supercooling
giving a large region ofm etastable A -phase with no ap-
plied eHd is quite unexpected. Supercooling was rst
noted by Barkeret a]is for the aerogel A B -transition at
284 G with *He preplating. This was also und for zero
applied eld and was spadied as a function ofm agnetic

eld by G ervaiset al272%. Our smallest ed in this case
was estin ated to be Jss than 10 G . T here are a num ber
ofpossible intrepretationsand so a review ofthe expected
behavior in the lim it of low m agnetic eld is appropriate.

Taking pure super uid *He asa guide, the rst transi
tion encountered on cooling In a sm allbut non-zerom ag—
netic el is from the nomm al state to the A ; phase and
then, in the absence of supercooling, to the B phase. If
there w ere to be supercooling it is likely that the A, tran—
sition would be encountered before reaching the B -phase.
This llows since the A, transition increases linearly
wih eld whereas the B-phase is suppressed quadrati-
cally. C onsequently, the supercooling of the asrogel AB —
transition at 284 G observed by Barker et al?? can be
explained in a trivialway: a sm all region of A ;-phase in
equilbrium ,< 1 K,is rstencountered on cooling, lead—
Ing to a m etastable A -phase that supercools until the B -
phase nucleates. H owever, the m echanisn for producing
relative stability of one phase over another, or the nucle-
ation of the m ost stable phase, has not been explored In
such a an all interval of tem perature near T..

C an the sam e argum ent for supercooling in 284 G hold
atvery Iow eld aswell? Ifthe total eld for the case of
zero applied eld were lessthan 10 G then the w indow of
stability of the A ;-phase would be only < 003 K.We

nd supercooling under these circum stance to be even
m ore rem arkable since there is no evidence of sim ilar su-
percooling for the pure super uid at pressures below the
polycritical point. If the phenom enon of supercooling in
low eld were to be unique to the dirty super uid then
i would require a correspondingly unigque nucleation sce—
nario speci c to the aerogel A B -transition, which, in ad—
dition, m ust also acoount for our observation that the ex—
tent of supercooling is eld jndependent,@z . Furthem ore,
it seem s not to m ake sense to rely on details for phase
stability in such a narrow window of tem perature when
the super uid transition T, is inhom ogeneously broad—
ened over an Interval three orders of m agnitude larger.
A second possbility, and one that we believe to be m ore
likely, is that therem ust be a thin, but unobserved, sliver
of A phase near T, which gives rise to the m etastability
that is cbserved. This sliver is at most <20 K wide,
but m ight be stabilized by inhom ogeneity in the aero—
gel structure in a m anner that is not yet understood. In
F jg:_g, them etastable phase diagram from G ervaiset alﬂ
is shown w ith no applied m agnetic eld ranging in pres—
sure from 15 to 334 bars. The region of m etastabili
is strkingly sin ilar to that observed by Barker et alt
ina eld of284 G, wih *He preplating, and fora much
larger aerogelsam ple. T he critical radiis R . for B phase
nuclation m ay play an In portant role, since a large crit—
ical radius In the aerogelm ight give rise to the observed
m etastability. An estin ateé®d nearm elting pressures from
the susceptibility di erenceand eld dependence ofTap 5
show sthat it is slightly Jarger in aerogel, R2¢*°  5R% K,
at the same valuie of T=Tpp . In pure >He the critical
radius has not been m easured below m elting pressure.
Future work in a m agnetically shielded environm ent and
w ith di erent aerogel densities, together w ith character-
ization ofR . as a function of pressure, could bring som e
understanding to this puzzl.
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FIG .8. Phase diagram form etastable *He A phase in 98%
porous aerogel n zero applied m agnetic eld. The triangles
are the aerogel super uid transition and the open circles the
aerogel A -B transition on cooling. The inset show s the m ag—
nitude of supercooling of the aerogel A B transition asa func-
tion ofpressure. T he dotted lines are the pure ‘He super uid
phase wih A , B and solid phases indicated.

For all experin ents to date it has been unavoidable
that pure and dirty super uids be jixtaposed. In fiu—
ture work it m ay be possble to explore the connection
between these two unconventional super uids and such
experim ents can bene t from detailed know ledge of the
phase diagram . In this spirit we have yecently investi-
gated the nuckation ofthe A B +transition®? show ing that
proxim iy coupling between the pure and dirty super u—
ids is too weak to act as a source of nuclkation.

Iv.CONCLUSION

W e have described the phase diagram ofsuper uid 3He
n 98% aerogel. In this phase diagram we nd two equi-
Ibrium states which we callA and B, by analogy w ith
pure He. The B-phase is favored in zero el and is
destablized by am agnetic eld yielding the A phase. The
super uid transition from the nom al state, ie. nom al
to A -phase transition, is nsensitive tom agnetic eld. On
this basis alone we can be con dent of the nature of the
soin part of the order param eter associated w ith each of
these phases: the A -phase is an equal spnh pairing state
and the B-phase is a non-equal spin pairing state. The

eld dependence of the A B ~transition can be understood
from calculations using the HSM m odel com bined w ith
a sin ple rescaling of strong-coupling corrections to the
quasiparticle interactions, assum ing that the A and B
dirty phases are in fact the axial and isotropic p-wave
states. T he theory and experin ent both concur that suf-

cient In purity scattering, as is the case for 98% aerogel,

10

causes the polycritical point to vanish. It is intriguing
that no hint of the expected but an allA; A, splitting
was observed even at elds of 8 kG ; however, higher

eld experin entsw illbe better able to address this ques—
tion.

T he extensive supercooling of the A B ~transition, espe-
cially with no applied eld, rem ains a puzzle. It cannot
be sin ply explained in tem s of the phase diagram that
we present, nor in temm s of current nucleation scenar-
jos. This raises further questions conceming the nature
ofthe super uid state In aerogeland w hether it m ight be
Inherently inhom ogeneous.

In summ ary, the measurem ents of the equilbrium
phase diagram of *He w ith in purity scattering in proves
our understanding of pure and dirty super uids and
sets the stage for a better understanding of is non-
equilbriim behavior, m etastability and nuclkation.
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