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The phase diagram ofthe superuid phasesof
3
He in 98% aerogelwasdeterm ined in the range of

pressure from 15 to 33 bars and for �elds up to 3 kG using high-frequency sound. The superuid

transition in aerogelat33.4 barsis �eld independentfrom 0 to 5 kG and showsno evidence ofan

A 1� A 2 splitting.The�rst-ordertransition between theA and B-phasesissuppressed by am agnetic

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

zero applied �eld is the B-phase with at m ost a region ofA-phase <
� 20 �K just below T c at a

pressureof33.4 bars.Thisisin contrastto pure
3
Hewhich hasa largestableregion ofA-phaseand

a polycriticalpoint. The quadratic coe�cient for m agnetic �eld suppression ofthe AB-transition,

ga(�),was obtained. The pressure dependence of ga(�) is m arkedly di�erent from that for the

pure superuid,g0(�),which divergesata polycriticalpressure of21 bars.W e com pare ourresults

with calculationsfrom the hom ogeneousscattering m odelforga(�),de�ned in a G inzburg-Landau

theory in term s ofstrong-coupling param eters �. W e �nd qualitatively good agreem ent with the

experim entifthestrong-coupling correctionsarerescaled from known valuesofthe�’sforpure
3
He,

reduced by thesuppression ofthesuperuid transition tem perature.The calculationsindicate that

the polycriticalpressure in the aerogelsystem isdisplaced wellabove the m elting pressure and out

ofexperim entalreach.W ecannotaccountforthepuzzling supercooling oftheaerogelAB-transition

in zero applied �eld within the fram ework ofknown nucleation scenarios.

PACS num bers:67.57.Pq,67.57.Bc,64.60.K w

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Q uenched disorder in condensed m atter system s is

m anifestin a widevariety ofm aterialsfrom glassy solids

and liquid crystalstothem ixed stateofsuperconductors.

Itarisesin diversephenom enarangingfrom cosm ological

m odelsfortheevolution oftheuniverseto vortex tangles

in superuid 4He. Disorderin superuid 3He is ofspe-

cialinterest since the order param eter structure ofthis

superuid is non-trivial, although wellknown, and its

variousphasesexhibitanum berofspontaneously broken

sym m etries. Q uenched disorder in a superuid can be

generated extrinsically by a random im purity �eld with

inhom ogeneity on a length scale shortcom pared to the

coherencelength.In the presentcasethisisachieved by

im bibing 3Heintosilicaaerogel,ahighly-porousm aterial

m adeofrandom ly inter-connected strandsofSiO 2.

Aerogelshave been used to study liquid crystals1,su-

peruid 4He2,3He-4He m ixtures3 and superuid 3He4;5.

G lassy e�ects have been observed in the liquid crystal-

aerogelsystem s. In 3He-4He m ixtures a profound in-

uence ofaerogelon the phase diagram 3 was reported.

Superuid 3He in aerogel was found to have a sup-

pressed,butrelatively sharp,transition tem peratureand

the orderparam eterappearsto be reduced4;5.However,

the nature ofthe phase diagram ,and identi�cation of

the therm odynam ically stablephases,havenotyetbeen

clearly established. Here we reportthe use ofhigh res-

olution transverse acoustic im pedance to m ap out this

phasediagram .

The 3He-A and -B superuid phases were discovered

in 1972 by O shero�, Richardson and Lee6. The or-

der param eter is now established to be a p-wave spin-

triplet which has two therm odynam ically stable super-

uid phasesin zero �eld.The A-phase isthe axialstate

which separatelybreaksspin and orbitrotationalsym m e-

tries.TheB-phaseistheisotropicstatewhich breaksrel-

ative spin-orbitsym m etry. The stability ofthe A-phase

over the B-phase at elevated pressure,above the poly-

criticalpressureof21 barsin zero �eld,isa consequence

ofstrongcouplingin thequasiparticleinteractions.After

30 yearsofextensiveexperim entaland theoreticalinves-

tigation 3Heisthebestunderstood ofallunconventional

superuids or superconductors. M otivation to investi-

gate disorderin thissuperuid derivesin partfrom our

need to understand im purity e�ectsin this,and in sim -

ilar,unconventionally paired system s. New fam ilies of

superconducting m aterials such as Sr2RuO 4
7,URhG e8,

and organic conductors9 m ay be unconventionalsuper-

conductors,and in som e cases,a p-wave structure has

been suggested.

At m illikelvin tem peratures 3He is the purest m ate-

rialin nature. Itspropertieshave been investigated ex-

tensively asa system entirely freeofim purity scattering

otherthan atsurfaces.Theinuenceofaerogelon 3Heis

to suppressthe transition retaining a narrow width and

to alter the behavior ofthe superuid phases. In con-

trast,forsurfacescattering,the orientation and the am -

plitude ofthe orderparam eterareboth constrained and

the superuid becom es spatially inhom ogeneous. The

useofhighly-porousaerogelsto introduceim purity scat-

tering in 3He has provided a signi�cant opportunity to

learn aboutunconventionalpairing states. The �rstob-

servations of superuidity were torsionaloscillator ex-
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perim ents to m easure the superuid density perform ed

atCornell4 and NuclearM agnetic Resonance(NM R)at

Northwestern5;10. These results were found to be con-

sistentwith theoreticalm odelsforim purity scattering11.

In itssim plestform ,theHom ogeneousScattering M odel

(HSM ), the suppression of the superuid transition is

given by the well-known Abrikosov-G orkov form ula

ln(
Tc0

Tca
)= 	(

1

2
+
1

2

�0

ltr

Tc0

Tca
)� 	(

1

2
) (1)

where Tca(Tc0) is the superuid transition tem perature

ofthe aerogel(bulk) system ,�0 � �hvf=2�kB Tc0 is the

bulk coherencelength,and ltr isthetransportm ean free

path. These earlier results triggered num erous exper-

im entalinvestigations12{17 and theoreticalwork11;18{25

aim ed at characterizing and understanding the proper-

tiesofthe‘dirty’superuid form ed insidetheaerogelm a-

trix.However,theidenti�cation ofthesuperuid statein

the 3He-aerogelsystem hasbeen controversial,and only

recently has there been agreem ent as to which are the

superuid phasesobserved.

The �rstNM R m easurem entin pure 3He and 1.2 kG

suggested a superuid in an equal-spin pairing (ESP)

state5 sim ilarto thebulk A-phase.W ith 4Headditionsa

non-ESP statewasfound10 likethe bulk B-phase.NM R

m easurem entsatlower�elds(� 50G )without4Hefound

evidenceforaB-phasesuperuid in aerogel12 and Barker

etal.15 found atransition between aESP and anon-ESP

state at 284 G with 4He coverage. This transition was

found to supercoolquite readily and was identi�ed to

take place between A and B superuids,but it should

be kept in m ind that the orbitalsym m etry ofthe or-

der param eter in aerogelhas not yet been determ ined.

TheaerogelAB-transition wasalso observed recently by

a vibrating viscom eteratlow pressures26,and wasstud-

ied nearthebulk polycriticalpressure(PCP)using high-

frequency sound27. The reason forcovering the strands

with som e 4He (2 or m ore atom ic layers) is to replace

m agnetic solid 3He that contributes to m easurem entof

the 3Hem agnetization and m ay also a�ectthenatureof

thescattering and possibly propertiesofthedirty super-

uid. In the presentwork,we presenta com prehensive

acoustics study ofthe phase diagram ofthe A and B-

superuid phases of 3He in a 98% aerogelwithout 4He

and from 0 to 3 kG .

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L

High-frequency sound (� M Hz) has proven to be a

powerful tool to study the properties of pure 3He in

the norm al Ferm i liquid and in the superuid state.

For exam ple, Landau’s sem inalprediction of collision-

less sound,called zero-sound,in a Ferm iliquid was ex-

perim entally veri�ed with high-frequency sound attenu-

ation m easurem ents28. High-frequency sound also cou-

ples strongly to the order param eter collective m odes

(O PCM ) ofthe superuid and num erous O PCM have

been observed in both the A and B-phasesofpure 3He

(see29 fora review). Transverse sound waspredicted to

existin norm al3Heby Landau,and wasshown to prop-

agatein 3He-B from theobservation ofan acousticFara-

day e�ect30. In what follows,we describe a technique

used to probethe phasediagram of3Hein aerogelusing

both transverse and longitudinalhigh-frequency sound

waves.

The acoustic technique is sim ilar to that reported

previously31;32 and a schem atic ofouracoustic cavity is

depicted in Fig.1.Thecavitywasform ed with twoquartz

transducersseparated bytwoparallelstainlesssteelwires

ofdiam eterd = 270 �m 33. O ne transducerwasAC-cut

for transverse sound, and the other X-cut for longitu-

dinalsound,with a diam eter of9.5 m m . Their funda-

m entalfrequencies were 4.8 M Hz and 2.9 M Hz,respec-

tively. This arrangem entallowed us to perform experi-

m entswith eithertransverseorlongitudinalsound.The

aerogelwas grown in situ, in the volum e between the

transducers. Each transducer has two active sides;one

probestheaerogel-�lledcavity,andtheotherthebulkliq-

uid outside the cavity. Allexperim ents were perform ed

with pure3Hewhich wasveri�ed tocontain lessthan 250

ppm of4He,m uch lessthan theam ountrequired tocover

the aerogelstrandswith oneatom ic layerof4He.

�����

�����

yyyyy

yyyyy

~270 µm

�y

Aerogel 98% porosityspacer spacer

X-cut transducer (longitudinal)

AC-cut transducer (transverse)

3He bulk

3He bulk

FIG .1. Schem aticsoftheacoustic cavity.The X-cut(lon-

gitudinalsound)and AC-cut(transverse sound)transducers

are separated by 270 �m spacers and the 98% porous aero-

gelwasgrown in situ. Each transducerhastwo active sides;

oneprobestheaerogel-�lled cavity whiletheotherprobesthe

bulk liquid outside the cavity.

The electricalim pedance ofthe transducerswasm ea-

sured using a continuouswave spectrom eter. The m ea-

surem ents were perform ed at a �xed frequency corre-

sponding to odd harm onics of the fundam ental reso-

nance,with a frequency m odulation of400 Hzand m od-

ulation am plitude of3 kHz. In the case of longitudi-

nalsound,them edium insidethecavity isofsu�ciently

low attenuation that a standing wave pattern is estab-

lished throughout the cavity. Sm allchanges in the at-

tenuation and velocity,induced by changes in tem per-

ature or pressure, produced changes in the electrical

im pedanceofthetransducersthatcan bedetected by the

spectrom eter31;33. For transverse sound,the highly at-

tenuating m edium prohibitstheexistenceofwell-de�ned

standingwavesand them easurem entissim ilartothatof

an acousticim pedancem easurem ent32.Itisnotpossible
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with this technique to separate individualcontributions

from attenuation,sound velocity,or coupling to collec-

tivesm odesin the transverseacousticim pedance.How-

ever,wehavefound that,atlow frequencies(<� 10M Hz),

the transverse sound im pedance changesabruptly atall

ofthe known phase transitions in each ofthe bulk and

aerogelsuperuids,Fig.2.
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FIG .2. Left: transverse acoustic response at 25 bars and

zero applied �eld (upper panel) and 2.57 kG (lower panel).

In each panel,the data in the upper (lower) trace is taken

on cooling (warm ing).The tem perature scale isforwarm ing

only;forcooling thetraceswereo�setforclarity.Thevarious

transitions in the bulk and aerogelsuperuids are indicated

byarrows.Theinsetisan enlarged view ofthebulk superuid

transition Tc0 in zero �eld (upper),and 2.57 kG (lower)which

shows the bulk A 1 and A 2 transitions. Right: an enlarged

view ofthe aerogelAB-transition on warm ing isshown at25

barsand 2.57 kG fortheacousticresponseoftransversesound

at 8.691 M Hz in the upper paneland longitudinalsound at

14.635 M Hz in the lowerpanel.

The transverseacoustic response at8.691 M Hz and a

pressure of25 bars is shown in the left panels ofFig.2

on cooling (uppertrace)and warm ing (lowertrace)and

atzero (upperpanel)and 2.57 kG applied m agnetic�eld

(lower panel). The phase transitions in the bulk liquid

and the aerogelare denoted by arrows.O n cooling,and

in zeroapplied �eld,wesuccessivelyobservedthebulksu-

peruid (Tc0),bulk AB (TA B 0),aerogelsuperuid (Tca)

and aerogelAB (TA B a) transitions. The therm om etry

scales for cooling and warm ing are di�erent. The scale

shown in the�gureisforslow warm ingsuch thatequilib-

rium isassured between theLCM N therm om eterused in

low �eld,the m elting curve therm om eter,and the aero-

gelsam ple. For the results in Fig.2 and Fig.4,we cor-

rected thetherm om etryforthem orerapid coolingexper-

im ents using the tem perature dependence ofthe acous-

tic im pedance established in equilibrium during warm -

ing. Thisprovidesa convenientand intrinsic secondary

therm om eter,but for clarity the cooling traces are o�-

set. W hen a m agnetic �eld isapplied,we also observed

the bulk A 1 � A 2 splitting as a ‘knee’in the acoustic

response,as shown in the inset ofthe lower left panel.

The bulk A 1 and A 2-transitionsare com pletely resolved

in the acoustictraceata �eld of� 5 kG and above.

In the rightpanelsofFig.2 we show a directcom par-

ison ofthe signatures from transverse and longitudinal

sound for the aerogelAB-transition observed on warm -

ing at25 barsand 2.57 kG .A sm alljum p in theacoustic

trace of longitudinalsound, coincident in tem perature

with that oftransverse sound,was observed when the

AB-transition occured at tem peratures su�ciently well

below Tca. The condition forobserving the signature in

longitudinalsound wasthatthe transition be eithersu-

percooled or that it appear on warm ing in a �eld B >
�

2 kG .However,we cannotdeterm ine whetherthisjum p

in the longitudinalsound trace arises from a change in

attenuation due to collective m odes,or from quasipar-

ticle excitations. The observation of the aerogelAB-

transition in longitudinalsound ensures that the tran-

sition observed with transverse sound is not a localef-

fect occurring near the surface ofthe transducer. W e

haveshown previously31;33 thata well-de�ned longitudi-

nalsound m ode can be established in our acoustic cav-

ity,and therefore the AB-transition observed with this

m odereectsthe behaviorofthe superuid overthe en-

tireaerogelsam ple.W ehavealsoveri�ed thatthechange

ofslope in the transverseacoustic trace labeled Tca cor-

respondsto thetem peratureatwhich theattenuation of

longitudinalsound decreases at the onset ofthe super-

uid transition31. However,the wider range ofobserv-

ability oftheaerogelAB-transition by transversesound,

ascom pared with longitudinalsound,and itshigherpre-

cision m ake it a better toolto m ap out the phase dia-

gram of3He in 98% aerogel.The frequency dependence

ofthe bulk superuid transition Tc0,as observed with

transverse sound, was also system atically studied at a

pressure of17 bars and for frequencies ranging from 3

M Hz to 55 M Hz. W e found that the transverse acous-

ticsignaturesignalingTc0 isweakly frequency dependent

butthatitrecoversthetransition tem peratureTc0 in the

low-frequency lim it,<�10 M Hz.The transition tem pera-

turesobserved in oursam ple are in excellentagreem ent

with thosereported elsewhere5;15;34 forthesam edensity

ofaerogel. In whatfollows,the (P,T,B) phase diagram

of3Hein aerogelwasdeterm ined using transversesound

ata frequency of8.691 M Hz.

III.R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A .P -T -B dependence ofthe A B -transition in

aerogel

O neofthekey issuesin thestudy ofsuperuid 3Hein

aerogelisto determ inein whatway thesuperuid phase

diagram is m odi�ed by im purity scattering. Unlike s-
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wavesuperconductorsforwhich only m agnetic im purity

scatteringispairbreaking,p-waveCooperpairsaresensi-

tivetoallform sofscattering.Forsuperuid 3Hein aero-

gel,thereisnow generalagreem entthatim purity scatter-

ing suppressesthesuperuid transition tem peratureand

the am plitude ofthe order param eter,and that a non-

ESP phase sim ilar to the bulk B-phase is favored near

zero �eld. However,m ost experim ents have been per-

form ed in di�erentregionsofP,T,and B and also under

di�erent experim entalconditions,e.g. with or without
4He preplating on the aerogelstrandsand with di�erent

aerogeldensities.In particular,thephasediagram ofthe

puresuperuid phasesofpure 3Hein 98% aerogelhasnot

been established;the zero-�eld phase diagram islargely

unknown.W e em phasize thatonly the spin structure of

the pairing state of 3He in aerogelhas been identi�ed

through NM R m easurem entofthem agnetization10;15 or

the stability of the transition in a m agnetic �eld26;27.

In the lattercase,assum ing tripletpairing,we can infer

thespin com ponentoftheorderparam eter(ESP ornon-

ESP)from the�eld dependenceofthephaseboundaries.

The orbitalsym m etry is m ore elusive. For exam ple,it

would be helpfulto investigate the O PCM which cou-

pleto orbitaldegreesoffreedom oftheorderparam eter,

butthey have notyetbeen observed31.Nonetheless,we

use the earliernotation15;26;27 ‘A’and ‘B’for the aero-

gelsuperuid phasescorrespondingtoESP and non-ESP

states,by analogy with the bulk,and we discuss later

im plicationsfrom ourm easurem entsfortheorbitalsym -

m etry ofthe aerogelsuperuid.

The phase diagram softhe aerogelAB-transition asa

function ofB 2 and for various pressures are shown in

Fig.3. The triangles denote the superuid transitions,

Tca,asdeterm ined by the change ofslope in the trans-

verseacoustictrace,the�lled circlesaretheequilibrium

AB-transitions taken on slow warm ing,and the em pty

circles are the supercooled AB-transitions. The long-

dashed linesshow theaveragevaluesofTca and thedot-

ted linesareextrapolationsto zero �eld.W ith ourtech-

nique,wewereunabletoobservedirectlytheaerogelAB-

transitions on warm ing at �elds below 1.4 kG ,i.e. for

TA B a=Tca >� 0:9. An independent check on the validity

ofourextrapolation to zero �eld willbediscussed below.

The m agnetic �eld independent transition from nor-

m alto superuid state,and �eld-dependent transitions

from A to B-superuidsstrongly suggestthatthese are

transition between norm aluid to ESP superuid states,

and between ESP and non-ESP states,as in the bulk.

The strong supercooling of the AB-transition, even in

zeroapplied �eld,showsthatthetransition is�rst-order.

However,there are key di�erences in the aerogelphase

diagram ascom pared tothebulk.In particular,thezero-

�eld equilibrium region ofaerogelA-phase is extrem ely

narrow,<� 20 �K at33.4 bars,ifitexistsatall.

In orderto locatetheAB-phaseboundary at33.4bars

in zero applied �eld,we have perform ed a seriesoftem -

perature sweeps in which the tem perature was slowly

raised from low-tem perature (� 0.6 m K ) to a tem per-

aturein thevicinity,butslightly lessthan,Tca,and then

rapidly cooled. Ifthe AB-phase boundary were reached

on warm ing,thesupercooled AB-transition would beob-

served on cooling,whereasin theoppositecasetheaero-

gelsuperuid would rem ain in the B-phase with no ev-

idence for an AB-transition. This procedure depends

on the absence of what is called a m em ory e�ect for

secondary nucleation which we veri�ed indpendently in

m odestm agnetic�elds35.
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FIG .3. Phase diagram softhesuperuid phasesin aerogel

at various pressures in a m agnetic �eld. The triangles are

the superuid transition tem perature,Tca,determ ined from

transverseacoustics.Thesupercooled aerogelAB-transitions,

TA B a,areshown on cooling (em pty circles)and in equilibrium

on warm ing(�lled circles).Thedataareplotted asfunction of

B
2 toillustratethequadraticsuppression oftheAB-transition

atlow �eld. The dashed linesshow the average value ofTca

and the dotted lines are an extrapolation of TA B a to zero

�eld.Notethatthe�eld axisisdi�erentfortheleftand right

panels.

Fig.4 shows these various traces upon warm ing to a

tem peraturein thevicinity ofTca (lowerpaneland traces

labeled 1 to 4, vertically o�set for clarity), and then

rapidly cooled. The therm aldisequilibrium during sud-
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den coolingissu�cienttom akethecoolingtracesappear

to m ove up in this �gure. The lowest trace shows the

com pleteacousticrecord with Tca indicated by a change

ofslopeand m arked by a solid verticalline.
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FIG .4. Lower panel: transverse acoustic response at 33.4

barsand zeroapplied �eld duringslow warm ingin thevicinity

ofTca and subsequentrapid cooling.Thetraceslabeled 1to 4

correspond toseveralm axim um tem peraturesreached priorto

rapid cooling.Thecorresponding cooling tracesare shown in

theupperpanelasafunction oftim eand thebulk and aerogel

AB-transitionsaredenoted by arrows.Fortraces1 and 2 the

aerogelAB transition was not crossed on warm ing and for

traces3 and 4 itwas. The trace labeled 5 showsthe aerogel

AB-transition butfor a cooling experim ent originating from

the norm alstate. In the lower panel,the verticalsolid line

isTca asdeterm ined from the change in slope oftheacoustic

responseon warm ing,and thedotted lineisa lowerbound on

thetem peraturefortheaerogelAB-phaseboundary,� 20 �K
below Tca.

In the upperpanel,we show the sam e acoustic traces

forrapid cooling (1 to 4)asa function oftim e while the

trace labeled 5 is for a cooling experim ent originating

from the norm alstate. W e do not observe the aerogel

AB-transition upon cooling in the trace 1 and 2 (and

also forany partialwarm up to tem peraturesbelow those

shown here),whilein thetraces3 and 4 theaerogelAB-

transition is observed on cooling. This shows that the

equilibrium aerogelAB-transition lies at a tem perature

som ewherebetween thetraces2and 3,which isindicated

in the lower panelof Fig.4 by a dotted line. This is

closeto Tca (<� 20 �K )and isapproxim ately thewidth of

Tca itself(� 30 �K ),su�ciently closethatwecannotsay

thatthenorm alstateofthe 3Heuid in aerogelhad not

been reached som ewhere in the sam ple. Consequently,

we have inferred that the region ofA-phase in aerogel

in zero applied �eld is extrem ely narrow,<� 20 �K at a

pressureof33.4 bars.W ehavealso veri�ed ata pressure

of20 bars thatthe AB-phase boundary in zero applied

�eld is indistinguishable from Tca using the sam e slow

warm ing and quench-cooling m ethod.

FIG .5. Three-dim ensionalphasediagram (P,T,B)oftheA

and B superuid phases of
3
He in 98% aerogel. The aerogel

phasesarelabeled ‘A’and ‘B’and aredelineated by solid lines

whileforthepurephasesthey arelabeled A and B and shown

with dotted lines.Theshaded areashowsthevolum espanned

by the equilibrium A-phase in aerogel. The open circles are

datafrom thepresentwork,and thelinesconnectingthem are

�ts to the data. Atpressures below 10 bars,Tca,was taken

from M atsum oto etal.
34
,togetherwith the �eld dependence

ofthe AB-transition observed by the Lancastergroup at4.8

bars
26
.

From the data of Fig.3 we construct a three-

dim ensionalphasediagram forpressure,tem peratureand

m agnetic �eld for the superuid phases ofpure 3He in

98% aerogel,Fig.5. The relative stability ofthe super-

uid phasesofthe pure and dirty superuidscan be di-

rectly visualized and com pared.Thedata oftheequilib-

rium AB-transition from Fig.3 are shown as em pty cir-
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cles,and thethick solid linesarea sm oothed �tofTA B a

andTca.Below 10bars,thedatafrom M atsum otoetal.34

wereused to describeTca.They found a criticalpressure

of � 6 bars in the zero-tem perature lim it. The thick

solid curve ata pressure of4.8 barswastaken from the

�eld dependence ofthe aerogelAB-transition m easured

by the Lancaster group with a vibrating viscom eter26,

butwith itssuperuid transition adjusted to m atch that

ofM atsum oto etal.34. Above 10 bars our data for Tca
in zero �eld are sim ilarfrom thatofM atsum oto etal.34

and the data pointsarenotshown forreasonsofclarity.

Theaerogelphasesaredenoted by ‘A’and ‘B’whilethe

purephasesaredenoted by A and B.Theshaded volum e

em phasizestheaerogelA-phaseopening up with applied

m agnetic �eld,and the dotted lines are the pure phase

diagram shown here forcom parison36. The �eld depen-

denceoftheaerogelsuperuid transitionsTca plotted as

a solid line at33.4 barswillbe discussed later.

The three-dim ensionalplot ofthe (P,T,B) phase dia-

gram of3Hein 98% aerogelshowsthee�ectsofim purity

scattering on the equilibrium A-phase. The equilibrium

region ofA-phase is destabilized by im purity scattering

in zero �eld;however,webelievethatthereisa very thin

sliver of equilibrium A-phase that gives rise to super-

cooling ofthe A-phase observed in zero applied �eld27

at pressures above 15 bars. Barker et al.15 observed

a m etastable aerogelAB-transition on cooling using an

NM R technique at 284 G and with 4He preplating. At

32 bars,an equilibrium region ofA-phase of70 �K was

inferred from the data. This is som ewhat larger than

ourresultsatthe sam e�eld.Them agnetization discon-

tinuity atthe AB-transition known to occurin the bulk

system was not observed in aerogel,m aking it di�cult

to locate the equilibrium AB-transition. Furtherm ore,

given thescatterofthedata15 and thetherm om etry res-

olution � 20 �K ,it seem s plausible that the A-phase

region m ighthave been sm allerthan 70 �K and consis-

tentwith our�ndingshere.

B .M agnetic suppression ofthe A B -transition and

the H om ogeneous Scattering M odel

The G inzburg-Landau (G L)theory forsuperuid 3He

describes the free energy near the transition tem pera-

ture expanded in powers ofthe orderparam eter. W ith

thisapproach therelativestability ofvariouspossiblep-

wave states can be explored in term s ofthe expansion

coe�cients ofthe theory 37. An extension to the dirty

superuid hasbeen developed11 using a m odelthatde-

scribes elastic quasiparticle scattering. There are �ve

possible fourth order com binations ofthe order param -

eter that are invariant under allthe sym m etries ofthe

p-wave superuid. These fourth-order term s are char-

acterized by the coe�cients,(� 1;�2;�3;�4;�5),which in

the G L-theory are determ ined by therm odynam ic quan-

titiessuch asheatcapacity,them agnetization,thephase

diagram and the NM R frequency shift. In principle one

could uniquely determ ine the �i’s (thus the free energy

functional)if�ve independenttherm odynam ic m easure-

m ents were perform ed;the fact that in bulk superuid
3He there are only four such m easurem ents is unfortu-

nate. Nonetheless,com binations ofthe �i’s can be ex-

tracted from experim entand are very helpfulin the un-

derstanding the m agnetic suppression ofthe B-phase of
3He in aerogel.

In thepuresuperuid theG L-theorycan beused tode-

scribe the suppression ofthe AB-transition by m agnetic

�eld only forpressureslessthan 21 bars,the pressureof

the polycriticalpoint.Forsuperuid 3He in aerogel,the

data from Fig.3 suggestthatthistheory can be applied

atallpressureswith

1�
TA B a

Tca
= ga(�)(

B

B 0

)2 + O (
B

B 0

)4; (2)

where ga(�)isa strong-coupling param eterde�ned in a

m annersim ilarto thatofthe pure superuid and B 0 is

de�ned as,

B 0 =

s

8�2

7�(3)

kB Tca

�h
(1+ F

a
0
); (3)

with  the gyrom agneticratio of3He and F a
0
isa Ferm i

liquid param eter.In theHom ogeneousScattering M odel

(HSM ) which we describe below,B 0 is m odi�ed by im -

purity scattering according to24;20

B
H SM
0

=B 0 =

s

7�(3)[1� x
P

1

n= 1
(n � 1=2+ x)� 2]

P
1

n= 1
(n � 1=2+ x)� 3

(4)

wherex � �hvf=4�kB Tcaltr and ltr isthetransportm ean

freepath.Thiscorrection isabout2.5% at25 barswith

a 200 nm m ean free path. W e use the weak coupling

approxim ation in Eq.3 which hasbeen shown to be ap-

propriate for bulk 3He38. Assum ing that the aerogel

AB-transition occursbetween theaxialand theisotropic

states,asin the pure superuid,the coe�cientg a(�)is

written as,

ga(�)=
�245

2(� 3�13 + 2�345)
� (5)

 

1+

s

(3�12 + �345)(2�13 � �345)

�245�345

!

(6)

where we have used the M erm in-Stare convention,

�ijk � �i + �j + �k. In the weak-coupling lim it,

� �w c
5

= �w c
4

= �w c
3

= �w c
2

= � 2�w c
1

= 2�w c
0

with

�w c
0

= 7�(3)N (0)=240(�kB Tc0)
2 and N(0)the density of

states.In the weak-coupling lim it,ga(�
w c)= 1.

The coe�cient g a(�) can be taken directly from

the low-�eld slope, m , of the data in Fig.3, m =

� ga(�)Tca=B
2

0
. In Fig.3, the dotted lines show the

quadratic suppression ofTA B a for the sm allest �eld at

which thetransition wasobserved,and theextrapolation
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tozero�eld wasveri�ed usingthequench-coolingm ethod

wehavedescribed above,seeFig.4.Thepressuredepen-

dence ofga(�) obtained from the data between 15 and

33.4 barsisshown in Fig.6 (�lled circles),togetherwith

the m easured values from the bulk, g0(�), taken from

Hahn etal..36 (open circles). For the aerogeldata,B 0

was de�ned as in the pure case;using B H SM
0

increases

ga(�) slightly,however,its e�ect for a m ean free path

of� 200 nm rem ainswithin the experim entalerrorbar.

For this reason and for clarity,we have used B 0 which

does not depend on the transport m ean free path. W e

havealsodeduced thevalueofga(�)at4.8 barsfrom the

m agnetic suppression ofthe aerogelAB-transition m ea-

sured by the Lancastergroup26,denoted in Fig.6 with a

star.Thesolid line isa guide-to-the-eyeand the dotted,

dashed,and dot-dashed lines are calculations using the

hom ogeneousscattering m odel(HSM )which we discuss

below. The pressure dependence ofga(�) is m arkedly

di�erentfrom the pure superuid,g0(�),which diverges

atthe PCP near21 bars.The alm ostlineardependence

on pressure observed in the aerogelsuperuid,even at

high pressure,isa substantialm odi�cation ofthe phase

diagram induced by im purity scattering.
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FIG .6. Pressure dependence ofthe strong-coupling coe�-

cient g(�). The aerogeldata from the present work (solid

circles) are com pared to the bulk (em pty circles)
36
. The

data at 4.8 bars denoted by a star are from Brussard et

al.
26
. The solid line is a guide-to-the-eye. The dotted line

is the HSM with ltr = 200 nm and for which the pure
3
He strong-coupling corrections are used. The sam e m odel

wasused with strong-coupling correctionsrescaled from pure
3
He by the factor Tca=Tc0 and two valuesoftransportm ean

free path were choosen,ltr = 200 nm (dashed) and 150 nm

(dot-dashed).

Thesim plestm odelofim purityscatteringistheHom o-

geneous Scattering M odel(HSM )11. In this m odel,the

scattering probability isindependentofposition and the

m edium iscom pletely isotropic.Thism odelhasthe ad-

vantagethattheG inzburg-Landau theory isonly slightly

m odi�ed from thatofpure3He.Thesuperuid transition

in aerogel,Tca,isgiven by solving Eq.1 in the form ,

ln(Tca=Tc0)+

1X

n= 1

�
1

n � 1

2

�
1

n � 1

2
+ x

�

= 0 (7)

wherex � �hvf=4�kB Tcaltr and ltr isthetransportm ean

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

and aregiven by11,

0

B
B
B
@

�1

�2
�3

�4
�5

1

C
C
C
A
= a1

0

B
B
B
@

� 1

2

2

2

� 2

1

C
C
C
A
+ a2

0

B
B
B
@

0

1

0

1

� 1

1

C
C
C
A
+

0

B
B
B
@

��sc
1

��sc
2

��sc
3

��sc
4

��sc
5

1

C
C
C
A

(8)

wherethe coe�cientsa 1 and a2 aregiven by,

a1 � �
w c
a =

N (0)
P

1

n= 1
(n � 1

2
+ x)� 3

240(�kB Tca)
2

; (9)

a2 =
N (0)�hvf

288(�kB Tca)
3ltr

(sin2�0 �
1

2
)

1X

n= 1

(n �
1

2
+ x)� 4 (10)

and the��sci ’sarethestrong-coupling correctionsto the

free energies. Note that in the bulk lim it (ltr ! 1 ),

a1 ! �w c
0

and a2 ! 0. W e choose a random scattering

phase shift�0 such thatsin2�0 = 1=2 and a2 = 0. Cal-

culationsperform ed with a scattering phase shiftin the

unitary lim it (sin2�0 = 1) or Born lim it (sin2�0 = 0)

have only a sm alle�ecton the m agnitude ofga(�) and

do not alter our conclusions. The strong-coupling cor-

rections relative to the weak-coupling value ��sci =�
w c
0
,

essentialto calculate accurately ga(�), are taken from

pure 3He38;nam ely,�345 is derived from m easurem ents

oftheB-phaseNM R g-shiftsand longitudinalresonance

frequency38, �12 from the norm alto B-phase heat ca-

pacity jum p39,and �245 and �5 are from m easurem ents

ofthe A 1 � A 2 splitting40 and m agnetic suppression of

the bulk AB-transition,g0(�)
36. The only unknown pa-

ram eterin the HSM isthe transportm ean path,ltr,for

which high-frequencyacousticm easurem entson oursam -

plewerefound to beconsistentwith a m ean freepath of

� 200-300 nm 31;33. In allof the calculations, Tca was

solved using Eq.7 and wasused consistently throughout

ourcalculationsofthe �i’s.

In Fig.6,thedotted lineshowsthecalculationsofga(�)

which assum es that the strong-coupling corrections are

the sam e as in the pure superuid and with a trans-

portm ean free path of200 nm . The e�ectofscattering

is to increase the polycriticalpressure,where ga(�) di-

verges,thusincreasing thestability ofthedirty B-phase.

Thism odeldoesnotdescribe ourexperim entaldata for

any reasonable value ofthe transport m ean free path.

However,weexpectthatthestrong-coupling corrections
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should scale to �rst-orderas��sci � (Tc=TF )�
w c
0
,hence

beingreduced (relativetotheweak-couplingvalue)in the

dirtysystem accordinglyto(��sci )a=�
w c
a ’ (��sci )0=�

w c
0
�

Tca
Tc0

where (��sci )a and (��sci )0 are the strong-coupling

corrections in the dirty and the pure superuids. In

Fig.6 the calculationsofga(�)werealso perform ed with

the HSM using the rescaled strong-coupling coe�cients.

They areshown with two choicesoftransportm ean free

path of200 nm (dashed line) and 150 nm (dot-dashed

line).Considering thelim itationsoftheHSM ,theagree-

m entbetween thedataand calculatedga(�)isreasonably

good. However,the better agreem nt with the sm aller

m ean freepath of150nm indicatesthatsm allervaluesof

Tca than the epexerim entalonesare needed to correctly

decsribe the strong-coupling correctionsin aerogel. But

m ore im portantly, the HSM calculations shows unam -

biguously that the strong-coupling corrections (relative

toweak-coupling)arereduced byim purityscatteringand

thatthePCP isincreased in a 98% porousaerogelabove

them elting pressure,beyond experim entalreach.Atthe

PCP,theheatcapacity jum p in theA-phaseequalsthat

oftheB-phase,equivalentto thecondition,3�13 = 2�345
in Eq. 6. The HSM with rescaled strong-coupling cor-

rections predicts a PCP of� 34 bars for a m ean free

path of200 nm and a PCP of� 40 barsfora m ean free

path of150 nm . The alm ostlineardependence on pres-

sureofga(�)thatweobservesuggeststhatthetruePCP

m ay even be higherthan estim ated from the HSM .Ex-

perim entswith higherporosity aerogels,having a corre-

spondingly largerm ean freepath,m ay beableto clarify

this situation. It m ight also be necessary to take into

account m odi�cation ofthe strong-coupling corrections

beyond a sim ple rescaling aswe have done,e.g. the ef-

fectofim puritieson spin-uctuation feedback41.

The qualitative agreem entofourdata with the HSM

calculationsusing a rescaling ofthe strong coupling cor-

rectionstothe�i’sprovidesqualitativeevidencethatthe

orbitalsym m etry ofthe orderparam eterin the aerogel

system is sim ilar to that of the pure superuid. The

expression,Eq. 4,for suppression ofthe AB-transition

is speci�c to the transition between axialand isotropic

statesand so the agreem entbetween the m odeland our

m easurem ents ofthe transition is consistent with, but

nota proofof,theiridenti�cation with A and B phases

in the dirty superuid.

Finally,itisworth noting thatin the pure superuid

g0(�) does not recover its weak-coupling value (1) at

zero pressure,but rather takes the value 1.6136. This

ratherlargedeviation from weak-coupling theory atzero

pressure,� 40% ,is unexpected since allother therm o-

dynam icm easurem entsindicatem uch sm allerdeviations

from weakcouplingatlow pressure.Atzeropressure,the

B-phase heat capacity jum p39 and A 1 � A 2 linear �eld

splitting40 are within 3% oftheir weak-coupling values.

This�nitecontribution tog0(�)atzeropressurehasbeen

interpreted asevidence that 3He isnota weak-coupling

superuid atzero pressure36. Aswe have shown above,

thestrong-couplingcorrectionsarereduced by scattering

(scaling with Tca) and should therefore be dram atically

reduced atlow pressurewhere Tca ism oststrongly sup-

pressed. W e therefore expectga(�)to recoveritsweak-

coupling lim it in aerogelat low pressure,ifindeed the

deviation ofg0(�)from weak coupling in pure3Heatlow

pressureisdue to strong-coupling corrections.O urdata

in aerogeldo notallow usto extrapolateto zero pressure

and so an accurate m easurem ent ofga(�) at low pres-

sureswould bedesirablesinceitm ightshed lighton this

problem .

C .Field dependence ofTca

The �eld dependence ofTca at 33.4 bars is shown in

Fig.7 for �elds ranging from 0 to 5 kG .The transition

is clearly �eld independent and from this we can infer

that the superuid transition is from a norm aluid to

an ESP superuid. These data contradictearlierNM R

work where a B 2 �eld dependence wasreported forthe

superuid transition in aerogel10. Upon reanalysis of

these sam e earlierresults including som e additionalex-

perim ents,by Haard38,itwasfound thattheNM R data

are consistent with the acoustic experim ents presented

hereto within experim entalerror.

In pure superuid 3He,owing to particle-hole asym -

m etry,a m agnetic�eld producesa linearsplitting ofthe

norm alto A-phase transition40. The �eld dependence

ofthe splitting between the A 1 and A 2 phase lines is 6

�K /kG near m elting pressure and is shown in Fig.7 as

dotted linesshifted to the averagevalueofTca.
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FIG .7. Field dependence the aerogelsuperuid transition

Tca at 33.4 bars. The dashed line shows the average value

ofTca. The slopes ofthe two dotted lines are the sam e as

fortheA 1 � A 2 splitting m easured forpure
3
Henearm elting

pressure40.

In contrast,for the aerogelsuperuid we do not ob-

serve any deviation ofTca from its zero-�eld value,nor
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do weobservesigni�cantbroadening ofthetransition re-

gion in the acoustic trace even atour highest�eld of8

kG (not shown in Fig.7. This splitting m ay be hard to

resolveowing to theratherbroad superuid transition in

aerogel,� 30�K .The expected linearA 1 � A 2 splitting

in the dirty superuid can be estim ated from calcula-

tions based on G inzburg-Landau theory and the HSM

(seeabove).Thebulk A 1� A 2 splitting can beexpressed

by the quantity U0 de�ned as,
36

U0 � �
(dT=dB )A 1

(dT=dB )A 2
= �

�5

�245
: (11)

which rangesforpure 3He from 0.97 atzero pressure to

1.81 atm elting pressure. In the HSM ,the U param eter

can be calculated from �5 and �245 and in aerogeltakes

thevalueatm eltingpressureofUa ’ 0:85U0 with am ean

free path of200 nm . For this estim ate,we have used

therescaled bulkstrong-couplingcorrectionsasdiscussed

above. M easurem ents ofTca in high �elds su�cient to

resolvethissplitting aredesirablein orderto establish a

betterunderstanding ofthetherm odynam icsofthedirty

superuid.

D .Supercooling ofthe aerogelA B -transition in zero

applied �eld

W ehaveshown thatthepolycriticalpointvanishesfor

superuid 3Hein 98% aerogel.Consequently,in zero�eld

we expect that superuidity occurs by a second order

transition from the norm alstate directly to the B-phase

without supercooling. O ur observation ofsupercooling

giving a large region ofm etastable A-phase with no ap-

plied �eld is quite unexpected. Supercooling was �rst

noted by Barkeretal.15 fortheaerogelAB-transition at

284 G with 4Hepreplating.Thiswasalso found forzero

applied �eld and wasstudied asa function ofm agnetic

�eld by G ervaisetal.27;35.O ursm allest�eld in thiscase

wasestim ated to belessthan 10 G .Therearea num ber

ofpossibleintrepretationsand soareview oftheexpected

behaviorin thelim itoflow m agnetic�eld isappropriate.

Taking puresuperuid 3Heasa guide,the�rsttransi-

tion encountered on coolingin a sm allbutnon-zerom ag-

netic �eld isfrom the norm alstate to the A 1-phase and

then,in the absence ofsupercooling,to the B-phase. If

thereweretobesupercoolingitislikely thattheA 2 tran-

sition would beencountered beforereachingtheB-phase.

This follows since the A 1 transition increases linearly

with �eld whereas the B-phase is suppressed quadrati-

cally.Consequently,the supercooling ofthe aerogelAB-

transition at 284 G observed by Barker etal.15 can be

explained in a trivialway:a sm allregion ofA 1-phasein

equilibrium ,<� 1�K ,is�rstencountered on cooling,lead-

ing to a m etastableA-phasethatsupercoolsuntiltheB-

phase nucleates.However,the m echanism forproducing

relativestability ofonephaseoveranother,orthenucle-

ation ofthem oststablephase,hasnotbeen explored in

such a sm allintervaloftem peraturenearTc.

Can thesam eargum entforsupercoolingin 284G hold

atvery low �eld aswell? Ifthetotal�eld forthecaseof

zeroapplied �eld werelessthan 10G then thewindow of

stability ofthe A 1-phase would be only <
� 0.03 �K .W e

�nd supercooling under these circum stance to be even

m orerem arkablesincethereisno evidenceofsim ilarsu-

percooling forthepuresuperuid atpressuresbelow the

polycriticalpoint.Ifthe phenom enon ofsupercooling in

low �eld were to be unique to the dirty superuid then

itwould requirea correspondinglyuniquenucleation sce-

nario speci�cto theaerogelAB-transition,which,in ad-

dition,m ustalsoaccountforourobservation thattheex-

tentofsupercooling is�eld independent27.Furtherm ore,

it seem s not to m ake sense to rely on details for phase

stability in such a narrow window oftem perature when

the superuid transition Tca isinhom ogeneously broad-

ened over an intervalthree orders ofm agnitude larger.

A second possibility,and onethatwebelieveto bem ore

likely,isthattherem ustbeathin,butunobserved,sliver

ofA-phasenearTca which givesriseto them etastability

that is observed. This sliver is at m ost <� 20 �K wide,

but m ight be stabilized by inhom ogeneity in the aero-

gelstructurein a m annerthatisnotyetunderstood.In

Fig.8,them etastablephasediagram from G ervaisetal.27

isshown with no applied m agnetic �eld ranging in pres-

sure from 15 to 33.4 bars. The region ofm etastability

is strikingly sim ilar to that observed by Barkeretal.15

in a �eld of284 G ,with 4He preplating,and fora m uch

largeraerogelsam ple.ThecriticalradiusR c forB-phase

nucleation m ay play an im portantrole,sincea largecrit-

icalradiusin the aerogelm ightgiveriseto the observed

m etastability.An estim ate35 nearm eltingpressuresfrom

thesusceptibility di�erenceand �eld dependenceofTA B a

showsthatitisslightly largerin aerogel,R aero
c � 5R bulk

c ,

at the sam e value ofT=TA B . In pure 3He the critical

radius has not been m easured below m elting pressure.

Futurework in a m agnetically shielded environm entand

with di�erentaerogeldensities,togetherwith character-

ization ofR c asa function ofpressure,could bring som e

understanding to thispuzzle.
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FIG .8. Phasediagram form etastable
3
HeA-phasein 98%

porous aerogelin zero applied m agnetic �eld. The triangles

are the aerogelsuperuid transition and the open circlesthe

aerogelA-B transition on cooling. The insetshowsthe m ag-

nitudeofsupercooling oftheaerogelA-B transition asa func-

tion ofpressure.Thedotted linesarethepure 3Hesuperuid

phase with A,B and solid phasesindicated.

For allexperim ents to date it has been unavoidable

that pure and dirty superuids be juxtaposed. In fu-

ture work it m ay be possible to explore the connection

between these two unconventionalsuperuids and such

experim ents can bene�t from detailed knowledge ofthe

phase diagram . In this spirit we have recently investi-

gated thenucleation oftheAB-transition35 showingthat

proxim ity coupling between the pureand dirty superu-

idsistoo weak to actasa sourceofnucleation.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

W ehavedescribed thephasediagram ofsuperuid 3He

in 98% aerogel.In thisphase diagram we �nd two equi-

librium states which we callA and B,by analogy with

pure 3He. The B-phase is favored in zero �eld and is

destablized byam agnetic�eld yieldingtheA-phase.The

superuid transition from the norm alstate,i.e. norm al

toA-phasetransition,isinsensitivetom agnetic�eld.O n

thisbasisalonewecan be con�dentofthe natureofthe

spin partofthe orderparam eterassociated with each of

these phases:the A-phase isan equalspin pairing state

and the B-phase is a non-equalspin pairing state. The

�eld dependenceoftheAB-transition can beunderstood

from calculations using the HSM m odelcom bined with

a sim ple rescaling ofstrong-coupling corrections to the

quasiparticle interactions, assum ing that the A and B

dirty phases are in fact the axialand isotropic p-wave

states.Thetheory and experim entboth concurthatsuf-

�cientim purity scattering,asisthecasefor98% aerogel,

causes the polycriticalpoint to vanish. It is intriguing

thatno hintofthe expected butsm allA 1 � A 2 splitting

was observed even at �elds of� 8 kG ;however,higher

�eld experim entswillbebetterableto addressthisques-

tion.

Theextensivesupercooling oftheAB-transition,espe-

cially with no applied �eld,rem ainsa puzzle. Itcannot

be sim ply explained in term softhe phase diagram that

we present,nor in term s ofcurrent nucleation scenar-

ios. Thisraisesfurtherquestionsconcerning the nature

ofthesuperuid statein aerogeland whetheritm ightbe

inherently inhom ogeneous.

In sum m ary, the m easurem ents of the equilibrium

phasediagram of3Hewith im purity scattering im proves

our understanding of pure and dirty superuids and

sets the stage for a better understanding of its non-

equilibrium behavior,m etastability and nucleation.
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