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W e present an overview ofthe tem perature,�eld and angular dependence ofthe irreversible

m agnetization ofnon-m agneticborocarbides(Y;Lu)Ni2B 2C.W eshow thatnonlocalelectrodynam ics

inuencespinning via theunusualbehavioroftheshearm odulusin non-hexagonallattices.O n top

ofthat,weobservethatthepinningforcedensity Fp exhibitsarich anisotropicbehaviorthatsharply

contrastswith itssm allm assanisotropy.W hen H ? c,Fp ism uch largerand hasa quitedi�erentH

dependence,indicating thatotherpinning m echanism sare present.

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

Since early 1994,when the borocarbide fam ily (RNi2B2C,where R = rare earth) was discovered1{4 a series of

interesting resultshave been reported on these m aterials. The m ostrem arkable feature isthe coexistence ofsuper-

conductivity and antiferrom agnetism forR = Tm ,Er,Ho and Dy.Thehigh superconducting transition tem peratures

Tc and thebroad variation oftheratio TN =Tc (whereTN istheNeeltem perature,ranging from 1:5 K to 10 K )m ake

thisfam ily particularly appropriateto explorethatcoexistence5{9.

Interesting propertiesare also found in the non-m agnetic borocarbides,R= Y,Lu. These m aterialsexhibita non-

exponentialtem perature dependence10;11 and a non-linear � eld dependence12 ofthe electronic speci� c heat in the

superconducting phase;an anom alousuppercritical� eld Hc2 with an upward curvaturenearTc
13;14 and a four-fold

oscillation when the � eld isrotated within the basalplane15;and a square ux line lattice(FLL)athigh � elds16;17.

Although these properties were initially taken as evidence ofa non conventionalpairing m echanism 18,both the

unconventionalH c2 and thesquareFLL can also besatisfactorily explained by assum ing a non-localelectrodynam ics.

Traditionally,nonlocality wasexpected toberelevantonly in m aterialswith aG inzburg-Landau param eter� = �=� �

1 and su� ciently clean to havean electronicm ean freepath ‘� �.However,the largevortex coresm aketheoretical

analysisvery di� cultin thatcase.The borocarbides,in contrast,haveinterm ediate � values(� 10� 20)thatm ake

core e� ects m uch sm aller. This allows the non-locale� ects to be introduced perturbatively either in the London

m odel,asdone by K ogan,G urevich etal.19,orin the G inzburg-Landau theory,asshown by de W ilde etal.20 and

Park and Huse21.In both cases,the resultisa coupling ofthe supercurrentsto the underlying crystalsym m etry.

The � rstsuccessofthe K ogan-G urevich nonlocalm odelwasthe explanation19 ofthe deviationsofthe reversible

m agnetization M ofBi:2212 in them ixed statefrom thelogarithm icdependenceon m agnetic� eld,M / ln(Hc2=H ),

predicted by the London m odel22. Later on,Song et al.23 found sim ilar deviations in YNi2B2C when H k c-axis,

thatcould also bequantitatively accounted forby them odel.Recently wehaveextended thatstudy to alldirections

ofH and showed that this generalization ofthe London theory provides a satisfactory com plete description ofthe

anisotropicM (H )with a self-consistentsetofparam eters24.

In thelocalLondon m odelanisotropy isintroduced via a second rank m asstensorm ij.In tetragonalm aterialssuch

asborocarbidesm a = m b,thusthe propertiesshould be isotropicin the basalplane.However,non-localcorrections

introduce25 a fourfold anisotropy as a function ofthe m agnetic � eld orientation within the ab plane,re ecting the

square sym m etry. This �=2 periodicity was indeed observed in M in the m ixed state ofboth YNi2B2C
26;27 and

LuNi2B2C
25.
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K ogan’sm odelalso predicted28 thattwo structuraltransitionsin the FLL should occurin borocarbidesforH k c,

a � rstorderreorientation transition between two rhom bic lattices ata � eld H1 and a second ordertransition from

rhom bic to square at H 2 > H 1. Sm allangle neutron scattering (SANS) studies17 con� rm ed those predictions in

YNi2B2C.A jum p in theapicalangle� oftherhom biclattice,discontinuouswithin theresolution,occursatH 1 � 1

to 1:25kO e,and the lattice becom es square (� = 90�) atH 2 � 1:25 to 1:5kO e. According to a recentanalysisby

K nigavko etal.29,H 1 really consistsoftwo second ordertransitionstaking placein a very narrow � eld range.

Although the role ofnonlocality on the equilibrium propertiesofthe FLL isby now convincingly established,less

isknown aboutitse� ectson thenonequilibrium vortex response.Sincenonm agneticborocarbidesexhibita very low

criticalcurrent Jc for H k c,pinning correlation volum es were expected to be large,as indeed observed30. Thus,

the elastic properties ofthe FLL m ust play a key role in the pinning. As the shear m odulus C66 depends on �31,

and � undergoesa discontinuousjum p atH 1,itisbound to happen thatC66 and therefore the pinning properties

change abruptly atthis � eld30. In other words,vortex pinning,which involvesdistortions from equilibrium vortex

con� gurations,should be a� ected by the sym m etry changesin the vortex lattice.

Recently we showed32 that,in YNi2B2C and for H k c,the reorientation transition at H 1 induces a kink in the

pinning forcedensity Fp(H ).W e also observed anisotropiesin Fp both between the c-axisand the basalplane (out-

of-planeanisotropy)and within theplane(in-planeanisotropy).W efound thatFp forH ? cisoneorderofm agnitude

largerthan forH kcand hasa quitedi� erent� eld dependence.W eargued thatthissurprisingbehaviorisunlikely to

ariseeitherfrom pinning by m agneticim puritiesorfrom non-locale� ects,although werecognized thatthe evidence

supporting thoseclaim swasnotconclusive.

Here we report further studies of Fp in non-m agnetic borocarbides. W e show that the kink in Fp(H ) is also

visible in LuNi2B2C and coincides with the � eld H1 for this com pound,thus con� rm ing that it is a signature of

thisnonlocality-induced transition. W e � nd thatH1(T)slightly decreasesasT increases,in contrastto H 2(T). W e

also study the e� ectofCo-doping in Lu(Ni1�x Cox)2B2C.W e observe thatH 1 decreasesasthe nonlocale� ects are

progressively suppressed by increasing x,in agreem ent with the T dependence. Allthe LuNi2�x CoxB2C sam ples

exhibitan enorm ousout-of-plane anisotropy. Thisunam biguously dem onstratesthatthis anisotropy is due neither

to the m agnetic im purities(asthose crystalshave a density ofim puritiesm uch sm allerthan the YNi2B2C crystal),

norto nonlocality (asitdoesnotdissapearwith increasing x). W e also rule outthe precence ofsurface barriersfor

H ? cby perform ing m inorhysterisisloops.

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L D ETA ILS

W e reportm agnetization m easurem ents,perform ed with a Q uantum Design SQ UID m agnetom eter,on YNi2B2C

(Y-0),and Lu(Ni1�x Cox)2B2C with x = 0 (Lu-0),x = 1:5% (Lu-1.5) and x = 3% (Lu-3) single crystals. The

dim ensions,Tc and estim ated ‘foreach sam plearesum m arized in TableI.TheY-0 crystalisthesam eonethatwas

previously investigated in Refs.23;24;26;27;32. The norm alstate m agnetization follows a Curie law that indicates the

presenceofa very dilutedistribution oflocalized m agneticm om ents.Itcorrespondsto a rare-earth im purity content

of0:1 at. % relative to Y,probably due to contam inants in the Y starting m aterial24. The Lu(Ni1�x Cox)2B2C

crystals,grown as described elsewhere33,show a m uch weaker Curie tailat low tem peratures (T < 100K ) which

m ightarise,forexam ple,from a 0:001% m agnetic im puritiesofG d in the Lu site33.Isotherm alm agnetization loops

in the superconducting m ixed statewerem easured,and the criticalcurrentdensity Jc wasthen calculated using the

Bean’scriticalstatem odel34;35.

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

A .R eorientation phase transition

Figure1(a)showsthe pinning forcedensity Fp = jJc � B jforthe Y-0 sam ple asa function ofthe applied � eld for

H k c-axisatseveralT.W e observethatatlow � eldsFp(H )decreasesstrongly with increasing H ,butabovea � eld

H � � 1:2kO e the � eld dependence becom esm uch weaker. In a recentwork32 we showed thatthis"kink" in Fp(H )

atH � isa signatureofthereorientation phasetransition in theFLL.W ebased thisclaim in severalfacts.First,the

position ofthekink forH k c coincideswith thevalueofH 1.Second,H
� isratherinsensitiveto the� eld orientation,

in agreem entwith the behaviorofH 1 observed in SANS experim ents17.Finally,H 1=H c1 isan increasing function of

T,aspredicted by K nigavko etal.29.

TABLE I. volum e,thickness,superconductingcriticaltem peratureand electronicm ean freepath fortheinvestigated sam ples.
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sam ple V (m m
3
) t(m m ) Tc(K ) l(�A)

Y � 0 2:8 0:5 15:1 300

Lu � 0 2:5 0:3 15:7 270

Lu � 1:5 1:2 0:4 14:9 100

Lu � 3 0:44 0:2 14:1 70
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W enow expand thepreviousstudy and analyzethebehaviorofthe� eld H� when thenonlocality isreduced.In the

K ogan-G urevich description19;28 the strength ofthe nonlocalperturbationsisparam etrized by a new characteristic

distance,thenonlocality radius�(T;‘):theweakerthenonlocality e� ects,thesm aller�(T;‘).Thism eansthat�(T;‘)

decreaseswith increasing T ordecreasing ‘.Thus,ifthism odeliscorrect,an increasein T ora decreasein ‘should

producequalitatively sim ilare� ectson the nonlocality-induced transitionsH1 and H 2.
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FIG .1. Field dependence ofthe pinning force density for H k c-axis for (a) Y-0 sam ple at severaltem peratures and (b)

Lu-0,Lu-1.5 and Lu-3 sam plesatT = 5K .

A typicalway to reduce‘isto introduceim purities.Ithasbeen shown thattheincreaseofx in Lu(Ni1�x Cox)2B2C

crystalsdecreases‘withoutsigni� cantly increasing Jc
36.Recentresultscon� rm ed thattheanalogy between T and ‘

isindeed valid in thism aterialin thecaseofH 2.First,G am m eletal.
36 showed thatH 2 increasesas‘isreduced by

increasing x.Lateron,Eskildsen etal.38 showed thatH 2(T)also risesasT increases.

IfH � isindeed a signatureofH 1,weshould also � nd a correlation between itsT and ‘dependencies.In Figure 2

we plotH �(T),togetherwith H c2(T). W e observe thatH � isalm ostconstantatlow T and,unlike the rhom bic to

squaresecond ordertransition H 2(T),itslightly decreaseswith T athighertem peratures.
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FIG .2. Tem peraturedependenceoftheuppercritical�eld and thestructuralreorientation transition �eld fortheY-0sam ple

when H k c.

Todeterm inethe‘dependenceofH � weperform ed m easurem entson theLu-0,Lu-1.5and Lu-3sam plesatT = 5K

forH k c (estim atesof‘ are given in Table I).The resultsare shown in Figure 1(b),where we plotted Fp(H ). W e

observethatthe kink in Fp (indicated by thearrows)isstillvisiblein the� eld rangewherethetransition H1 should

appear,and thatitshiftsto lower� eldswith increasing x,in agreem entwith the T dependence.In otherwords,the

analogy between x and T issatis� ed forH�,thuscon� rm ing thatthe kink arisesfrom nonlocality.

Anotherinteresting factisthattheLu-0 sam plehasa largerFp than theY-0 sam pleatthesam eT,even though it

hasa lowerdensity ofm agneticim purities.Thisindicatesthatthem agneticm om entsin theY-0 arenottherelevant

pinsforthe  ux lineswhen H kc.

B .O ut-of-plane anisotropy

W enow turn to thepinning propertiesforH ? c.Figure3(a)showsFp atT = 3K fortheY-0 sam pleforH k[100],

as a function ofthe reduced � eld h = H =Hc2. The H k [001]data,already shown in � g. 1(a),is included for

com parison.Itisevidentthatthe behaviorforH k [100]isvery di� erentfrom thatobserved forH k [001].Firstwe

note thata broad m axim um developsatinterm ediate � eldshm ax � 0:15. Second,Fp ism uch largerthan forH k c

overm ostofthe � eld range.The m axim um ofthisout-of-planeanisotropy,� = Fp[100]=Fp[001],is� 20 asshown in

Figure 3(b). AthigherT the overallbehaviorand the � valuesare sim ilar. Finally,forH k [110](notshown),we

found thatFp isslightly butsystem atically sm aller(� 12% )than forH k[100].
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FIG .3. (a)Pinning force density forthesam plesY-0 atT = 3K and (c)Lu-1.5 atT = 5K forH k cand H ? c.(b)and (d)

show the outofplane anisotropy � corresponding to (a)and (c)respectively.

Hereafterwewillfocuson theorigin ofthedi� erencein Fp between thec-axisand theab-plane.Aswepointed out

in ref.32,the largeout-of-planeFp anisotropy sharply contrastswith the very sm all(< 10% )m assanisotropy24;26;25.

Therefore,explanationsbased on the anisotropicscaling frequently used in high Tc superconductors
39 areruled out.

Aswem entioned above,theY-0crystalcontainsasm allam ountofm agneticim purities24,which align preferentially

along the ab-plane and thusare a potentialsource ofthe Fp anisotropy. However,we had previously argued32 that

thiswasunlikely. Indeed,since the alignm entofthese localized m om entsincreaseswith H ,pinning should becom e

m ore directionalasthe � eld increasesand thus � should increase m onotonically with H . This is notin agreem ent

with the data in Fig.3(b),where� � rstgrowswith h,m axim izesath � hm ax and decreasesagain.In particular,Fp
isalm ostisotropicatthe peak e� ect(see dotted line which correspondsto � = 1).Thus,although we werenotable

to totally ruleoutm agneticpinning on crystalY-0,thedata suggested thatthiswasnotthe case.

Conclusive evidence that the localized m agnetic m om ents are not responsible for the large � com es from the

persistenceofthise� ectin the sam plesLu-0,Lu-1.5 and Lu-3,which havea m agneticim purity contenttwo orderof

m agnitude lowerthan the Y-0 crystal.In Figure 3(c)we show Fp(h)forthe Lu-1.5 forH k c and H ? c,atT = 5K ,

and in Figure.3(d) we plotted the corresponding � (h). W e observe that the out-of-plane anisotropy is even larger

than in theY-0 sam ple.In contrastto thebehaviorobserved in theY-0,� in theLu-1.5 increasesm onotonically with

h up to nearthepeak e� ectregion,whereitsuddenly dropsapproaching to theisotropiclim it.M easurem entson the

Lu-3 crystalatseveralT show a sim ilarbehaviorand exhibita � largerthan in the Y-0.

W e had also previously argued32 that � in the Y-0 sam ple seem s too large to be ascribed to nonlocality,which

should appearasa perturbatively sm alle� ect. Thisconclusion isunam biguously con� rm ed by the presence ofeven

larger� valuesin the doped sam plesLu-1.5 and Lu-3,wherenonlocale� ectsarestrongly suppressed.

Theexistenceofsigni� cantsurfacebarriersforH ? c,havealso been ruled outby perform ing m inorhysteresisloops

with H k abatseveralT and H .Exam plesforthe Y-0 and Lu-1.5 sam plesareshown in Figure4.Ifhysteresiswere

dueto surfacebarriersno  ux changeswould occurin thebulk whileH ischanging from onebranch ofthem ain loop

to the otherone,hence the data ofthe m inorloop connecting the lowerand upperbrancheswould be M eissner-like

straightlines37.In contrast,in the caseofbulk pinning,the linesconnecting both branchesarecurved (parabolicin

the sim plestBean m odelforan in� nite slab)justasweobservein the insetsofFigure4(a)and (b).
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FIG .4. m ain panel:hysterisisloop forH ? c atT = 5K for(a)Y-0 sam ple and (b)Lu-1.5 sam ple. The insetsshow a blow

up ofthe m inorhysterisisloopscorresponding to the fullloop showed in the m ain panel.The dotted linesshow the behavior

expected forsurface barriers.

M oreover,the Fp calculated from these m inorloopsassum ing only bulk pinning arein good agreem entwith those

obtained from them ain loops(Fig.3).Indeed,according to theisotropicBean m odelthecriticalstatepro� lecan be

com pletely inverted ifwe change the external� eld in � H = 2(4�� M )=g,where g = 1� t=3L,and tand L are the

shortestand largestsam pledim ensionsperpendicularto the� eld direction,respectively.From theinsetof� gure4(a)

we � nd thatthe width ofthe hysterisisloop is4�� M � 150G .Forthissam ple g � 0:9,thusitisexpected thatthe

connecting line between the two branchesofthe loop,reachesthe upper branch,when the � eld is decreased about

� H � 330G .Inspection of� gure4(a)showsthat� H � 500G ,in reasonably good agreem entgiven the sim plicity of

the m odel.The sam eanalysison the data ofthe insetof� gure4(b),ledsto a sim ilarconclusion.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

Non-m agnetic borocarbides provide a very attractive ground to study the lim it ofvery low pinning forces. The

high quality ofthe crystalshavethe double bene� tofproducing largem ean free paths,resulting in m easurablenon-

locale� ects,and a very dilute distribution ofvortex pinning centers. The com bination ofboth factors allows the

observation ofthe in uence ofnonlocality on vortex pinning. Thisisa ratherunexplored � eld,and furtherstudies,

both experim entaland theoretical,are needed. O n the other hand,the origin ofthe large out-of-plane anisotropy

in Fp isunclearand deservesfurtherinvestigation. W e have conclusively ruled outexplanationsbased on the m ass

anisotropy,pinning by m agnetic im purities,non-locale� ectsand surface barriers.A sim ple explanation foritcould

be the presenceofsom estillunidenti� ed anisotropicpinning centers,such asplanardefects.
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