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W e present an overview of the tem perature, eld and angular dependence of the irreversible
m agnetization ofnon-m agnetic borocarbides (Y ;Lu)N £B,C .W e show that nonlocalelectrodynam ics
In uencespinning via the unusualbehavior of the shear m odulus in non-hexagonal Jattices. O n top
ofthat, we observe that the pinning force density F exhibitsa rich anisotropic behavior that sharply
contrasts w ith its sm allm ass anisotropy. W hen H ? ¢, F, ismuch larger and has a quite di erent H
dependence, indicating that other pinning m echanism s are present.

I. NTRODUCTION

Since early 1994, when the borocarbide fam iy RN 4B,C, where R = rare earth) was djsoovered?.{:i’I a series of
Interesting resuls have been reported on these m aterials. The m ost rem arkable feature is the coexistence of super—
conductivity and antiferrom agnetian forR = Tm ,Er, Ho and Dy. T he high superconducting transition tem peratures
T. and the broad variation of the ratio Ty =T. Where Ty isthe N geltem perature, ranging from 1:5 K to 10 K ) m ake
this fam ily particularly appropriate to explore that ooexjstenoe:_-t’{:? .

Interesting properties are also found,in the non-m agnetic borocarbides, R=Y ,Lu. These m aterials exhbi a non—
exponential tem perature dependenoeﬁq’-“: and a non-linear eld dependenoa%za| of the electronic,speci c heat in the
superconducting phase; an anom alous upper critical eld H., wih an upward curvature near Tcﬁ’}‘f and a foyrfold
oscillation when the el is rotated w ithin the basalpland?; and a square ux line lattice FLL) at high eldgt?.

A though these properties were nitially taken as evidence of a non conventional pairing m echanisn '.1’5, both the
unconventionalH ., and the squareFLL can also be satisfactorily explained by assum ing a non-localelectrodynam ics.
T raditionally, nonlocality w as expected to be relevant only In m aterialsw ith a G inzburg-Landau param eter = =
1 and su ciently clean to have an electronicm ean free path * . How ever, the large vortex coresm ake theoretical
analysis very di cul in that case. The borocarbides, in contrast, have Interm ediate values (10 20) that m ake
core e ectsmuch snaller. This allow s the non-locale ects to be Introduced perturbatively either in the London
m odel, as done by K ogan, G urevich et all?, or in the G Inzburg-L.andau theory, as shown by de W ilde et al2% and
Park and Huse?%. Th both cases, the result is a coupling of the supercurrents to,the underlying crystal sym m etry.

The 1rst success of the K ogan-G urevich nonlocalm odel w as the exp]anatjor%g- of the deviations of the reversble
m agnetization M ofB i2212 in the m ixed state from the ]p?arjﬂm ic dependence on m agnetic eld,M / In H.=H ),
predicted by the London m ode4. Later on, Song et al®i ound sin ilar deviations .n YN B,C when H k caxis,
that could also be quantitatively accounted for by the m odel. R ecently we have extended that study to alldirections
of H and showed that this generalization of the London ,theory provides a satisfactory com plete description of the
anisotropicM () w ith a selfconsistent set of param eter<4.

In the JocalL.ondon m odel anisotropy is Introduced via a second rank m ass tensorm ;5. In tetragonalm aterials such
as borocarbidesm 5, = m , thus the properties should be isotropic in the basalplane. H owever, non—local corrections
introduce?? a HurdHld anisotropy as a function of the m agnetic eld ordentation w ithin the ab plane, re ,ecting the
square sy m etry. This =2 periodicity was indeed observed in M in the m ixed state of both YN B ,C2927% and
LuN B,C%3.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207502v1

Kogan’sm odel also predjctedgq that two structural transitions in the FLL should occur in borocarbides forH k ¢,
a st order reorientation transition between two rhombic Jattices at a eld H apd a second order transition from
rhom bic to square at H, > H;. Small angke neutron scattering (SANS) studied? con med those predictions in
YNB,C.A jmp in the apicalangle ofthe rhombic Jattice, discontinuous w ithin the resolution, occurs at H 1 1
to 125k0 e, and the lattice becomes square ( = 90 ) at H, 125 to 15k0e. According to a recent analysis by
Knigavko et al.@gn, H; really consists oftwo second order transitions taking place in a very narrow eld range.

A though the role of nonlocality on the equilbbrium properties of the FLL is by now convincingly established, less
isknown about itse ectson the nonequilbrium vortex resoonse. Since nonm agnetic borocarbides exhibit,a very low
critical current J. for H k ¢, pinhning correlation volum es were expected to be large, as indeed observed'fq . Thus,
the elastic properties of the FLL must play a key role in the pinning. A s the shear m odulus Cg¢ depends on &L,
and undergoes a discontinwous jump at H 1, it is bound to happen that C¢g and therefore the pinning properties
change abruptly at this ex®d. m other words, vortex pinning, which involves distortions from equilbriim vortex
con gurations, should, be a ected by the sym m etry changes In the vortex lattice.

Recently we show ed®? that, in YN4B,C and for H k ¢, the reorientation transition at H 1 induces a kink iIn the
pinning force density F, # ). W e also ocbserved anisotropies in F, both between the caxis and the basalplane (out-
ofplane anisotropy) and w ithin the plane (in-plane anisotropy). W e found that F, forH ? c is one order ofm agniude
largerthan forH k cand hasa quitedi erent eld dependence. W e argued that this surprising behavior is unlikely to
arise either from pinning by m agnetic in purities or from non-locale ects, although we recognized that the evidence
supporting those clain s was not conclisive.

Here we report further studies of F;, in non-m agnetic borocarbides. W e show that the kink in F, H ) is also
visble in LuN £B,C and coincides wih the eld H; for this com pound, thus con m ing that it is a signature of
this nonlocality-induced transition. W e nd that Hy (T ) slightly decreases as T increases, in contrast to H, (T). W e
also study the e ect ofCodoping in Lu@®i 4 Coy)2B,C . W e observe that H; decreases as the nonlocale ects are
progressively suppressed by increasing x, In agreem ent w ith the T dependence. A1l the LuN} 4 CoxB,C sam ples
exhibit an enom ous out-ofplane anisotropy. T his unam biguously dem onstrates that this anisotropy is due neither
to the m agnetic in purities (as those crystals have a density of In purities m uch am aller than the YN B,C crystal),
nor to nonlocality (@s it does not dissapear w ith Increasing x). W e also rule out the precence of surface barriers for
H ? cby perform ing m inor hysterisis loops.

II.EXPERIM ENTAL DETA ILS

W e report m agnetization m easurem ents, perform ed w ith a Q uantum D esign SQ UID m agnetom eter, on YN 3B ,C
¥ -0), and LuN3j x Cox)2B2C with x = 0 Lu0), x = 15% @Lulb) and x = 3% (Lu-3) sihglk crystals. The
din ensions, T. and estin ated * foreach sam ple are summ arized In Tabl I.The Y -0 crystal is the sam e one that was
previously investigated in R 23242427182 T he nom al state m agnetization Hllows a Curie law that indicates the
presence of a very dilute distrdbution of localized m agnetic m om ents. Tt corresponds to a-rare-earth im puriy content
of 01 at. $ reltive to Y, probably due to contam inants in the Y starting m ateriaf4. The Lu®i x Coy)2BsC
crystals, grown as described e]sewherégjn, show a much weaker Curie tail at low, -tem peratures (I < 100K ) which
m ight arise, for exam ple, from a 0:001% m agnetic im purities ofGd in the Lu sitef?. Isothem alm agnetization loops
In the superconducting m ixegl-state were m easured, and the critical current density J. was then calculated using the
Bean’s crirical state m odeB4%4 .

IIT.RESULTS AND DISCUSIONS
A .Reorientation phase transition

Fjgure-r_]: (@) show s the pinning force density F, = J. B jforthe Y -0 sam ple as a function of the applied eld for
H k caxisat severalT . W e observe that at ow eldsF, H ) decreases strongly w ith increasing H , but abovea eld
H 12kOe the el dependence becom es much weaker. In a recent works we showed that this "kink" in Fp®)
atH is a signature of the reorientation phase transition in the FLL.W e based this clain in several facts. F irst, the
position ofthe kink for H k ¢ coincidesw ith the valie ofH ;. Second,,H  is rather insensitive to the eld ordentation,
in agreem ent w ith the behavior ofH ; observed in SAN S experin entd?. Finall, H 1=H 1 is an increasing function of
T, as predicted by K nigavko et alg.

TABLE I. volum e, thickness, superconducting criticaltem perature and electronicm ean free path forthe investigated sam ples.




sam ple Vmm?) tmm) To K ) 1@)
Y 0 28 05 1541 300
Lu 0 25 0:3 1557 270
Lu 15 12 04 149 100
Lu 3 0:44 02 141 70




W enow expand the previgug sl:udy and analyze thebehaviorofthe eldH when the nonlocality is reduced. In the
K ogan-G urevich descnthonM 24 the strength of the nonlocal perturbations is param etrized by a new characteristic
distance, the nonlocality radius (T;Y): the weakerthe nonlocality e ects, theanaller (T;‘). Thismeansthat (T;")
decreases w ith Increasing T or decreasing ‘. T hus, if thism odel is correct, an increase in T or a decrease in " should
produce qualitatively sin ilar e ects on the nonlocality-induced transitions H; and H ;.
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FIG.1l. Field dependence of the pinning force density for H k caxis for @) Y -0 sam ple at several tem peratures and (o)
Lu0,Lu-l5and Lu3 samplsat T = 5K .

A typicalway to reduce ' isto Introduce in purities., It hasbeen shown that the increaseofx n Lu N i x Cox)2B,C
crystals decreases ‘' w thout signi cantly ncreasing Qﬁé. . Recent resulis con m ed that the analogy between T and *
is indeed valid In thism aterial in the case of H , . First, Gamm elet al84 showed that H 2 Increases as ‘ is reduced by
Increasing x. Later on, E skildsen et al%8 showed that H 5> (T) also rises as T increases.

IfH is Indeed a signature ofH;, we should also nd a correlation between s T and ' dependencies. In Fjgure'_.'z
weplbtH (T),togetherwith He, (T). W e observe that H  is alm ost constant at low T and, unlke the rhom bic to
square second order transition H , (T ), it slightly decreasesw ith T at higher tem peratures.
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FIG .2. Tem perature dependence of the upper critical eld and the structural reorientation transition eld fortheY -0 sam ple
when H kc.
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To determ ne the ‘dependence ofH weperform ed m easurem entson the Lu-0, Lu-1.5 and Lu3 samplksat T = 5K
for H k ¢ (estim ates of ‘ are given in Table I). The results are shown in Fjgure:g:(b),wherewep]otted F,H). We
observe that the kink in F, (indicated by the arrow s) is stillvisble in the eld range where the transition H; should
appear, and that it shiftsto lower eldsw ith increasing x, in agreem ent w ith the T dependence. In other words, the
analogy between x and T issatis ed forH , thuscon m ing that the kink arises from nonlocality.

A nother interesting fact is that the Lu-0 sam ple hasa lJargerF, than the Y -0 sam ple at the sam e T, even though it
has a Iower density ofm agnetic in purities. T his indicates that the m agneticm om ents in the Y -0 are not the relevant
pihs forthe ux lneswhen H kc.

B .0 utofplane anisotropy

W e now tum to the pinning properties forH ? c. Fjgure-'_Z%(a) showsF, at T = 3K fortheY-0 sample forH k [100],
as a function of the reduced eld h = H=H,. TheH k [01] data, already shown in g. :_i @), is included for
com parison. It is evident that the behavior forH k [100] isvery di erent from that ocbserved for H k [001]. First we
note that a broad m axinum develops at nterm ediate eldsh .« 0:15. Second, F, ismuch larger than forH k c
overm ost ofthe eld range. Them aximum of this out-ofplane anisotropy, = § [100FF,[001], is 20 as shown in
Figure :_3 ). At higher T the overall behavior and the values are sin ilar. Finally, for H k [L10] (not shown), we
found that F, is slightly but system atically amaller ( 12% ) than forH k [100].



N
o

=
(&2

H // [100]

F (kG.kA/cnf)

P

F_(kG.kA/cm)
5

P
(5]

H // [001]
t f H0

i Lu-15 110

T=5K

a

. (100} (001

L 0
0.01 0.1 1

HIH

c2

FIG.3. (@) Pinning force density orthe samplesY-0at T = 3K and (c) Lu-1l5atT = 5K forH kcand H ?c. (o) and (d)
show the out ofplane anisotropy corresponding to (a) and (c) respectively.

Herpafferwe w ill ocus on the origin ofthe di erence in F, between the caxis and the abplane. A swe ponted-qut
i ref®3, the large out-ofplane F, anisotropy sharmply contrasts w ith the very small (< 10% ) m ass a,rﬁso&opy@‘:;gf’:@q .
T herefore, explanations based on the anisotropic scaling frequently used In high T, supe,monductorﬁq are ruled out.

A swem entioned above, the Y 0 crystalcontainsa an allam ount ofm agnetic in purjtjeﬁ‘g , which align preferentially
along the ab-plane and thus are a potential source of the F, anisotropy. H ow ever, we had previously axguedf%' that
this was unlkely. Indeed, since the alignm ent of these localized m om ents Increases w ith H , pinning should becom e
m ore directional as the eld increases and thus  should increase m onotonically wih H . This is not in agreem ent
w ith the data in Fjg:_I% ), where rst growswith h,maximizesath jf.x and decreases again. In particular, F,
is alm ost isotropic at the peak e ect (see dotted line which correspondsto = 1). Thus, although we were not able
to totally rule out m agnetic pinning on crystalY -0, the data suggested that this was not the case.

Conclusive evidence that the localized m agnetic m om ents are not respoonsible for the large com es from the
persistence of thise ect in the sam ples Lu-0, Lu-1.5 and Lu-3, which have a m agnetic in purity content two order of
m agniude lower than the Y -0 crystal. In Fjgure:_j(c) we show Fy h) forthe Lu-15 forH kcandH ?c,at T = 5K,
and In Figure. ::J! (d) we pltted the corresponding (). W e ocbserve that the out-ofplane anisotropy is even larger
than in the Y -0 sam ple. In contrast to the behavior observed in the Y -0, in the Lu-1.5 increasesm onotonically w ith
h up to near the peak e ect region, where it suddenly drops approaching to the isotropic lim it. M easurem ents on the
Lu-3 crystalat severalT show a sin ilar behavior and exhibia largerthan in the Y-0.

W e had also previously arguedfz: that 1n the Y-0 sampl seam s too large to be ascribed to nonlocality, which
should appear as a perturbatively smalle ect. This conclusion is unambiguously con m ed by the presence of even
larger values in the doped sam ples Lu-1.5 and Lu-3, where nonlocale ects are strongly suppressed.

T he existence of signi cant surface barriers for H ? ¢, have also been ruled out by perform ing m inor hysteresis loops
with H k ab at severalT and H . Exam ples for the Y -0 and Lu-1.5 sam pls are shown in Fjgure:ff. If hysteresis were
due to surface barriersno ux changeswould occur In thebuk while H ischanging from one branch ofthem ain loop
to the other gne, hence the data of the m inor loop connecting the lower and upper branches would be M eissner-like
straight lnefl. contrast, in the case ofbuk pinning, the lines connecting both branches are curved (parabolic in
the sin plest Bean m odel for an in nite slab) jist as we observe in the insets ofFjgure-'_h (@) and @©).
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FIG .4. main panel: hysterisis loop forH 2cat T = 5K for (@) Y0 sampl and (o) Lu-1.5 sample. The insets show a blow
up of the m inor hysterisis loops corresponding to the full loop showed in the m ain panel. The dotted lines show the behavior
expected for surface barriers.

M oreover, the F, calculated from these m inor loops assum ing only buk pinning are in good agreem ent w ith those
obtained from them ain loops F ig. :_3) . Indeed, according to the isotropic Bean m odelthe critical state pro le can be
com pltely inverted ifwe change the extermal edin H = 24 M )=g,whereg= 1 3L, and tand L are the
shortest and largest sam ple din ensions perpendicular to the eld direction, respectively. From the inset of qur;_a: 4 (@)
we nd that the width of the hysterisis loop is4 M 150G . Forthis samplke g 09, thus i is expected that the
connecting line between the two branches of the loop, reaches the upper branch, when the eld is decreased about

H 330G . Inspection of g‘uré_:4 (@) showsthat H 500G , in reasonably good agreem ent given the sim plicity of
the m odel. The sam e analysis on the data of the inset of g‘ure:_?l ©), kds to a sin ilar conclusion.

IVv.CONCLUSIONS

N on-m agnetic borocarbides provide a very attractive ground to study the lin it of very low pining forces. The
high quality of the crystals have the doubl bene t ofproducing largem ean free paths, resulting in m easurable non—
Iocale ects, and a very dilute distribution of vortex pinning centers. The com bination of both factors allow s the
observation of the in uence of nonlocality on vortex pinning. This is a rather unexplored eld, and further studies,
both experim ental and theoretical, are needed. On the other hand, the origin of the large out-ofplane anisotropy
n Fp is unclear and deserves further investigation. W e have conclusively ruled out explanations based on the m ass
anisotropy, pinning by m agnetic in purities, non-locale ects and surface barriers. A sin pl explanation for it could
be the presence of som e stillunidenti ed anisotropic pinning centers, such as planar defects.
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