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Abstract

Them agnetization ofan ensem ble ofisolated lead grainsofsizesranging

from below 6 nm to 1000 nm ism easured.A sharp disappearanceofM eissner

e�ectwith lowering ofthe grain size isobserved forthe sm allergrains.This

isa directobservation by m agnetization m easurem entofthe occurrence ofa

criticalparticlesizeforsuperconductivity,which isconsistentwith Anderson’s

criterion.

In 1957 Bardeen,Cooper and Schrie� er (BCS) introduced their m echanism forsuper-

conductivity [1],which gives an excellent description oflow Tc superconductivity in bulk

sam ples. Very soon afterwards,the question ofthe size dependence ofsuperconductivity

arose,and in 1959Anderson claim ed [2]thatforgrainssosm allsuch thattheirlevelspacing

d islargerthan the bulk gap � ,superconductivity would notexist,since such a grain will

nothave even one condensed level. Anderson’sstatem entwasparticularly intriguing since

itclaim s,on theotherhand,thatgrainsm uch sm allerthan thecoherencelength � do have

superconducting properties(thecondition d = � isful� lled atagrain ofsize�(1=3)�
(2=3)

F � �

where �F isthe Ferm iwave length). M otivated by thisstatem ent,Giaverand Zeller[3,4]

m easured the conductivity ofsm allsuperconducting grains. They have indeed con� rm ed

thatgrainsm uch sm allerthan � have a gap � in theirsingle particle spectrum ,butthey
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could notcon� rm thelossofthisproperty atsm allergrains,in theregim ewhered > � (to

be called the ultrasm allregim e).Only recently Ralph Black and Tinkham (RBT)[5]have

shown thata superconducting property persistswhen thesize ofthegrain isreduced until

the Anderson lim it(where d = � ),but is lostin the ultrasm allregim e. RBT have m ea-

sured thetunneling spectrum ofsingleAlum inum grainsin therangeof3� 5 nm ,and have

shown thatforthelargergrains,forwhich d < � ,thereexistsa gap of2� in thetunneling

spectrum ofgrainswith an odd num ber ofparticles. The sm allergrains,with d � � did

notshow thisproperty.Thisbeautifulexperim entinitiated vasttheoreticalwork,in which

superconductivity ofsm allgrainswas studied,and particularly the crossover between the

regim e where d > � and the ultrasm allregim e (see [6]and references therein). However,

on theexperim entalsidethework ofRBT rem ained thesinglework which investigated the

crossoveracrosstheAnderson lim it.

In this paper we present m easurem ents ofthe m agnetization ofan ensem ble of1012

Pb grains,ranging in size from 1000 nm down to grains sm aller than 6 nm . The larger

grains,down to 30 nm in size,showed diam agnetic response with the wellknown � nite

size correction [7]. However,at a sm aller size,estim ated to be roughly 5 nm ,an abrupt

change was found in the diam agnetic response,which,within the experim entalaccuracy,

vanishes for the sm aller grains. The above size is in agreem ent with the Anderson lim it

forlead. Thus,ourresults suggestthatgrainswith d < � show the M eissner e� ect,and

grains with d > � do not. In the case ofRBT the loss ofthe superconducting property

atthe Anderson lim itwasa directconsequence ofthe criterion itself,i.e. assoon asd >

� the superconducting gap can not be distinguished from the gap due to the � nite level

spacing. Forthe M eissner e� ect m easured here,the relation between the Anderson lim it

and theexistenceofthesuperconducting property islessim m ediate,and thereforeofadeep

physicalm eaning,re ecting the connection between the superconducting correlationsand

theM eissnere� ect.Itsuggeststhatindeed,aslongasthereareeven afew condensed levels,

theircorrelationssu� ce to create the M eissnere� ect,butassoon asthere isnoteven one

condensed level,theM eissnere� ectdisappears.
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A m easurem ent ofthe m agnetic response ofsm allsuperconducting grainsrequired the

possibility to produce a large ensem ble ofsm allgrains,with good size control,which are

isolated onefrom theother.W eachieved thisby usingam ethod developed in ourlaboratory

in 1990[8].Thelead particlesaredeposited intotheporesofpolycarbonatenucleporem em -

branes(NP),and duetothecon� nem entin theporestheparticlesdonotagglom erate.The

deposition oflead particlesinto NP m em braneswasperform ed by counter-currentdi� usion

ofa Pb-saltand a reducing agentfrom opposite sidesofthe m em branes(see experim ental

setup in Fig.1).Thesehydrophilicpolyvinylpyrrolidone(PVP)coated polycarbonatem em -

braneshave straight-through poresdistributed random ly on the surface and penetrating

the surface atan angle ofincidence � 34�. The NP m em braneswere equilibrated in triple

distilled waterforan hour;them em braneswerem ounted into a cellshown in Fig.1.

Upon com pletion ofthe m ounting process,the two stirred cham bers were � lled with

lead salt on the dullside ofthe m em brane and with reducing agent on the shining side.

The reducing agentwas0:2M aqueousNaBH 4 solution.The lead saltsolution was80cc of

0:03M PbNO 3 + 20ccof1M HNO 3.Thesetwo solutionswereintroduced sim ultaneously to

thetwo cham bersofthedi� usion cell.Thedeposition tim evaried with theporesizeofthe

m em branesand thedesired lead loadingintothepores.Thistim evaried from afew m inutes

forafullloadingofa1000nm m em branetoafew hoursfora10nm NP.Upon com pletion of

thedeposition process,both cham berswereem ptied and � lled with absolutealcoholforone

m inute.TheNP m em braneswerethen dried on blotting paper.Notethatthelead saltwas

introduced in an acidic solution to prevent the form ation ofhydroxide species which m ay

lead to the form ation oflead oxide. To revealthe m orphology ofthe lead particlesin the

poresofthe NP m em branesTEM (transm ission electron m icroscope)im aging wascarried

out.NP m em braneswereem bedded inepoxyresin andsectioned intothin(50� 70nm )slices.

Sliceswere cutparallelto the NP m em brane surface,thusapproxim ately perpendicularto

the pores in the m em branes. Fig. 2 shows such slices through the m em branes for few

NP diam eters. In Fig. 3 we show a slice which is alm ost parallelto the pores ofthe

NP.The TEM m icrographsshow good controlofthe diam eterofthe em bedded particles.
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However the particle length,especially at high loading,varies as shown in Fig. 3. The

lead weightcontentperunitsurfaceofa m em branewasdeterm ined by inductively coupled

plasm aem ission spectroscopy (ICP)afterdigestion oflead intoa65% HNO 3 solution.XRD

characterization ofthelead loaded NP m em branesshowed thepresence ofm etalliclead.

M agnetization m easurem entswereperform ed with a M PM S2 � eld screened m agnetom e-

ter. Allm agnetization curves presented are corrected forthe diam agnetic contribution of

thepolym ericm em branes.Forthelargergrains,ofsizes30� 1000nm ,weobtain theknown

m agnetization curves ofsm allsuperconducting particles [7,9]. In Fig. 4 we present M ag-

netization (M )vs. m agnetic � eld (H )curvesat5K forfew pore sizesin the above range.

These m easurem ents were perform ed with H parallelto the m em brane surface. The data

werenorm alized according to Eq.(1),assum ing thatthedi� erencebetween thefreeenergy

density gn � gs isindependentofthesizeoftheparticles;

gn � gs = �
Z

h

0

M dH e = A (1)

where H e isthe external� eld and A isthe area underthe m agnetization curve [9]. Since

the slope ofthe m agnetization curve is sm aller for a sm allspecim en than for a bulk one

ofthe sam e shape,the m agnetization continuesto higher� eldsto have the sam e area,i.e.

thecritical� eld,h,asdeterm ined from theinterceptofthetangentto therising branch of

m agnetization and thehorizontal� eld independentbranch,shiftstohigher� eldsforsm aller

particles.W e observe thisshift,aswellasa shiftofthe m agnetization m inim um to higher

� eld valuesupon thedecreasein thediam eteroftheparticles.Plotting h=Hc asfunction of

1=R,whereR istheradiusoftheporesin theNP m em braneand H c isthecritical� eld for

thebulk lead (H c = 415 Oeat5K ),weobtain (seeinsertofFig 4)therelationship [7,9]

h

H c

= 1+
b

R
(2)

with b= 7:62� 10�6 cm (forthedatain Ref.[9]asim ilarrelation wasfound,with b= 11� 10�6

cm [7]).

However,forsm allergrains,ofsizes10 nm and below,we� nd a very di� erentbehavior

ofM vs.H .W eusea m em brane with 10 nm pores,and controlthesizeofthelead grains

4



inside these poresby varying thedeposition tim e.Thecontentoflead perunitarea ofthe

m em branes was determ ined by the ICP technique. W e � nd that below 5�g=cm
2
loading

no M eissnere� ectisobserved,see Fig.5. The transition,asfunction ofsize,between the

regim ewhereM eissnere� ectisobserved and theregim ewhereitisnotobserved issharp,as

can beseen in theinsertofFig.5,wheretheintegralvaluesunderthem agnetization curves

asfunction ofthelead loadingsaredrawn.W eestim atethesizeofthegrainsforwhich the

transition occursto be below 6 nm . Thisestim ate isconsistentwith the condition d = �

forlead particles,which givesan approxim atesizeof5 nm .Thisisthecentralresultofthis

paper.

Anotherobservation forthesegrainsizesisthatthecritical� eld,h,doesnotobeyEq.(2),

butisconsiderably sm aller.W edonothaveaclearunderstanding ofthephysicsresponsible

forthisobservation.W ewould liketo m ention,in thisregard,thatrecentexperim ental[10]

and num erical[11]works have found that at grain sizes ofthis order,lead grains change

theircrystalline structure due to the large portion ofsurface atom s. Such a change could

a� ectthesuperconducting propertiesofthegrain.W ewould liketo stressthatthelowering

ofthecritical� eld and thelossoftheM eissnere� ectoccuratdi� erentgrain sizes,and are

thereforeclearly two di� erentphenom ena.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. Di�usion Cell. 1: PM M A transparent body. 2 and 4: pressure clam p. 3: m agnetic

stirrer.5 and 6:shaftassem bly forthe stirrers.7:NP m em brane.

FIG .2. TEM m icrographs,slices parallelto the m em brane for (A) 10 nm m em brane loaded

with lead (B)30 nm NP m em brane(C)50 nm NP m em brane (D)100 nm NP m em brane.

FIG .3. TEM m icrograph for50 nm NP m em brane,slice perpendicularto the m em brane.

FIG .4. Norm alized m agnetization vs. H at5K according to Eq.1 fordi�erentpore size NP

m em branesloaded with lead.Insert:norm alized critical�elds,h=H c vs.1=R (see text).

FIG .5. M vs.H at5K fordi�erentloadsoflead into 10 nm NP m em branes.Insert:theinte-

gralunderthem agnetization curvesin the�eld lim its0� 4000 O e,asfunction oflead loading into

pores.G raphscorrespond to lead loadsand deposition tim esasfollows:(i)1:2�g=cm
2
;0:5 hours

(ii)3:9�g=cm
2
;1:0 hours(iii)9:1�g=cm

2
;2:0 hours(iv)11:7�g=cm

2
;2:5 hours(v)14:6�g=cm

2
;3:0

hours(vi)19:6�g=cm
2
;4:0 hours
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Fig. 1

Title: Magnetization of small lead partiles
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Fig. 2
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Fig. 3
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Fig. 4

Title: Magnetization of small lead partiles
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Fig. 5

Title: Magnetization of small lead partiles
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