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W ehaveused sm all-angle-neutron-scattering (SANS)and acm agneticsusceptibility toinvestigate

theglobalm agnetic �eld H vstem peratureT phasediagram ofa single crystalNb in which a �rst-

order transition ofBragg-glass m elting (disordering),a peak e�ect,and surface superconductivity

are allobservable. It was found that the disappearance ofthe peak e�ect is directly related to a

m ulticriticalbehaviorin the Bragg-glass transition. Fourcharacteristic phase boundary lineshave

been identi�ed on the H � T plane: a �rst-order line at high �elds,a m ean-�eld-like continuous

transition line atlow �elds,and two continuoustransition line associated with the onsetofsurface

and bulk superconductivity.Allfourlinesare found to m eetata m ulticriticalpoint.

PACS num bers:74.25.Q t 61.12.Ex

An outstanding question concerning the Abrikosov

vortex stateoftype-IIsuperconductorsiswhethera gen-

uine order-disorder transition can stilloccur in vortex

m attereven though true crystalline ordercannotbe at-

tained due to random pinning by im purities [1]. There

areconvincing theoreticalargum ents[2,3,4,5]and nu-

m ericalevidence [6]suggesting that, instead ofa true

vortexcrystal,anovelBraggglassphasewith quasi-long-

rangeordercan existin bulk sam pleswith weak random

pinning; hence a true order-disorder transition can oc-

curwhen the topologicalorderofthe Bragg glassisde-

stroyed,by therm aluctuationsand/orrandom pinning.

However,itisstillcontroversialasto whethera Bragg

glassm elting(ordisordering)transition istheunderlying

m echanism ofthe well-known anom aly of\peak e�ect"

in weak-pinningtype-IIsuperconductors[7].Recentneu-

tron scattering experim ents on Nb [8],and V 3Si[9],as

wellas STM studies of 2H-NbSe2 [10]allsuggested a

disordering transition atthe peak e�ect,and the phase

transition appearsto be �rstorder[8]. However,ithas

been reported thatsom esam plesofsim ilarquality,e.g.,

havingonlyweakpointlikepinningcenters,donotshow a

peak e�ect,nora disordering phasetransition [11].This

raisesan obvious,butintriguing,question:Isthefateof

the peak e�ect,i.e. appearing or disappearing,related

to a m ulticriticalbehavior in the phase transition into

the Bragg glass? In this Letter,we report the �rst di-

rectevidencethatthedisappearanceofthepeak e�ectis

related to a m ulticriticalpointon the Bragg-glassphase

boundary.

O urexperim entwascarried outusing the 30m SANS

instrum entsNG 7 and NG 3 attheNIST CenterforNeu-

tron Research on a Nb singlecrystal(99.998% in purity)

in which both the peak e�ectand the �rst-orderBragg-

glass m elting (disordering) transition were observed at

the sam e tem peratures[8]. The sam ple has a zero-�eld

Tc = 9.16 K ,and an estim ated G inzburg-Landau param -

eter �1(0)= 2.0. The m ean wavelength ofthe incident

neutron beam was� = 6.0�A and thewavelength spread

11% (FW HM ).Theexperim entalcon�guration isshown

in theinsetofFig.1 (a).A cadm ium m ask wasused such

thatonly the centralportion ofthe sam ple wasexposed

to the incom ing neutron beam . The scattered neutrons

were captured by a 2D detector of128x128 pixels (the

pixelsizeis0.5cm by 0.5cm )15.3m awayfrom thesam -

ple. The dc m agnetic �eld wasapplied in the direction

ofthe incom ing neutron beam using a horizontalsuper-

conducting m agnet.A coilwaswound on the sam ple to

allow in situ acm agnetic susceptibility m easurem ents.

Fig.1(a) shows the SANS data at H = 3.0 kO e. The

G aussian width data are obtained from �tting the m ea-

sured (Bragg)intensity vs.azim uthalangleto six G aus-

sian peaksevenly spaced 60o apart. Itisclearthatthe

azim uthalwidths,a m easureoforientationaldisorderin

the vortex array,arestrongly history dependent.Super-

cooling and superheating e�ects are observed for �eld-

cooling (FC)and �eld-cooled-warm ing(FCW )paths,re-

spectively. As reported previously [8], the disordered

phase at T > Tp and the ordered phase at T < Tp are

oftheir respective therm odynam ic ground states. The

abrupt change in the structure factor S(q) at the peak

e�ect Tp depicts a sym m etry-breaking phase transition

from a vortex m atterwith short-rangeorderto a Bragg

glass with quasi-long range order [8]. The phase tran-

sition is �rst order as evidenced by the strong therm al

hysteresis in S(q). Com pared to that at higher �elds,

the m etastability region forH = 3.0 kO e issm allerbut

stillpronounced.

W efound thatthetherm alhysteresisofS(q)observed

in SANS is strongly �eld dependent,and the m etasta-
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bility region disappears com pletely at low �elds. Fig.1

(b) shows the azim uthalwidth data for H = 2.0 kO e.

For com parison,the realpart�0(T) ofthe ac m agnetic

susceptibility is also shown in Fig.1(b). The dip in

�0(T) is a well-established signature ofthe peak e�ect

[12,13,14].ThehistorydependenceofBragg-peakwidth

isdetectableonly within 0.1K ofthepeak-e�ecttem per-

atureTp.

A sim ilartrend isobservablein thehistory dependence

oftheradialwidthsoftheBraggpeaks,asshownin Fig.2,

obtained by �tting a single G aussian function to the q-

dependence ofthe SANS intensity. At 3.0 kO e, there

isa pronounced therm alhysteresisin the radialwidths.

At2.0 kO e,however,thehysteresisisbarely discernable.

Atan even lower�eld of1.0 kO e (data notshown),the

therm alhysteresisin S(q)is undetectable. AtH = 1.0

kO e,a very sharp peak e�ect(the onset-to-end width =

40 m K )isstillpresent.Thuswe believe the phase tran-

sition at1.0 kO eisstill�rst-orderbutthe m etastability

region is too narrow to be resolved in SANS (the tem -

perature resolution in SANS � 50 m K ).Nevertheless,

the dim inishing hysteresis in the Bragg-glasstransition

in thelow-�eld regim esuggeststhatthephasetransition

isbecom ing continuousand m ean-�eld-like.

Thefactthatthetransition intotheBraggglassis�rst

order at high �elds,but continuous (m ean-�eld-like) at

low �eldsstronglysuggeststheexistenceofam ulticritical

pointon the phase boundary bordering the Bragg-glass

on the H � T phase diagram . W e show below thatthis

m ulticriticalbehavior is directly related to the appear-

anceand the disappearanceofthe peak e�ect.

Fig.3 shows a three-dim ensionalplot ofthe �0(T) as

a function oftem peratureand m agnetic�eld in the�eld

range of0 - 5.12 kO e. At high �elds, there is a pro-

nounced peak e�ect,a characteristicdip in �0(T).W ith

decreasing �eld,the peak e�ect becom es narrower and

sm aller.ForH < 0.8 kO e,there isonly a single kink in

�0(T)correspondingto them ean-�eld transition Hc2(T).

Accordingtothe�0(T)datain Fig.3,thereisnoreentrant

peak e�ectatlow �elds,in contrastto thatin 2H-NbSe2
[15]and YBCO [16]. The peak e�ect sim ply vanishes

here.

Athighertem peraturesabovethe peak-e�ecttem per-

atureTp(H )(orH p(T),used interchangeably),thereisa

sm ooth step in �0(T).Thisstep,Tc3(H )(orH c3(T)),de-

�ned in Fig.1 (b),istheonsetofsurfacesuperconductiv-

ity.Theseparation between Tp and Tc3 growslargerwith

increasing m agnetic �eld. Upon cooling,below Tc3(H )

and towards Tp(H ),the screening e�ect in 4��0(T) in-

creasesgradually.Nevertheless,a lesswell-de�ned char-

acteristic tem perature Tc2(H )can be identi�ed to m ark

theonsetofbulk superconductivity [seeFig.1(b)fordef-

inition]. Note thatthe notation Tc2(H )isused forH >

0.8 kO e,while H c2(T)isused forH < 0.8 kO e.

TheresultsofFig.3 aresum m arized in a new phasedi-

agram ofBragg glasssuperconductivity in Nb asshown

in Fig.4.Them easured ratio ofH c3=H c2 atlow tem per-

atures is about 1.60,slightly sm aller than the expected

value of1.695 by Saint-Jam esand de G ennes[17]. This

is likely due to the nonidealcylinder surface being not

exactly parallelto the�eld .Thecrossing ofHc3(T)and

H c2(T)lines below Tc wasobserved previously [18,19],

and hasbeen interpreted asdueto a depressed BCS gap

function nearthe surface[20].

Them oststriking aspectofFig.4 isthatallfourlines,

H p(T),Tc2(H ),H c2(T),and H c3(T),m eet at a m ulti-

criticalpoint(M CP).Todeterm inethenatureofaM CP,

one needs to know how m any ofthese lines are second-

orderphasetransitions.In thetheoryofSaint-Jam esand

de G ennes[17],Tc3(H )isa continuousphase transition.

For H < 0.8 kO e, the linear tem perature dependence

ofH c2(T)followsthe expected behaviorofa G inzburg-

Landau m ean-�eld transition line [21]. This is a line of

continuous phase transitions from the norm alstate di-

rectly into an ordered Abrikosov Bragg-glassphase.For

H > 0.8 kO e,the peak e�ectTp(H )tracesouta line of

�rst-ordertransitions.Acrossthisline,the therm alhys-

teresisin the structuralfactorS(q)ofthe vortex m atter

can be observed,especially striking athigh �elds.

ThenatureoftheTc2(H )lineislessclear.Thevortex

m atterisliquidlikestructurally in theshaded partofthe

phase diagram . W hether this disordered vortex m atter

isa disticttherm odynam ic phase from the norm alstate

isstillbeing debated (see [7]and referencestherein). If

Tc2(H )isa truesecond-orderphasetransition,e.g.,asin

a vortex glasstransition [22],the M CP in Fig. 4 would

appearto be a tricriticalpoint. O n the otherhand,we

found thatthem easured slopesofthefourphasebound-

ariesnearthe M CP cannotsatisfy the requirem ents[23]

im posed on a tricriticalpoint by therm odynam ics,but

areconsistentwith thoseforabicriticalpoint.Thisleads

toan im portantconclusion thatonly oneofthetwolines,

Tc2(H )orH c3(T),can be related to the M CP.

ForTc2(H )to be a second-orderline forthe bicritical

point,itsslopehasto belarger(in m agnitude)than that

ofH c2(T),such thatthe therm odynam icsrule [24]that

no phase can occupy m ore than 180o ofthe phase space

around a M CP issatis�ed.However,thisisnotobserved

in ourdata asshown in Fig. 4. Forthe H c3(T)line to

be the relevant one,the ratio ofspeci�c-heat jum p at

H c2(T)overthatatH c3(T)should be 43.6. W hile this

large ratio is consistent with the existing speci�c-heat

data on Nb [25],presently there are no reliable speci�c-

heatdata neara crossing pointofH c2(T)and H c3(T)to

allow usto m akea quantitativecom parison.

W e should point out that a sim ilar criticalpoint has

also been observed in plateletgeom etriessuch asM gB2

[26,27]crystalsforwhich H c3(T)isnotexpected to play

a role in the criticalpoint. In high-Tc YBCO ,a disap-

pearance ofthe �rst-order transition was also observed

in the low-�eld regim e,and wasinterpreted asa critical

end point[28]. Ifourcriticalpointin Fig. 4 is also in-

terpreted asa criticalend point,Tc2(H )would notbe a

true phase transition,and the m eeting ofH c3(T)atthe

M CP would be purely coincidental.

In sum m ary,wefound that,in a Nb crystalin which a
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peak e�ectin acm agneticsusceptibility and a �rst-order

m elting (disordering)transition in SANS were found to

coincidepreviously,both e�ectsdisappearata low �eld.

Itissuggested thattheappearanceorabsenceofa peak

e�ectin a type-IIsuperconductorm ay bedirectly corre-

lated with am ulticriticalpoint(M CP)on theBraggglass

phase boundary. The existence ofa M CP,atwhich the

peak e�ectvanishes,suggeststhattheorigin ofthepeak

e�ect is related to a second-orderphase transition at a

higher tem perature. In the sam ple studied,it appears

thattheM CP m ay berelated to surfacesuperconductiv-

ity.
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Figure C aptions:

Figure 1: (a) Tem perature and history dependence of

azim uthalwidthsofthe(1,-1)di�raction peak atHdc =

3.0 kO e. The widths are obtained by G aussian �ttings.

The dashed line is the peak of the peak e�ect Tp at

this m agnetic �eld based on ac m agnetic susceptibility

m easurem ents. Inset: Experim entalcon�guration. (b)

Tem perature and history dependence ofthe azim uthal

widths of (1,-1) di�raction peak at Hdc = 2.0 kO e.

The ac susceptibility data are also shown for reference.

De�nitions of Tp(H ), Tc2(H ), and Tc3(H ) (see below)

areshown.

Figure 2:Tem perature and history dependence ofthe

radialwidths ofthe di�raction peaks at (a) Hdc = 3.0

kO e,and (b)H dc = 2.0 kO e.

Figure 3: Three-dim ensional(3D) m agnetic �eld and

tem perature dependence ofthe realpart ofthe ac sus-

ceptibility 4��0(T). H dcjjH ac. Note that two values of

ac �elds were used in the m easurem ents. For Hdc < 3.0

kO e,H ac = 1.7 O e and f = 1.0 kHz and forH dc > 3.0

kO e,H ac = 7.0 O e and f = 1.0 kHz. The solid and

dashed linesareguidesto eyes.Fortheac�eldsused,Tp
isindependentofthe ac�eld am plitude [12].

Figure 4: The phase diagram ofa weak-pinning Nb

crystalforthe H dcjj< 111 > crystallographicdirection.

The upper solid circles (the crossescorrespond to m ea-

surem ents using H ac = 1.7 O e,see Fig.3 captions) are

the peak ofthe peak e�ectand the �rst-ordertransition

line;the lower ones are the m ean-�eld transition. The

open diam onds(two setsare fortwo valuesofac �elds,

see Fig.3) are H c3. The m ulticriticalpoint is indicated

by the large�lled circle.TheHc1 data (triangle)arees-

tim ated from the�rstpenetration in theacsusceptibility

data.Alllinesarehand drawn asguidesforeyes.
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