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W ehaveused an allangle-neutron-scattering (SAN S) and acm agnetic susceptibility to Investigate
the globalm agnetic eld H vstem perature T phase diagram ofa single crystalNb in which a rst-
order transition of B ragg-glass m elting (disordering), a peak e ect, and surface superconductivity
are all observable. It was found that the disappearance of the peak e ect is directly related to a
m ulticritical behavior in the B ragg-glass transition. Four characteristic phase boundary lines have

been identi ed on the H
transition line at low

T plane: a rstorder line at high elds, a m ean— eld-lke continuous
elds, and two continuous transition line associated w ith the onset of surface

and bulk superconductivity. A 1l our lines are found to m eet at a m ulticritical point.

PACS numbers: 74250t 61.12Ex

An outstanding question conceming the Abrikosov
vortex state of type-IT superconductors is w hether a gen—
ulne orderdisorder transition can still occur In vortex
m atter even though true crystalline order cannot be at-
tained due to random pinning by im purities ErL'] T here
are convincing theoretical argum ents g, 4,4, -5 and nu-
m erical evidence Eé] suggesting that, instead of a true
vortex crystal, a novel B ragg glassphase w ith quasidong—
range order can exist in bulk sam plesw ith weak random
pihning; hence a true orderdisorder transition can oc—
cur w hen the topological order of the B ragg glass is de—
stroyed, by them al uctuations and/or random pinning.

H ow ever, it is still controversialas to whether a B ragg
glassm elting (ordisordering) transition is the underlying
m echanism of the wellknown anom aly of \peak e ect"
In weak-pinning type-1T superconductors [‘2] R eoent neu-
tron scattering experin ents on Nb B], and V3Si B
well as STM studies of 2H NDbSe, flO] all suggested a
disordering transition at the peak e ect, and the phase
transition appears to be rst order -'_[8] However, i has
been reported that som e sam ples of sim ilar quality, eg.,
having only weak pointlike pinning centers, do not show a
peak e ect, nor a disordering phase transition :Ll_i] This
raises an obvious, but intriguing, question: Is the fate of
the peak e ect, ie. appearing or disappearing, related
to a multicritical behavior in the phase transition into
the Bragg glass? In this Letter, we report the rst di-
rect evidence that the disappearance ofthe peak e ect is
related to a m ulticritical point on the B ragg-glass phase
boundary.

O ur experin ent was carried out using the 30m SANS
Instrum ents NG 7 and NG 3 at the NIST Center for Neu—
tron R esearch on a Nb single crystal (99.998% in purity)
In which both the peak e ect and the rst-order Bragg—
glass m elting (disordering) transition were observed at

the sam e tem peratures i_g]. The sam plk has a zero— eld
= 916 K, and an estin ated G nzburg-L.andau param —
eter 1 (0) = 2.0. Themean wavelength of the incident
neutron beam was = 6.0A and the wavelength spread
11% FW HM ).Theexperin entalcon guration is shown
In the inset ofFigl (@). A cadm um m ask wasused such
that only the centralportion of the sam ple was exposed
to the incom ing neutron beam . T he scattered neutrons
were captured by a 2D detector of 128x128 pixels (the
pixelsize is05an by 05 an ) 153 m away from the sam —
pk. The dcmagnetic eld was applied in the direction
of the incom ing neutron beam using a horizontal super—
conducting m agnet. A coilwaswound on the sam ple to
allow in sitni ac m agnetic susceptibility m easurem ents.

Figl(a) shows the SANS data at H= 3.0 kOe. The
G aussian width data are obtained from  tting the m ea—
sured Bragg) intensiy vs. azin uthalangl to six G aus—
sian peaks evenly spaced 60° apart. It is clear that the
azin uthalw idths, a m easure of ordentational disorder in
the vortex array, are strongly history dependent. Super-
cooling and superheating e ects are cbserved for eld-
cooling EC) and eld-cooled-wam ng EFCW ) paths, re—
spectively. As reported previously H], the disordered
phase at T > T, and the ordered phase at T < T, are
of their respective thermm odynam ic ground states. The
abrupt change in the structure factor S () at the peak
e ect T, depicts a symm etry-breaking phase transition
from a vortex m atter w ith short—range order to a B ragg
glass w ith quasi-long range order ig]. T he phase tran-
sition is st order as evidenced by the strong them al
hysteresis in S (g). Compared to that at higher elds,
the m etastability region forH = 3.0 kO e is sm aller but
still pronounced.

W e found that the themm alhysteresis of S (q) observed
In SANS is strongly eld dependent, and the m etasta—
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bility region disappears com plktely at low elds. Figl
() shows the azimuthal width data forH = 2.0 kOe.
For com parison, the realpart °(T) of the ac m agnetic
susceptbility is also shown In Figl (). The dip in

O(I is a welkestablished signature of the peak e ect
{2,13,114]. T he history dependence of B ragg-peak w idth
isdetectabl only w thin 0.1 K ofthe peak-e ect tem per-
ature Ty, .

A sin ilartrend is observable in the history dependence
ofthe radialw idthsofthe B ragg peaks,asshown n Fig 2,
obtained by tting a singl G aussian function to the g—
dependence of the SANS intensity. At 3.0 kOe, there
is a pronounced them al hysteresis In the radialw idths.
At 2.0 kO e, how ever, the hysteresis is barely discemable.
At an even ower eld of1.0 kOe (data not shown), the
them al hysteresis in S (g) is undetectable. AtH = 10
kO e, a very sharp peak e ect (the onsetto-end width =
40 m K ) is still present. T hus we believe the phase tran—
sition at 1.0 kO e is still rst-order but the m etastability
region is too narrow to be resolved in SANS (the tem —
perature resolution n SANS 50 mK ). N evertheless,
the din nishing hysteresis In the B ragg-glass transition
In the low - eld regin e suggests that the phase transition
is becom Ing continuous and m ean—- eld-like.

T he fact that the transition into the Bragg glassis rst
order at high elds, but continuous m ean—- eld-lke) at
Iow eldsstrongly suggeststhe existence ofam ulticritical
point on the phase boundary bordering the B ragg-glass
on the H T phase diagram . W e show below that this
m ulticritical behavior is directly related to the appear-
ance and the disappearance of the peak e ect.

Fig3 shows a threedin ensional plot of the °(T) as
a function of tem perature and m agnetic eld in the eld
range of 0 — 512 kOe. At high elds, there is a pro—
nounced peak e ect, a characteristicdip n %(T ). W ith
decreasing eld, the peak e ect becom es narrower and
an aller. For H < 0.8 kO g, there isonly a singk kink in

9(T ) corresponding to them ean— eld transition He, (T).
Accordingtothe °(T ) data :n F ig.3, there isno reentrant
peak e ect at low _ elds, In contrast to that in 2H NbSe
{51 and YBCO {16]. The peak e ect sinply vanishes
here.

At higher tem peratures above the peak-e ect tem per-
ature T, H ) (orH (T), used interchangeably), there isa
snoothstepin °(T). Thisstep, Tes @ ) (OrH o3 (T)), de

ned In Figl (o), is the onset of surface superconductiv—
ity. T he separation between T, and T3 grow s Jargerw ith
Increasing m agnetic eld. Upon cooling, below T3 H© )
and towards T, # ), the screening e ect n 4 °(T) In-
creases gradually. N evertheless, a less wellkde ned char-
acteristic tem perature T, H ) can be identi ed to m ark
the onset ofbuk superconductivity [seeFig. 1 o) fordef-
nition]. N ote that the notation T, H ) isused forH >
08kOe, whileH o, (T) isused forH < 08 kOe.

The results ofF ig.3 are sum m arized in a new phase di-
agram of B ragg glass superconductivity in Nb as shown
In Fig4. Them easured ratio ofH .3=H ., at low tem per-
atures is about 1.60, slightly sm aller than the expected

valie of 1.695 by Saint-Jam es and de G ennes [14]. This
is lkely due to the nonideal cylinder surface being not
exact]y parallelto the eld . The crossing ofHes (T )

H (T) lines below T was observed previously (8, .‘19],
and hasbeen interpreted as due to a depressed BC S gap
filnction near the surface {20]

Them ost striking aspect ofF ig4 is that all four lines,
Ho(T), To® ), Hx (T), and H 3 (T ), meet at a multi-
criticalpoint M CP).To determ ine the natureofaM CP,
one needs to know how m any of these lines are second—
orderphase transitions. In the theory of Saint-Jam esand
de G ennes Q]‘], T.3 @ ) is a continuous phase transition.
For H < 0.8 kOe, the linear tem perature dependence
of H o, (T') Pllow s the expected behavior of a G inZburg—
Landau m ean— el transiion line :Li_i] This is a line of
continuous phase transitions from the nom al state di-
rectly into an ordered A brikosov B ragg-glass phase. For
H > 08 kOe, thepeak e ect T, H ) traces out a line of

rst-order transitions. A cross this line, the them alhys—
teresis In the structural factor S (g) of the vortex m atter
can be observed, especially striking at high elds.

T he nature ofthe T, H ) line is less clear. T he vortex
m atter is liquidlike structurally in the shaded part ofthe
phase diagram . W hether this disordered vortex m atter
is a distict them odynam ic phase from the nom al state
is still being debated (see EZ] and references therein). If
T, H ) isatrue seoond—orcierphase transition, eg., asin
a vortex glass transition f_ZZ_]‘], the M CP in Fig. 4 would
appear to be a tricritical point. On the other hand, we
und that the m easured slopes of the four phase bound-
arles near the M CP cannot satisfy the requirem ents 1_25]
Inposed on a tricritical point by them odynam ics, but
are consistent w ith those fora bicriticalpoint. T his leads
to an in portant conclusion that only one ofthe two lines,
Tex ) orH o3 (T), can be related to the M CP.

For T, H ) to be a second-order line for the bicritical
point, its slope has to be larger (in m agniude) than that
OfH ¢ (T), such that the themm odynam ics ruk 4] that
no phase can occupy m ore than 180° of the phase space
around aM CP issatis ed. H owever, this is not observed
In our data as shown in Fig. 4. For the H .3 (T ) line to
be the relevant one, the ratio of speci cheat jimp at

H o, (T) over that at H 3 (T ) should be 43.6. W hik this
large ratio is consistent with the existing speci cheat
data on Nb 25 1, presently there are no reliable speci c-
heat data near a crossing point ofH o, (T) and H o3 (T ) to
allow us to m ake a quantitative com parison.

W e should point out that a sin ilar critical point has
also been observed in platelet geom etries such asM gB,
£6, 2] crystals orwhich H o (T ) is not expected to play
a role in the critical point. In high-T. YBCO , a disap—
pearance of the rst-order transition was also observed
In the Iow—- eld regim ¢, and was interpreted as a critical
end point 28 If our critical point In Fig. 4 is also In—
terpreted as a critical end point, T, @ ) would not be a
true phase transition, and the m eeting of H o3 (T ) at the
M CP woul be purely coincidental.

In summ ary, we found that, in a Nb crystalin which a



peak e ect In acm agnetic susoeptibility and a rst-order
m elting (disordering) transition in SAN S were found to
coincide previously, both e ectsdisappearata low eld.
Tt is suggested that the appearance or absence of a peak
e ect in a type-II superconductorm ay be directly corre—
lated w ith a m ulticriticalpoint M CP ) on the B ragg glass
phase boundary. The existence ofa M CP, at which the
peak e ect vanishes, suggests that the origin of the peak
e ect is related to a second-order phase transition at a
higher tem perature. In the sam ple studied, i appears
that theM CP m ay be related to surface superconductiv—
iy.
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Figure C aptions:

Figure 1: (@) Tem perature and history dependence of
azin uthalw idths ofthe (1,-1) di raction peak at Hy. =

3.0 kO e. The widths are obtained by G aussian ttings.
The dashed Iine is the peak of the peak e ect T, at

this m agnetic eld based on ac m agnetic susogptibility
m easuram ents. Inset: Experin ental con guration. ()
Tem perature and history dependence of the azin uthal
widths of (1,-1) di raction peak at Hgqe = 2.0 kOe.
T he ac susceptbility data are also shown for reference.
De nitions of T H ), To H ), and T3 H ) (see below)
are shown.

Figure 2: Tem perature and history dependence of the
radial widths of the di raction peaks at @) Hge = 3.0
kOe,and ) Hge = 20 kO e.

Figure 3: Threedin ensional (3D ) m agnetic eld and
tem perature dependence of the real part of the ac sus—
ceptbility 4 °(T). HgeJH ac. Note that two valies of
ac eldswere used in the m easurem ents. For Hge <30
kOe, Hye = 170eand £ = 10kHz and orH 4. > 30
kOe, Hoe = 70 0eand £ = 1.0 kHz. The solid and
dashed Iines are guides to eyes. Fortheac eldsused, T,
is independent of the ac  eld am plitude :_[-1?]

Figure 4: The phase diagram of a weak-pinning Nb
crystal for the H 4. Jj< 111 > crystallographic direction.
T he upper solid circles (the crosses correspond to m ea—
surem ents using H . = 1.7 Oe, see Fig3 captions) are
the peak ofthe peak e ect and the rst-order transition
line; the lower ones are the m ean— eld transition. The
open diam onds (two sets are for two values ofac elds,
see Fig3) are H 3. The multicritical point is indicated
by the large 1lled circle. The H.; data (tranglk) are es—
tin ated from the rstpenetration in the ac susceptibility
data. A 11 lines are hand drawn as guides for eyes.
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