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W e reportm agnetic neutron-di�raction and electricalresistivity studieson single crystalsofthe

heavy-ferm ion antiferrom agnetCeRhIn5 atpressuresup to 2.3 G Pa.These experim entsshow that

thestaggered m om entofCeand theincom m ensuratem agneticstructurechangeweakly with applied

pressureup to1.63G Pa,whereresistivity,speci�cheatand NQ R m easurem entscon�rm thepresence

ofbulk superconductivity.Thiswork placesnew constraintson an interpretation oftherelationship

between antiferrom agnetism and unconventionalsuperconductivity in CeRhIn5.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,75.25.+ z ,75.30.-m

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

Heavy ferm ion (HF)m aterialsprovidean excellentop-

portunity to investigate the interaction between m ag-

netism and unconventionalsuperconductivity (SC). In

m ostHF com poundsthe m agnetic interactionsare gov-

erned by the hybridization of the f electrons and the

conduction electrons. This leads to com petition be-

tween the tendency to order m agnetically, favored by

the RK K Y (Ruderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosida) indirect

exchange interaction,and the tendency to have a spin-

singletground statem ediated by theK ondo interaction.

In these system s,there is increasing experim entaland

theoreticalevidence thatantiferrom agnetic (AFM )spin

uctuationsm ediateCooperpairingand thatanisotropic

SC appears in the vicinity of a quantum -critical

point1,2,3,4,5,6. Several fam ilies of HF com pounds are

known whereSC doescoexistwith weak m agneticorder

(e.g.,UPt3,URu2Si2,UNi2Al3
7). However m ost ofCe-

based heavy ferm ion superconductors (HFS) (CeIn3
8,9,

CeCu2G e2
10,11, CePd2Si2

12,13,CeRh2Si2
14) display an

AFM ground state at am bient pressure and supercon-

ductwhen externalpressureisapplied and T N isdriven

to 0 K .

A new fam ily of Ce-based com pounds: CeM In5
(M = Co,Ir,Rh)with Som m erfeld coe�cients()of1000,

750and 380m Jm ol�1 K �2 respectively,hasrecentlybeen

added tothelistofHFS15,16,17,18,19,20.Them ostnotable

propertiesin this seriesinclude: am bient-pressure m ag-

netic order(T N = 3.8 K )and pressure-induced SC (T C

= 2.1 K atP= 1.63 G Pa)in CeRhIn5
15,unconventional

am bient-pressure SC in both CeIrIn5 (T C = 0.4 K )17

and CeCoIn5 (T C = 2.3 K )17 and coexistenceofSC and

AFM in solid solutionsofCeRh1�x A xIn5 (A= Ir,Co)
21,22.

TheHoCoG a5-typecrystalstructureiscom m on to these

com pounds(a= b’ 4.66�A and c’ 7.51�A)23 and consists

ofalternating layersofCeIn3 and M In2 stacked sequen-

tially along the [001]direction.

Here we focus on CeRhIn5 which orders at am bi-

ent pressure in an incom m ensurate AFM helicalstruc-

ture24 with a wave vector qm = (0.5,0.5,0.297)
25. For

P� 1.5 G Pa,the AFM ground state is suppressed and

bulk SC isobserved below T C = 2.2 K 15,20. 115In-NQ R

studieson CeRhIn5 initially reported adecreasewith ap-

plied pressureoftheinternalm agnetic�eld (H int)atthe

In(1)site (located in the CeIn3 layer) and the authors

attributed this decrease either to a reduction ofthe or-

dered m om ent ofCe or its rotation from the a-b plane

with pressure26,27.RecentNQ R studiesfound thatAFM

coexists hom ogeneously with SC at a m icroscopic level

in CeRhIn5 and estim ate that if the ordered m om ent

is reduced with pressure,its value at 1.75 G Pa,where

AFM coexists with bulk SC,is at m ost 5 % ofits am -

bientpressure value28. O n the otherhand,speci�c heat

m easurem entson CeRhIn5 show thatthe entropy below

T N decreasesby about20 % as pressure is raised from

0.3 to 1.32 G Pa20 which appearsto be inconsistentwith

thereduction ofthe ordered m om entsuggested by NQ R

results. Neutron di�raction studies are required for an

unam biguousdeterm ination ofthe pressure evolution of

the ordered m om entand m agneticstructure.

An initialneutron di�raction study underhydrostatic

pressure(P< 0.4G Pa)on CeRhIn5
29 revealed nochanges

in the staggered m om ent nor T N within the error bars

of the experim ent and reported a slight reduction in

the incom m ensurate wavenum ber.Consistentwith this

�rststudy,m orerecentneutron di�raction m easurem ents

�nd essentially no change in the m agnetic structure at

low pressures30. However,around 1 G Pa,M ajum daret

al. reported a m arked change in the wave vector from

(0.5,0.5,0.298)to (0.5,0.5,0.396)and a 20 % reduction of

the m agnetic m om ent. They also reported no evidence

forAFM orderabove1.3G Pawhich contrastswith resis-

tivity,speci�c heatand NQ R observations15,20,26,27,28,31

and tentatively ascribethechangein them agneticstruc-

ture to a change in the electronic structure under pres-

sure. However,de Haas-van Alphen results show that

the topology of the Ferm isurface does not change at

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307055v1
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pressuresbelow 2.0 G Pa32 and thatthere isa steep in-

creasein thecyclotron m assonly above1.6G Pawhen SC

develops. AdditionalX-ray di�raction studies con�rm

that the CeRhIn5 crystalstructure,except for a sm all

decreasein thecellvolum e,rem ainsunchanged forpres-

suresup to 2.0 G Pa33. In this work,we have extended

the pressure range over which electricalresistivity and

neutron di�raction m easurem ents have been perform ed

on CeRhIn5 in orderto investigatethe e�ectofpressure

on thesuperconducting and m agnetictransition tem per-

aturesand the evolution ofthe m agnetic structure asit

approaches and exceeds the criticalpressure where the

two phasesm eet.

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

SinglecrystalsofCeRhIn5 weregrown usingtheIn ux

technique34,35.Four-probeAC resistivity m easurem ents,

with the current owing in the tetragonalbasalplane,

were m ade on bar-shaped single crystals. A clam p-type

cellgenerated hydrostatic pressures to 2.3 G Pa for re-

sistivity m easurem ents using silicon oilas the pressure

m edium .

Neutron di�raction experim ents were carried out at

theC5 and N5 spectrom etersattheNRU reactor,Chalk

River Laboratories (CRL) as well as at the 6T2 lift-

ing detector di�ractom eter at Laboratoire L�eon Bril-

louin,Saclay (LLB).A clam p-typeCu-Becell36 wasused

in experim entsperform ed atCRL with Fluorinert-75 as

the pressure m edium to generate up to 1.8 G Pa. Bar-

shaped singlecrystals(1.3 � 1.3 � 10 m m )wereused to

reduce neutron absorption by In and Rh nucleiatCRL.

Thelongestdim ension ofthecrystalswasalongthe(110)

crystallographicaxis.Thescatteringplanewasde�ned to

bethe(hhl).In thisset-up,theapplied pressurewasde-

term ined,within � 0.1G Pa,by m easuringthelatticepa-

ram etersofa graphite crystalplaced behind the sam ple

inside the cellatlow tem perature.Neutron beam swith

incident energy ofEi = 35 m eV were produced from a

G e(113)orBe(002)m onochrom ator.Pyrolytic graphite

(PG ) �lters with approxim ate thickness of10 cm were

placed in the scattered beam to reduce higherorderre-

ections and occasionally a pyrolytic graphite analyzer

wasused to im provethe signalto noiseratio.

AtLLB,a gasketed sapphire anvilcellwasused with

a m ixtureofm ethanoland ethanolasthepressuretrans-

m itting m edium for experim ents at 0.63 and 1.1 G Pa.

Sam ples, with dim ensions 1.3 � 1.3 � 0.2 m m , were

aligned with the[001]crystallographicdirection (shorted

dim ension) vertical. A thin layer ofruby powder was

placed on the innersurfaceofthe anvilin orderto m ea-

suretheapplied pressureatroom tem peratureusing the

standard ruby uorescence technique. This was per-

form ed before and after therm alcycling to ensure that

pressure wasconstantthroughoutthe experim ent. This

technique allows determ ining the pressure at low tem -

peratures within � 0.15 G Pa. Neutron beam s ofEi =
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FIG .1:a)Tem perature-pressurephasediagram forCeRhIn5
determ ined by �(T)m easurem ents.O pen squarescorrespond

to the N �eel tem perature and solid circles to the tem pera-

ture at which the resistivity drops to zero. The lines are

guidesto the eye.b)Pressure evolution ofthe antiferrom ag-

netic helicalstructure characterized by the propagation vec-

torqm = (0.5,0.5,�).c)Pressureevolution oftheestim ated Ce

staggered m om entatT= 1.85K ofCeRhIn5.Filled circlescor-

respond to m easurem ents perform ed at CRL.,�lled squares

correspond to m easurem ents perform ed at LLB Saclay and

em pty squarescorrespond to data reported by Bao etal.
25,29

14.81 m eV,were produced using a PG (002) m onochro-

m ator. In both laboratoriesa top loading He-ow cryo-

statwasused to cooldown thepressurecelland sam ple.

Results reported below were obtained on severaldi�er-

entsinglecrystals,in di�erentpressureenvironm entsand

attwo neutron sources.The consistency ofthese results

substantiateconclusionsdrawn from them .

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

W em easured electricalresistivity (�)on CeRhIn5 sin-

gle crystalat di�erent applied pressures and tem pera-

tures from 300 m K to room tem perature. This crystal

has a resistivity ratio �(295 K )/�(1.5 K )= 280 that is

abouttwo tim eshigherthan thatin a crystalstudied by

Heggeretal.15. The pressure-tem perature (P-T) phase

diagram constructed from these �(T) m easurem ents is

shown in Fig.1a.O urnew resultsshow thatthem agnetic
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FIG .2: Elastic q scansthough selected nuclearBragg peaks

atT= 1.8 K and P= 1.15 G Pa.
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FIG .3: Elastic q scans around som e ofthe m agnetic peaks

atT= 1.8 K and P= 1.15 G Pa.

to non-m agnetictransition issm ooth and revealstheex-

istenceofa largepressureregion ofcoexisting long-range

m agneticorderand SC (0.9G Pa� P� 1.75G Pa).Thereis

aslightincreaseofT N with pressureup toabout0.8G Pa

and for pressures above this value T N decreases and a

SC ground state develops. This phase diagram is fully

consistent with that determ ined by speci�c heat20 and

NQ R 26,27,28 and departsfrom initially reported results15.

To determ ine the pressure evolution ofthe m agnetic

structure ofCeRhIn5 and particularly the incom m ensu-

rability param eter(�) ofthe m agnetic structure (qm =

(0.5,0.5,�))specialattention hasbeen paid to theprecise

alignm entofthe single crystalsince � dependscritically

on it. Forthisreason,system atic checkshave been per-

form ed during the m easurem ents using f1,1,2g,f0,0,3g

and f2,2,0g nuclearBragg reections. Fig.2 showstypi-

calq-scansaround aseriesoff1,1,2greectionsat1.85K

and 1.15 G Pa which attestto the quality ofthe crystal

alignm ent. W hen changing pressure,the celland sam -

ple were warm ed to room tem perature before the next
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FIG .4:Selected elastic q scansatT= 1.8 K and P= 1.8 G Pa

notshowing any evidence ofm agnetic scattering.

pressurewasapplied.Ateach pressure,q-scansand rock-

ingcurveswerem easured atm agneticand nuclearpeaks.

Severalm agneticreections,includingFriedelpairs,were

m easured to determ ine � m ore accurately. A setofrep-

resentativem agneticBragg peaksareshown in Fig.3 for

P= 1.15 G Pa and T= 1.85 K .The absence ofothercom -

m ensuratereections,like(0.5,0.5,0.5),wasalso system -

atically veri�ed. From data such as shown in Fig.3,we

obtain the pressure dependence of� plotted in Fig.1b.

O ur results show that there is no substantialchange in

them agneticwavevector(0.5,0.5,�)within theaccuracy

ofthese m easurem entup to pressuresof1.63 G Pa.This

isqualitatively di�erentfrom theresultreported by M a-

jum dar etal.30. At 1.8 G Pa,we do not detect any ev-

idence for m agnetic scattering for tem peratures greater

than 1.85 K as shown in Fig.4. W e speculate that the

lack ofm agnetic long range order at this pressure can

be due to the existence ofa m arginally higher pressure

than 1.8 G Pa which would drive T N close to ourlowest

m easuring tem peraturein which casethem agneticscat-

tering would be not observable above background scat-

tering from theBe-Cu pressurecell.Thepossibility that

a dram atic change m ay occurin the m agnetic structure

between 1.63 G Pa and 1.8 G Pa giving no m agneticscat-

tering along (0.5,0.5,‘)forthe ‘ intervalreported seem s

very unlikely butcannotbe de�nitely ruled out.

The tem perature dependence ofthe (0.5,0.5,�)Bragg

peak intensity which correspondsto the m agnetic order

param etersquared isshown in Fig.5 forP= 0.6 G Paand

1.1 G Pa.Itrevealsthatthereisnota signi�cantchange

in the developm ent ofthe m agnetic order at pressures

above and below the pressure where SC startsdevelop-

ing.A tentative �tto (1-T/T N )
2� showed betteragree-

m entwhen �= 0.25 which isconsistentwith the results

reported atam bientpressure37.

To determ ine the m agnetic m om entateach pressure,

m agneticBraggpeakswerem easured at1.8K with rock-

ing scans at LLB-Saclay and with scans such as those

in Fig.3 at CRL. M agnetic cross-sections are derived

from integrated intensitieswith appropiatecorrection for
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with �= 0.25.

resolution38.Theyarenorm alizedtonuclearBraggpeaks

to yield values in absolute unit. The theoreticalcross-

section forthe AFM spiralm odelis25,39:

�(q)= (
r0

2
)2(M Q )

21

4
jf(q)j2(1+ (bq �bc)2) (1)

where f(q) is the Ce+ 3 m agnetic form factor40,

(
0r0

2
)2= 0.07265 barns/�B and M Q is the staggered

m om ent of Ce ion. Fig.1c shows the staggered m o-

m ent of Ce as a function of applied pressure. The

staggered m agnetic m om ent ofCe at am bient pressure,

M Q = (0.8 � 0.1) �B /Ce,which is consistent with the

previously reported value ofM Q = (0.75 � 0.02)�B /Ce

and isfound to be about20% sm allerthan the fullm o-

m entobtained from crystal�eld calculations,which esti-

m ateM Q = 0.92 �B /Ce
41.W eattributethesm allerm ea-

sured valueofM Q to partialK ondo com pensation ofthe

m om ent,an e�ectneglected in crystal�eld calculations.

Fig.1c also showsthatthere appearsto be a slightten-

dency for M Q to decrease with pressure (less than 15%

decreaseat1.63 G Pa com pared to am bientpressure).

An anom aly at T?= 2.8 K was found for

1.3< P< 2.0 G Pa in earlier resistivity m easurem ents

on CeRhIn5
15. This resistivity anom aly is notdetected

in thehigherquality crystalsused to constructthephase

diagram in Fig.1. W e have m easured q-scans around

(0.5,0.5,�) at P= 1.63 G Pa for di�erent tem peratures

(Fig.6) and our results con�rm that m agnetic long

range AFM helicalorder disappears between 2.25 and

2.75 K which isvery closeto valuesofTN obtained from

resistivity m easurem ents(TN (1.6 G Pa)= 2.8 K ).

For the incom m ensurate m agnetic structure of

CeRhIn5, the internalm agnetic �eld sensed by 115In-

NQ R is given by H int / A abM Q fsin(q0z),cos(q0z),0g,

whereA ab isthehyper�necoupling between thein-plane

In nucleusand each ofitsfourCenearestneighbors,M Q

is the ordered m om ent and q0= 2��=c42. O ur neutron

di�raction experim entsshow that� and M Q changeby at

m ost10% and 15% respectively,aspressureisraised from

atm osphericto 1.63 G Pa (Fig.1(b)and Fig.1(c)).These

relativelysm allchangesin � and M Q areunableby them -

selvesto accountforthe 80% reduction ofH int deduced

by NQ R m easurem ents. Ifthe Ce m om ents acquire a

com ponentoutofthe ab plane asa function ofpressure

an apparentdecrease ofH int would be also observed27.

In such a scenario,additionalm agneticdi�raction peaks

corresponding to a propagation vector di�erent from

(0.5,0.5,�)would appear and a subsequent reduction of

the in-plane com ponentwould be observed. W e did not

observea largereduction ofthe in-plane com ponentnor

any evidence ofm agnetic di�raction at(0.5,0.5,0.5)due

to an AFM out of the a-b plane com ponent but we

cannot discardrule out m agnetic intensity appearing at

(0.5,0.5,0). Taken together,our results would seem to

rule outthe canting scenario. An alternative,and m ore

plausible,interpretation ofthe reduction ofH int isthat

hyper�ne coupling decreases with pressure29. Irrespec-

tive ofthe m agnitude ofH int,NQ R m easurem ents28 es-

tablish beyond reasonabledoubtthecoexistenceofAFM

and bulk SC in CeRhIn5 at1.75G Pa.O urdi�raction re-

sultsindicatethatM Q ’ (0.67� 0.04)�B /Ceat1.6G Pa

and 1.85 K .Theseresultsindicatethatbulk SC coexists

with relatively large-m om entAFM orderin CeRhIn5 un-

derpressure.

UnlikeUPd2Al3
2 wherethecoexistenceofAFM and un-

conventionalSC has been ascribed to the partition of

the three U 5f electrons into dualroles,m agnetic and

SC,CeRhIn5 hasonly a single 4f electron thatpartici-

patesin creating both states.Thissituation in CeRhIn5
is also distinctly di�erent from other pressure-induced

HFS based on Ce. CeIn3,on which CeRhIn5 isbased is

an exam ple. In CeIn3 the ordered m om ent9 and spe-

ci�c heat anom aly at T N decrease m onotonically to-

wards zero as the criticalpressure is approached where

SC appears43.W edo notunderstand presently how such

a large-m om ent AFM can coexist with unconventional

SC in CeRhIn5.Itisasifthe4f m om ents,in som eway,

alsoassum ed dualcharacter,perhapspurely in a dynam -

ically assuggested by recentNM R studies42 orspatially

segregating into AFM and SC dom ains. Such segrega-

tion,however,also could be dynam ic since there is no

evidenceforadditionalNQ R frequencies26,27,28.

In sum m ary,wehavedeterm ined a P-T phasediagram

from high quality CeRhIn5 singlecrystalswhich showsa

broad rangeofpressureswhereAFM and SC coexist.In

addition,oursingle crystalm agnetic neutron di�raction

studies on CeRhIn5 �nd only sm allchanges in the in-

com m ensurate m agnetic structure and ordered m om ent

aspressureisincreased up to1.63G Pa.Theseresultsare

consistentwith speci�cheatm easurem entsbutinconsis-

tent with estim ates ofH int determ ined by NQ R,which

we attribute tentatively to a pressure-induced changein

the hyper�necoupling.W e havenotreproduced the ob-

servation ofa signi�cantchange in � and the absence of
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FIG . 6: q-scans around (0.5,0.5,1-�) m agnetic reection

at 1.63 G Pa for di�erent tem peratures above and below

T N ’ 2.85 K using a pyrolytic graphite analyzer to im prove

the signalto background ratio.

AFM at 1.3 G Pa reported earlier30. M ost im portantly,

we have found that com pared to other heavy ferm ions,

the relationship between AFM and unconventionalSC

isqualitatively di�erentin CeRhIn5 and willrequirethe

developm entofa new interpretativefram ework in which

the4felectron producesboth long-rangeAFM orderand

heavy-quasiparticlesthatpairto form an unconventional

SC state.
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