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W e report m agnetic neutron-di raction and electrical resistivity studies on single crystals of the
heavy-ferm ion antiferrom agnet CeRhIns at pressures up to 2.3 GPa. T hese experim ents show that
the staggered m om ent ofC e and the Incom m ensurate m agnetic structure change weakly w ith applied
pressureup to 1.63 G P a, where resistivity, speci cheatand NQ R m easurem entscon m thepresence
ofbulk superconductivity. Thiswork places new constraints on an interpretation ofthe relationship
between antiferrom agnetisn and unconventional superconductivity in CeRhIns.

PACS numbers: 71274 a, 75254z, 7530 m

I. NTRODUCTION

Heavy ferm ion HEF') m aterdalsprovide an excellent op—
portuniy to Investigate the iInteraction between m ag-—
netian and unconventional superconductiviy (SC). In
most HF com pounds the m agnetic interactions are gov—
emed by the hybridization of the f electrons and the
conduction elctrons. This leads to com petition be-
tween the tendency to order m agnetically, favored by
the RKKY Rudem an-K ittelK asuya-Yosida) indirect
exchange interaction, and the tendency to have a spin—
sihglet ground state m ediated by the K ondo interaction.
In these system s, there is Increasing experin ental and
theoretical evidence that antiferrom agnetic AFM ) spin

uctuationsm ediate C ooper pairing and that anisotropic
SC  apRears. in the vichhity of a quantum —critical
pojnti"@@"i"!é’é . Several fam ilies of HF com pounds are
known where SC does coexist wy ith weak m agnetic order
g, UPt3, URuUySih, UNLALLY). However most of G g
based heayy, form ion supermsenductors HES) (€ensf?,
CeCuyGetdtl, CcePd,Su%%13,ceRh,S1t%) disply an
AFM ground state at am bient pressure and supercon-—
duct when extemalpressure is applied and T y is driven
toOK.

A new family of Cebased compounds: CeM Ins

M =Co,Ir,Rh) wih Somm erfeld coe cients ( ) 0o£1000,
750 and 380m Jm ol ' K, 2, mespectively, has recently been
added to the list of H F 5134421444920 Them ost notable
properties in this serdes nclide: am bient-pressure m ag—
netic order (Ty = 3.8 K) and pressure-induced SC (T ¢
= 21K atP=1.63GPa) in CeRhTns3, unconventional
ambient-pressure SC iIn bogh Celrlns (Tc = 04 K )L
and CeColns (T = 23K ) and coexistence of SC, and
AFM in solid solutionsofCeRh; 4 A, Tns (A= Ir,Co)2423.
T he H oC oG as-type crystal structure is copum on to these
com pounds @=b’ 4.66A andc” 751A )93- and consists
of altemating layers of Celn; and M In, stacked sequen-
tially along the [001] direction.

Here we focus on CeRhIns which orders at ambi-

ent pressure In an Incomm ensurate AFM helical struc—
ture?? with a wave vector g, = (05,05,0297)¢%. For
P 15 GPa, the AFM ground state iz suppressed and
buk SC is observed below T c= 22 K129, 15InNQR
studies on CeRhIns initially reported a decrease w ith ap—
plied pressure of the Intemalm agnetic eld #H ijnt) at the
In (1)site (located in the Celn; layer) and the authors
attrbuted this decrease either to a reduction of the or-
dered m om ent pf Ce or its rotation from the a-b plane
w ith pressure242’. Recent NQR studies found that AFM
coexists hom ogeneously wih SC at a m icroscopic level
In CeRhIns and estin ate that if the ordered m om ent
is reduced w ith pressure, is value at 1.75 GPa, where
AFM coexistswith,euk SC, isatmost 5 % of its am —
bient pressure valie?®. On the other hand, speci c heat
m easuram ents on CeRhIns show that the entropy below
T y decreases by about 20 $ as pressure is raised from
03 to 132 GPatl which appears to be inconsistent w ith
the reduction of the ordered m om ent suggested by NQR
results. Neutron di raction studies are required for an
unam biguous determ ination of the pressure evolution of
the ordered m om ent and m agnetic structure.

An initialneutron di raction stpdy under hydrostatic
pressure P<04GPa)onC eRhInSEg. revealed no changes
In the staggered m om ent nor T y w ithin the error bars
of the experimn ent and reported a slight reduction In
the Incom m ensurate wave num ber. C onsistent w ith this

rst study, m ore recent neutron di raction m easurem ents

nd essentially no change In the m agnetic structure at
low pressureﬁq . However, around 1 GPa, M ajumdar et
al. reported a m arked change in the wave vector from

(05,05,0298) to (05,05,0396) and a 20 $ reduction of
the m agnetic m om ent. They also reported no evidence
forAFM orderabove 1.3 GPawhich contrastsw,ith resjs-
tivity, speci ¢ heat and NQR observationst 329292724814
and tentatively ascribe the change in the m agnetic struc—
ture to a change In the elctronic structure under pres—
sure. However, de Haasvan A Iphen results show that
the topology of the Fem i surface does not change at
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pressures below 2.0 GPa% and that there is a steep in—
crease In the cyclotron m assonly above 1.6 GPawhen SC
develops. Additional X ray di raction studies con m
that the CeRhIns crystal structure, exoept or a anall
decrease in the cell yalum e, rem ains unchanged for pres—
sures up to 2.0 GP&S3. In this work, we have extended
the pressure range over which electrical resistivity and
neutron di raction m easurem ents have been perform ed
on CeRhIns in order to investigate the e ect of pressure
on the superconducting and m agnetic transition tem per—
atures and the evolution of the m agnetic structure as it
approaches and exceeds the critical pressure where the
tw o phasesm eet.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL DETA ILS

Single crystalsofCeRhIns weregrown using the In- ux
technique2i23. Fourprobe AC resistivity m easurem ents,
w ih the current owing In the tetragonal basal plane,
were m ade on barshaped single crystals. A clam p-type
cell generated hydrostatic pressures to 2.3 GPa for re-
sistivity m easurem ents using silicon oil as the pressure
medim .

Neutron di raction experim ents were carried out at
the C5 and N 5 gpectrom eters at the NRU reactor, Chak
R iver Laboratories (CRL) as well as at the 6T 2 lift-
Ing detector di ractom eter at Laboratoire,Leon Brik
Juin,Sachy (LLB).A clmp-type CuBe celB? wasused
In experim ents perform ed at CRL w ith F luorinert-/5 as
the pressure m ediim to generate up to 1.8 GPa. Bar-
shaped single crystals 13 13 10mm) wereused to
reduce neutron absorption by In and Rh nuckiat CRL.
T he longest din ension ofthe crystalswasalong the (110)
crystallographicaxis. T he scatteringplanewasde ned to
be the (hhl). In this set-up, the applied pressure was de—
term ined, wihin 0.1 GPa, by m easuring the lattice pa—
ram eters of a graphite crystalplaced behind the sam ple
Inside the cell at low tem perature. N eutron beam s w ith
Incident energy of E; = 35 meV were produced from a
Ge(113) orBe(002) m onochrom ator. P yrolytic graphite
PG) Ilfterswih approxin ate thickness of 10 an were
placed in the scattered beam to reduce higher order re—

ections and occasionally a pyrolytic graphie analyzer
was used to In prove the signalto noise ratio.

At LLB, a gasketed sapphire anvil cellwas used w ith
am ixture ofm ethanoland ethanolas the pressure trans—
m itting m ediim for experiments at 0.63 and 11 GPa.
Sam pls, wih dimensions 1.3 13 02 mm, were
aligned w ith the [001] crystallographic direction (shorted
din ension) vertical . A thin layer of ruby powder was
placed on the inner surface of the anvil In order to m ea—
sure the applied pressure at room tem perature using the
standard ruby uorescence technique. This was per—
form ed before and after themm al cycling to ensure that
pressure was constant throughout the experim ent. This
technique allow s determm ining the pressure at low tem -
peratures w ithin 015 GPa. Neutron beam s of E; =
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FIG.1l:a) Tem peraturepressure phase diagram for CeR hIns
determ ined by (T ) m easurem ents. O pen squares corresoond
to the Neel tem perature and solid circles to the tem pera—
ture at which the resistivity drops to zero. The lnes are
guides to the eye. b) P ressure evolution of the antiferrom ag—
netic helical structure characterized by the propagation vec—
torgn = (05,05, ). c) Pressure evolution of the estim ated Ce
staggeredm om entat T=1.85K ofCeRhIns . F illed circles cor—
respond to m easurem ents perform ed at CRL. lled squares
correspond to m easurem ents perform ed at LLB Saclay,arnd
em pty squares correspond to data reported by Bao et alﬁi’gg:

1481 m eV, were produced using a PG (002) m onochro-—
m ator. In both laboratories a top loading He- ow cryo—
stat was used to cooldown the pressure celland sam ple.
Resuls reported below were obtained on severaldi er—
ent single crystals, In di erent pressure environm entsand
at two neutron sources. T he consistency of these resuls
substantiate conclisions drawn from them .

ITII. RESULTS AND D ISCUSSION

W em easured electrical resistivity ( ) on CeRhIng sin—
gle crystal at di erent applied pressures and tem pera—
tures from 300 mK to room tem perature. This crystal
has a resistivity ratio (95 K)/ (1.5 K)= 280 that is
about two tip es higher than that In a crystalstudied by
Hegger et alld. The pressure-tam perature P -T ) phase
diagram constructed from these (T) measurem ents is
shown in Fjg:_]:a. Ournew results show that them agnetic
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FIG . 2: E lastic g scans though selected nuclkar B ragg peaks
atT=18K and P=1.15GPa.
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FIG . 3: E lastic g scans around som e of the m agnetic peaks
atT=18K and P= 1.15GPa.

to non-m agnetic transition is an ooth and reveals the ex—
istence ofa large pressure region of coexisting long-range
m agneticorderand SC (0.O9GPa P 1.75GPa). Thereis
a slight increase of T y w ith pressureup to about 0.8 GPa
and for pressures above this value T y decreases and a
SC ground state develops. This phase diagram ;s fully
consistent, w ith that determ ined by speci c heat?d apd
NOR2I2H2E and departs from initially reported resulr<d.
To detemm ine the pressure evolution of the m agnetic
structure of CeRhIns and particularly the incom m ensu—
rability param eter ( ) of the m agnetic structure @, =
(05,05, )) specialattention hasbeen paid to the precise
alignm ent of the single crystalsince depends critically
on i. For this reason, system atic checks have been per-
form ed during the m easurem ents using f1,1,2g, £0,0,3g
and £2,2,0g nuclear B ragg re ections. Fjg:_i show s typi-
calg-scansaround a seriesoffl,l,2g re ectionsat 1.85K
and 115 GPa which attest to the quality of the crystal
alignm ent. W hen changing pressure, the cell and sam -
plk were wam ed to room tem perature before the next
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FIG .4: Selected elastic g scansat T=18K and P= 18 GPa
not show Ing any evidence of m agnetic scattering.

pressurewasapplied. At each pressure, g-scans and rock—
Ing curveswerem easured at m agnetic and nuclarpeaks.
Severalm agnetic re ections, ncluding Friedelpairs, were

m easured to determ Ine m ore accurately. A set of rep—
resentative m agnetic B ragg peaks are shown in F jg:_?. for
P=115GPaand T=1.85 K . The absence of other com —
m ensurate re ections, like (0.5,05,0.5), wasalso systen—
atically veri ed. From data such as shown In and we

obtain the pressure dependence of pltted In FJg-.ib

Our results show that there is no substantial change in

the m agnetic wave vector (0.5,05, ) within the accuracy
of these m easurem ent up to pressures of1.63 GPa. This
is qualitativelz di erent from the result reported by M a—
Jum dar et al%d. At 18 GPa, we do not detect any ev—
idence for m agnetic scattering for tem peratures greater
than 1.85 K as shown in Fig4. W e speculate that the

lack of m agnetic long range order at this pressure can

be due to the existence of a m arginally higher pressure
than 18 GPa which would drive T y close to our lowest
m easuring tem perature in which case the m agnetic scat-
tering would be not observable above background scat—
tering from the Be€u pressure cell. T he possibility that
a dram atic change m ay occur in the m agnetic structure
between 1.63 GPa and 1.8 GPa giving no m agnetic scat-
tering along (0.5,0.5,") for the * interval reported seem s
very unlkely but cannot be de nitely ruled out.

T he tem perature dependence of the (05,05, ) Bragg
peak intensity which corresponds to the m agnetic order
param eter squared is shown in Fjg:_5 forP= 0.6 GPaand
1.1 GPa. It reveals that there isnot a signi cant change
In the developm ent of the m agnetic order at pressures
above and below the pressure where SC starts develop—
ing. A tentative tto (I-T/Ty )? showed better agree—
ment when = 025 which is consistent w ith the resuls
reported at am bient pressureé®’.

To determ Ine the m agnetic m om ent at each pressure,
m agnetic B ragg peakswerem easured at 1.8 K w ith rock-
Ing scans at LLB-Saclhy and w ith scans such as those
in Fjg;j at CRL. M agnetic cross—sections are derived
from Integrated intensitiesw ith appropiate correction for
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FIG. 5: Temperature dependence of the (05,05, ) Bragg
peak Intensity at P=0.6 GPa and 1.1 GPa (vertical o set
added) and Ty (0.6 GPa) Ty (11GPa). The solid lines are
tsto A-T/T x)* with = 025.

resolution®d. T hey arenom alized to nuclkarB ragg peaks
to yield values In absolute unit. T he theoretical cross—
section for the AFM spiralm odel i2329:

@ = (—) Mo) —j‘f(q)j2 1+ @ b’ @)

is the Ce'® magnetic m factord
007265 bams/ 5 and M is the staggered
moment of Ce ion. Fjg:_]:c show s the staggered m o—
ment of Ce as a function of applied pressure. The
staggered m agnetic m om ent of Ce at am bient pressure,
Mg= (03 0.1) 3 /Ce, which is consistent with the
previously reported value ofM o= (0.75 0.02) 5 /Ce
and is found to be about 20% sm aller than the fiillm o—
m ent obtained from crystal eld calculations, which esti-
mateMo=0.92 5 /C Al W e attrbute the sn allerm ea—
sured value ofM o to partialK ondo com pensation ofthe
mom ent, an e ect neglected in crystal eld calculations.
Fjg;}:c also show s that there appears to be a slight ten-
dency forM g to decrease w ith pressure (less than 15%
decrease at 1.63 GPa com pared to am bient pressure) .

An anomaly at T,=28 K was found Hr
13<P<2.0,GPa In earlier resistivity m easurem ents
on CeRhIn5'1‘nj . This resistivity anom aly is not detected
In the higher quahi:y crystalsused to construct the phase
diagram in FJg:].. W e have m easured g-scans around
05,05, ) at P= 163 GPa for di erent tem peratures
CFjg;ﬁ) and our results con m that m agnetic long
range AFM helical order disappears between 225 and
275K which isvery close to values of Ty obtained from
resistivity m easurem ents (I'y (1.6 GPa)=28K).

For the incommensurate magnetic structure of
CeRhIns, the intemal m agnetic eld sensed by > In-
NQR is given by H it / AapM o fsin (goz),cos(@z),0g,
where A 1, is the hyper ne coupling between the inplane
In nuclkus and each of its four C e nearest neighbors, M g

where f ()
()=

is the ordered mom ent and go= 2 =&3. Our neutron
di raction experin ents show that andM g changeby at
most10% and 15% J:espectjyely, aspressure JS raised from
atm osphericto 1.63 GPa CE‘Jgih(b ) and FJgn].(c . These
relatively am allchangesin andMg areunablby them -
selves to account for the 80% reduction ofH ;,+ deduced
by NOQR measurem ents. If the Ce m om ents acquire a
com ponent out of the ab plane as a function ofpressune
an apparent decrease of H j5+ would be also observed?’

In such a scenario, additionalm agnetic di raction peaks
corresponding to a propagation vector di erent from
05,05, ) would appear and a subsequent reduction of
the In-plane com ponent would be observed. W e did not
observe a lJarge reduction of the in-plane com ponent nor
any evidence ofm agnetic di raction at (0.5,05,0.5) due
to an AFM out of the a-b plane com ponent but we
cannot discardrule out m agnetic intensity appearing at
(05,05,0). Taken together, our results would seem to
rule out the canting scenario. An altemative, and m ore
plausble, Interpretation of the reduction ofH i+ is that
hyper ne coupling decreases w ih pressurefg. . TIrrespec—
tive of the m agniude of H i+, NQR m easurem ent8 es-
tablish beyond reasonable doubt the coexistence of AFM
and bulk SC in CeRhIns at1.75GPa. O urdi raction re—
suls indicatethatM o’ (0.67 0.04) z/Ceatl6GPa
and 1.85 K . These results indicate that bulk SC coexists
w ith relatively Jargem om ent AFM order n CeRhIns un—
der pressure. |,

Unlke UPd,A L? where the coexistence of AFM and un-—
conventional SC has been ascrbed to the partition of
the three U 5f electrons into dual roles, m agnetic and
SC, CeRhIns has only a single 4f electron that partici-
pates In creating both states. T his situation in CeRhIng
is also distinctly di erent from other pressure-induced
HFS based on Ce. Celnz, on which CeRhlIns s based is
an examplk. In Celn; the ordered mom ent? and spe-
cic heat anomaly at Ty decrease m onotonically to-—
wards zero,as the critical pressure is approached where
sC appearsﬁj. . W e do not understand presently how such
a largemoment AFM can coexist with unconventional
SC In CeRhIng. It is as ifthe 4f m om ents, In som e way,
also assum ed dualcharacter, perhapspurely in a dynam —
ically as suggested by recent NM R studied or spatially
segregating Into AFM and SC dom ains. Such segrega-—
tion, however, also could be dynam ic singe there is no
evidence for additional NQR frequencie£d272¢ .

In summ ary, we have determ ined a P -T phase diagram
from high quality CeRhIns single crystalswhich showsa
broad range of pressureswhere AFM and SC coexist. In
addition, our single crystalm agnetic neutron di raction
studies on CeRhIns nd only snall changes in the In-
com m ensurate m agnetic structure and ordered m om ent
aspressure is increased up to 1.63 GPa. These resultsare
consistent w ith speci ¢ heat m easurem ents but inconsis—
tent w ith estin ates of H i+ determ ined by NQ R, which
we attrbute tentatively to a pressure-induced change in
the hyper ne coupling. W e have not reproduced the ob-
servation of a signi cant change In  and the absence of
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FIG. 6: g=scans around (05,05,1- ) magnetic re ection
at 1.63 GPa for di erent tem peratures above and below
Ty ’ 285 K using a pyrolytic graphite analyzer to im prove
the signal to background ratio.

AFM at 1.3 GPa reported earlie®d. M ost in portantly,
we have found that com pared to other heavy fem ions,
the relationship between AFM and unconventional SC
is qualitatively di erent in CeRhIns and w ill require the
developm ent of a new interpretative fram ework in which

the 4f electron producesboth longrangeAFM orderand
heavy-quasiparticles that pair to form an unconventional
SC state.
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