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Evidence for m ultiband superconductivity in the heavy ferm ion com pound UN LA L
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Epitaxial thin In s of the heavy ferm ion superconductor UN A L with TS 2* =

098K were

nvestigated. T he transition tem perature T. depends on the current direction which can be related
to superconducting gaps opening at di erent tem peratures. A lso the in uence of the m agnetic

ordering at Ty '

m agnetic m om ents and itinerant charge carriers on the multisheeted Fem i surface .

5K on R (T) is strongly anisotropic indicating di erent coupling between the

The upper

critical eld H 2 (T ) suggests an unconventional spin-singlet superconducting state.

PACS numbers: 74.70.Tx, 7425Fy, 74.718Db

Recently a clear progress conceming the superconduc—
tivity of the heavy ferm ion com pound UPd;A L was re—
ported. Due to combined experim ental investigations
based on tunneling spectroscopy on planarthin  In jinc—
tions 1] and inelastic neutron scattering 1,1, ] an un-—
conventionalm echanism of superconductivity was identi-

ed. T here is com pelling evidence that the C ooper pair
form ation in this com pound is caused by the exchange
of m agnetic excitations. H owever, the question if these
excitation are spin uctuations 1] or m agnetic excitons
., ] isnot nally answered. In this fram ework the in—
vestigation of the com pound UN LA L, which is isostruc—
turalto UPd,A L, is of great interest. W hereasUPd,A L
shows a sin ple antiferrom agnetic structure wih rela-
tively large ordered m agneticm om entsof .4 7 085 3
the com pound UN LA I is an incom m ensurately ordered
antiferrom agnet [|]w ith smaller ordered m om ent g
024 5 [l]. n contrastto UPdy,A L, OorUN LA L there is
evidence for a spin-triplet superconducting state 1].
T he preparation of the rst single crystalline bulk sam —
pks of UNLA L [, ] was not possble until 5 years
after the discovery of superconductivity in this com —
pound []]. This is due to a peritectical decom posi-
tion which result in the fom ation ofan UA L in puriy
phase '] and hence a strongly reduced sam ple purity
compared to UPd;A L. However, since thin Ins are
not prepared from the m el this typical problem can be
avoided. W e prepared superconducting single crystalline
thin InsofUNLAL (wypicalthicknessd / 200nm ) by
coevaporation ofthe elem entary com ponentsin anM BE -
system . O rthorhombical YA 3 cut in (010)-or (112)-
direction provides an epitaxial substrate for the (100)-
oriented UN LA L with lattice m is ts for the a-axis of
+0.7% for the form er and 0.5% for the latter substrate
cut. On these substrates high purity single crystalline
thin Inswere prepared. In Figlll an xray =2 -scan
ofan UNLA L (100) Im on YA O3 (010) isshown.Only
a very weak UO ,; but no UA L in purity phase is visble.
The inset shows a scan of the crystallographic (1K L)-
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plane of UN LA L. The observed x-ray re ections prove
that the In is ordered In plane, i. e. single crystalline.
From the positions of 14 xray re ectionsofan UNLA L
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FIG.1l: X-ray =2 —scan ofan UNi;A Xk thin Im on an

YA 103 (010) substrate. P lease note the alignm ent of the re—
ciprocal (100)-axis of the hexagonal crystal perpendicular to
the substrate surface. UN LA L re ections are labeled (H 00),
substrate S, In purities * (presum ably UO x)). The inset show s
a scan of the reciprocal (IKL)plane ofUN LA L. The x—ray
intensity (linear grey scale) is plotted versus the m om entum

transfer in unitsofthe reciprocal lattice vectors. From the ob—
servation of re ections at integer K and L values the Inplane
order of the Im is obvious. The narrow re ections close to
(11/2-) and (1 1/2 0) are substrate re ections.

thin Im the Pllow ing lattice param eterswere calculated:
a= 0521106)nm, b= 05221 @)nm, c= 0:4017@2)nm .
T hese num bersare in agreem ent w ith the values obtained
from polycrystalline buk sam ples []] and rule out any
grow th process nduced stress ofthe Im s.

P atteming the sam ples by a standard photolithographic
process w ith ion beam etching m ade it possible to ob-
tain well de ned geom etries for the investigation of
anisotropic transport properties (see inset of Fighh).
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M easurem ents of the tem perature dependent resistivity
R (T) of the sam ples were perform ed w ith the current
direction parallel to the crystallographic a-axis as well
as paralkel to the caxis of the same thin In. A pro—
nounced anisotropy, like reported previously from bulk
single crystals iD] is cbserved Figll). The residual re—
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FIG.2: Specic resistivity (T) ofan UNi»AL thin Imn
for di erent current directions (lack squares: I k a, grey
dots: I k ¢). Inset: Photograph of a pattemed UNLAL Im
(4 4mm).ForR (T )-measurem entsa current is send through
the central conductor path (width d= 100 m ), the thin strips
are volage probes (4-point dcm ethod).

sistivities of the best samplsare .= 25 an forTk
cand 5 = 20 an Pr Ik a. The residual resistance
ratios RRR = R3gog =R1.1x amount to RRR. = 66
and RRRy, = 8:3. This is approxin a half of the
RRR reported Hrbuk singk crystals I, B1] ndicating
a higher concentration of scattering centers in the thin
In s. However, these scattering centers are less e ective
In destroying the superconducting state since the tran-
sition tem perature T and width T . ofthe Imsisas
high and sharp as In the best buk single crystals.
The Ins become superconducting at TZ #* = 0:98K
w ith resistive transition widths T .’ 0:06K .Large crit-
icalcurrent densities of I, ¥ 10°A /an? at T = 0:32K for
I kaandIkcshow that the observed superconductiviy
isaproperty ofthe com pletethin In volum e. The probe
current em ployed form easurem entsof T, was adjusted to
a current range were no in uence of itsm agniude on the
resistive transition was cbserved Figll). A 1l of our su—
perconducting sam ples on both kinds of substrate show
the superconducting transition for current direction I k ¢
at a reduced tem perature compared to T k a wih T, (T k
a) T.@kc)’ 005K EFigll). The sam e behavior is
visble at a close inspection of the only published R (T )—
data ofbuk single crystalsby Sato et al. [Bll]. T husthere

is strong evidence that the directional dependence ofthe
resistive T, is an Intrinsic property ofUN LA L.
A possbl explanation for this e ect is the existence
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FIG . 3: Superconducting resistive transitions ofan UN LA L
thin Im for di erent current directions (plack symbols: I k
a, grey symbols: T k ¢). M easurem ents w ith di erent current
densities are show to dem onstrate that the probe current does
not in uence the T values (or j’ 10A /am?).

oftwo bands In UN LA 1 w ith intraband pairing interac-
tionsbut w ithout superconducting interband interaction.
Such a situation can result in two superconducting gaps
on the Fermm i surface which open at di erent tem pera—
tures .]. Up tonow there isnoFem isurface calculation
ofUN LA 1 available but sin ilarities to the Fermm isurface
of the isostructural com pound UPd,A L ., .] can be
assum ed based on early band structure calculations .].
Thus a m ultisheeted Fem i surface is expected w ith an
Increased anisotropy com pared to UPd,A k as concluded
from the stronger transport anisotropy ofUNLA L. On
such a Fem i surface superconducting gaps opening at
di erent tem peratures on di erent sheets could result in
transitions tem peraturesw hich depend on the current di-
rection.

A ccording to J:ef..] a weak coupling between the two
bands results in two gapswith a common T.. However,
In one ofthebandsan initially tiny energy gap isexpected
which opens drastically at a reduced tem perature com —
pared to T.. In a transport experin ent such a situation
is presum ably indistinguishable from the case oftwo dif-
ferent T, values due to critical current e ects hiding the
tiny energy gap. However, the sin ple m odel of J:ef..]
presents only a rst attem pt to explain the directional
dependence 0f T, and does not consider the coupling be—
tw een superconductivity and m agnetisn aswellasFem i
surface and order param eter anisotropies of UN LA L.
At the m agnetic ordering tem perature Ty ’ 5K a clear
anom aly in the resistivity R (T ) ofthe Im s isvisbl for



currents T k abutnot ®rIk c Figll. The in uence of
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FIG .4: Speci cresistivity (T)ofanUN 1AL thin In . Left
axis: I k a (lack squares). R ight axis: T k ¢ (grey dots).

them agnetic ordering on the resistivity ofUN LA L isdif-
ferent from the behavior ofUP dyA 1 where a clear steep—
ening ofR (T') is observed on cooling beyond Ty forI k a
aswellasfor I k c [1]. In contrast, in the UNLA L Ins
we observe a attening ofR (T) forT ka at Ty which is
sim ilarto thebehaviorofURu,Si 1]. Thisdependence
can result from a change In the Fem i surface topology
associated w ith the form ation ofa m agnetization-density
wave which opens a gap over a portion of the Fermm isur-
face. Since R (T) ofUNLA L isnot a ected by them ag—
netic ordering for currents I k ¢ we conclude that only
the sheet ofthe Fem isurface providing the a-axis trans—
port couples to the m agnetic order param eter.
T he observation that the higher superconducting T, was
observed on the Fem i surface sheet which is m ore af-
fected by the m agnetic ordering provides evidence that
the C ooperpairing in UN LA k ism ediated by m agnetic
excitations. However, due to the di erent in uence of
the m agnetic ordering on the transport properties it is
possible that the character of these excitations is di er—
ent from the one discussed forUPdA L.
T o Investigate the superconducting order param eter con—
ceming a possbl soin triplt state the upper critical
ed H, (T) ofthe UNLA L thin  In s was detem ined
by m easuring resistive transitionsR (T ) In di erentm ag—
netic elds using a m idpoint criterion. Figll show s the
R (T ) curves obtained for probe currents I k a and eld
orientation H k c as an exam pl. P lease note that the
w idth and shape of the transitions depend only weakly
on the eld H asopposad to the behavior reported from
bulk single crystals [1]. The upper critical eld was de-
term ined for eld directions parallel to the real space a—
and caxis aswell as parallel to the reciprocala -axis of
the hexagonalcom pound Eigll). Them easured H o, (T)
curves are alm ost independent of the current direction.
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FIG .5: Resistive superconducting transitions ofan UN LA L
thin In Inmagnetic elds oH from 0T to 12T .P robe cur-

rent Tkaand eldsH kc.

Only a an all shift to lower tem peratures of the data ob—
tained with I k c com pared to I k a was observed as ex—
pected considering the reduced T. in this direction. For

12 @ i
\Ao\\A\
N
1,01 ° \m\ i
. e _
NN\
0,8 ° i
~ e N\
= N
v% 0,6 ° ‘- ]
I L \o \t
= 0.4 R \o \n g
| |—=—H]| a;HOsurface \.\‘
0.2 —A—H || a; H || surface \\‘
“" |—e—H]||c; H|| surface .\\"
0,0 N 1 N 1 1 N 1 1 1 N L
0,3 0,4 0,5 0,6 0,7 0,8 0,9 1,0
T(K)

FIG .6: Uppercritical elds oH (T)ofan UNLA L thin Im
w ith di erent orientations relative to the eld direction (see

inset). Current I k a-axis.

H ka the Im planewasperpendiculartothe eld direc—
tion, whereas forH k cthethin In shad tobem ounted
wih the In surface paralkel to the eld direction. In
principle theparallelcon guration allow sthe appearance
of increased critical elds due to nite size e ects (thin

In and surface superconductivity) []. H owever, these



phenom ena should result in a pronounced angulardepen—
dence of H . ( ) which was not cbserved. For additional
Investigation ofthesepossbl e ectsthe In wasrotated
by 90° on the sam pkeplatform resulting in a con guration
wih H k aparallelto the In surface. D ue to the hexag-
onalsymmetry ofUN LA L only a very weak anisotropy
ofthe critical eld is expected w ithin the ab-plane. Thus
the observation of very sin ilar H ., (T )-curves for H k a
parallelto the In surface and forH k a perpendicular
to the In surface shows that nite size e ects do not
In uence the critical eld.
Forall investigated m agnetic eld directionsa steep slope
oH Y (Te) > 5T /K was cbserved in contrast to the
much sn aller slopes reported previously from investiga-—
tions of buk polycrystals 1] and single crystals [1].
A dditionally, the critical eldsofthethin In saremuch
larger and less anisotropic than reported for the only
available buk sihglk crystals [l]. Em ploying the con-—
ventionalW HHM -theory [11] of the upper critical eld
the authors conclided that orbital pair breaking lim its
H ofUNLA L. W ih the sam e approach 1] we obtain
from

H P = 0:693(( dH =dT )r,)Te

an orbitaluppercritical eld of oH %° > 3:5T .However,

from ourH ., (T) curveswe estinate oH o OK) ’ 16T

only. This discrepancy provides evidence for a non-
negligble param agnetic pair breaking contrbution and
thus a spin singlet superconducting order param eter of
UN LA I asopposed to the experim entalevidence for spin
triplet superconductivity of ref. [1].

A dditional conclusions conceming the order param eter
symmetry can not be drawn from the B (T) mea—
surem ents. For a realistic description a conospt which
goes beyond the W HHM -theory considering the presum —
ably m ultisheeted anisotropicFerm isurface and strongly
anisotropic order param eter of UN LA L is needed.

W e arrive at the conclusion that epitaxialthin Ins of
UN LA I allow the identi cation of superconducting tran—
sition tem peratures T, which clearly depend on the cur-
rent direction. In conjinction w ith anisotropic signatures
ofthem agnetic ordering thesem easurem entsprovide evi-
dence foram uliband superconducting state w ith am ag—
netic C ooperpairing m echanian . M easurem ents of the
upper critical eld indicate a spin singlet superconduct—
Ing state ofUNLA L.
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