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NuclearM agnetic Resonance studiesofG a stabilized �-Pu revealdetailed inform ation aboutthe

localdistortionssurrounding theG a im puritiesaswellasprovidesinform ation aboutthelocalspin


uctuationsexperienced by the G a nuclei. The G a NM R spectrum isinhom ogeneously broadened

by a distribution oflocalelectric �eld gradients (EFG s),which indicates that the G a experiences

localdistortions from cubic sym m etry. The K night shift and spin lattice relaxation rate indicate

that the G a is dom inantly coupled to the Ferm isurface via core polarization,and is inconsistent

with m agnetic orderorlow frequency spin correlations.

Introduction

The investigavtion ofthe low tem perature properties

ofplutonium and its com pounds has experienced a re-

naissance in recentyears,and severalim portantexperi-

m entshaverevealed unusualcorrelated electron behavior

[1,2,3].The 5felectronsin elem entalplutonium areon

the boundary between localized and itinerant behavior,

sothatslightperturbationsin thePu-Puspacingcan give

rise to dram atic changes in the ground state character.

In fact,Pu exhibitssix allotropicform sin thesolid state,

with varyingdegreesofsym m etry.Theinability forband

structure calculationsto predictallsix ofthese form sis

testam ent to the com plexity ofthe correlated electron

behavior [4,5]. �-Pu,which exists between 576K and

720K ,is the m ost technologically im portant form ,and

can be stabilized down to T = 0 by doping with Al,G a

orIn,which substituteforthePu sites[6].In particular,

Pu1�x G ax possessesthefccstructureand physicalprop-

ertiesof�-Pufor0:020. x . 0:085.Itisnotobviouswhy

the sm allam ountofthesecondary elem entwillstabilize

the electronic structure ofthe � phase,although clearly

the slightperturbation re
 ectsthe itinerant-localization

instability ofthe parentm aterial.

Severaltheorieshaveem erged totry toexplain thesta-

bility ofthe� phase.O netechnologicalchallengeofband

calculations in Pu is the ability to predict localversus

itinerant behavior for the � ve 5felectrons,because the

theoreticalapproachesforthesetwo extrem esarefunda-

m entally di� erent.Thesem odelstypically predicteither

non-m agneticground states,oroneswherelocalPu m o-

m ents are retained [4,7]. In principle,such predictions

can be tested by variousexperim entaltechniques.

Nuclearm agnetic resonance (NM R)isidealforprob-

ing m agnetic correlationsand localstructure.239Pu has

a nuclearspin I = 1

2
,so in principleitcan serveasa di-

rectprobeofthem agneticcorrelationsvia thehyper� ne

interaction A between thenuclear(I)and theelectronic

(S) spins. However,for 4fand 5fnuclei,A is usually

quite large(on the orderof1000 kO e/�B ),so that
 uc-

tuationsofoftheelectron spin S relax the nucleiso fast

thattheirsignalisrendered invisible.O n theotherhand,

the hyper� ne coupling to the nucleiofthe secondary el-

em ent(Al,G a orIn)aretypically oneto threeordersof

m agnitudesm aller,soby m easuringthesecondary nuclei

onecan gain considerableinsightinto thespin dynam ics

ofthe system .

O neofthechallengesfacing band theoristscalculating

the electronic structure of�-Pu is the role ofthe sec-

ondary atom s. Recent x-ray absorbtion � ne structure

(XAFS) studies suggest that Pu lattice distorts locally

around the G a sites [8]. Clearly,these localdistortions

are caused by the electronic system ,and should be cap-

tured by band structure calculations. Therefore,a de-

tailed experim entalstudy ofthese localdistortionsputs

im portantconstraintson any theory. NM R isalso ideal

forprobing these localdistortions,and servesasa com -

plem ent to the XAFS data. Nucleiwith spin I >
1

2

experienceelectricquadrupolarinteractionsbetween the

quadrupolarm om entQ ofthe nucleiand the localelec-

tric � eld gradient (EFG ),V�� , where V is the crystal

� eld potential. G a (I = 3

2
) is therefore sensitive to the

EFG atthe im purity site.

In this paper we present K night shift (K ),spin lat-

tice relaxation rate (T �1
1 ), and linewidth (�) data on

the G a nucleusin a polycrystalsam pleofPu1�x G ax for

x = 0:017 between 4K and 100K .In the early 1970’s,

Fradin,Brodsky,and coworkers at Argonne perform ed

the � rst NM R experim ents on �-Pu stabilized with Al

[9].They found no evidence forany m agnetic transition

ortheform ation oflocalm om ents.O urwork on G a sta-

bilized �-Pu providetheonly new data sincethepioneer-

ing work ofFradin,and we � nd sim ilar behavior. The

K night shift and T
�1
1 data behave as in a typicalcon-

ductor,and we� nd no evidenceforeitherlocalm om ents

at the G a sites,or for strongly tem perature dependent

spin 
 uctuations[18].O n theotherhand,wedo not� nd

thatthe EFG atthe G a site vanishes,asexpected fora

site with cubic sym m etry. Rather,the G a spectrum is

inhom ogeneously broadened by a distribution ofEFG s.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0404626v1
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FIG .1: The
69
G a NM R spectrum at 4K .The solid vertical

lineistheposition ofpureG am etal,and thesolid linethrough

the data isa G aussian �tasdescribed in the text.

Thisresultsuggeststhattherearelocallatticedistortions

with a sym m etry lowerthan cubic atthe G a im purities.

Experim ental

In order to avoid radiological contam ination of the

NM R probe,we constructed an epoxy assem bly to en-

capsulate the NM R coilaswellasthe Pu sam ple.How-

ever,since the Pu issubjectto both self-heating aswell

asrfheatingduetoinduced surfacecurrentsby theNM R

pulses,itiscrucialto establish asolid therm alcontactto

the sam ple.W e thereforebored outtheepoxy along the

axisoftheNM R coil,and secured frits(m etallicscreens)

attheendstoallow thecoldHegastoenteralongtheaxis

ofthe coiland establish a therm alcontactwith sam ple.

The m esh ofthe frits is su� ciently � ne to prevent any

externalcontam ination.Thisdesign allowsustocoolthe

sam pledown to 2K with no signi� cantheating problem s,

asm easured by the nuclearpolarization.

The Ham iltonian ofthe G a nucleiisgiven by:

H = 
~Î� H0 +
h�c

6
(3Î2z � I

2 + �(̂I2x � Î
2
y))+ H hyp (1)

where 
 is the gyrom agnetic ratio,H 0 is the external

� eld, �c = 3eQ Vcc=20, � = (Vaa � Vbb)=Vcc, Q is the

quadrupolar m om ent ofthe G a,and V�� are the com -

ponentsofthe EFG tensor.The hyper� ne interaction is

given by H hyp = I�
P

i
A i� Si(r),where the sum isover

the variousspin contributions(conduction electrons,lo-

calspins).Fora sitewith cubicsym m etry,V�� vanishes,

so the e� ective Ham iltonian forthe G a nucleiin �-Pu is

sim ply:

H = 
~(1+ K )̂IzH 0; (2)
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FIG .2:The K nightshift(�)and susceptibility (solid line)of

theG a versustem perature.Thesusceptibility data aretaken

from [10].INSET:TheK nightshiftversusbulk susceptibility.

where

K (T)= K 0 +
X

i

A i�i(T); (3)

K 0 isa tem perature independentorbitalshiftcontribu-

tion,and A i isthe hyper� ne coupling to the i
th com po-

nentofthe electronicsusceptibility,�(T).

In Fig. (1) we show the G a spectrum at 4K .Note

that this spectrum consists ofallthree nuclear transi-

tions(Iz = + 3

2
$ + 1

2
;Iz = + 1

2
$ �

1

2
;Iz = �

1

2
$ �

3

2
),

since the quadrupolarHam iltonian doesnotliftthe de-

generacy.Thespectrum isbroadened,however,by a dis-

tribution ofEFG ’s,as we discuss below. The center of

theresonanceissom ewhatlowerin frequencythanthatof

pureG a m etal,indicatinga di� erentK nightshift.W e� t

thespectra between 4K and 100K to a G aussian;K and

the rm ssecond m om ent,�,are shown in Figs. (2,3). If

weassum ea singlecom ponentofm agneticsusceptibility,

then following Eq.(3),weextractK 0 and A by plotting

K versus�,where T isan im plicitparam eter(see inset

ofFig.(2).W e � nd K0 = 0:65% and A = 80kO e/�B .

Spin Lattice R elaxation

Thespin latticerelaxation m easuresthetim escalefor

thenuclearspin system to acquirean equilibrium Boltz-

m ann distribution am ong the energy levels. Transitions

between thenuclearlevelsareinduced by tim edependent


 uctuating � eldsthatareperpendicularto H0.Thespin

latticerelaxation rate,T
�1
1 isgiveby:

1

T1T
=

2kB

2
lim
!! 0

X

q

A
2
?
(q)

�? "(q;!)

!
(4)
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FIG .3: The rm s second m om ent of the spectrallinewidth

versus tem perature ofthe
69
G a line in �-Pu. INSET:The

echo integralversus�
2
,where � isthepulse spacing between

the 90� and 180� pulses.

where A ? (q) is the spatial Fourier transform of

the hyper� ne coupling in the perpendicular direction,

�? "(q;!) is the dynam icalq-dependent susceptibility,

and the sum isoverthe Brillouin zone. In thiscase,we

expect that A is isotropic and q-independent,thus the

spin latticerelaxation rateissensitiveto 
 uctuationsfor

allq,and any m agnetic correlations or m agnetic order

should be re
 ected in T�11 .

W e m easured the 69G a T
�1
1 by inversion recovery. In

Fig.(4)weshow data at4K ,which showsa singleexpo-

nential.In principle,therecoveryoftheI = 3

2
G acan be

m ore com plex. However,since the satellitesoverlay the

centraltransition (strictly speaking,theH 1 pulseshavea

bandwidth m uch greaterthan the EFG distribution)all

nuclearlevelsareinverted by thepulses,and therecovery

function sim pli� esto a singleexponentialofthe form :

M (t)= M 0(1� fe
�t=T 1); (5)

whereM 0,f,and T1 are� tparam eters.IftheEFG were

actually m uch greater,and thesatellitetransitions(Iz =

�
3

2
$ �

1

2
)were eithertoo broad to observe,orm issing

from the spectra for som e reason,then the recovery of

the observed centraltransition (Iz = + 1

2
$ �

1

2
)would

be ofthe form :

M (t)= M 0

�

1� f

�
9

10
e
�6t=T 1 +

1

10
e
�t=T 1

��

: (6)

Clearly,asobserved in Fig.(4),thedataindicateasingle

exponential,which supportsthe conclusion thatthe G a

is located at cubic site. In the inset,we com pare the
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FIG .4: The m agnetization decay ofthe G a line at 4K ,and

�ts to a single exponentialdecay (solid line) and the decay

function forthecentraltransition (dotted line).INSET:The

m agnetization recovery data for both isotopes of G a. The

tim e scale for the 71G a has been scaled by (71
=69
)2, as

expected form agnetic relaxation.

relaxation ofthe 71G a with thatofthe 69G a. The tim e

scale for the 71G a has been scaled by (71
=69
)2 (see

Eq.(4));the factthatthe data forboth setsofisotopes

fallonto the sam e line indicates a m agnetic relaxation

m echanism ,ratherthan a quadrupolarone(asm ightbe

expected forstructural
 uctuations,forexam ple).

In Fig. (5) we show the tem perature dependence

ofT
�1
1 . In conductors where the dom inant relaxation

m echanism is by scattering with the conduction elec-

tronsvia a single contactinteraction,such asin the al-

kaliearth m etals,the K night shift and the T
�1
1 are re-

lated [11]: T1TK
2 = �,where the K orringa constantis

given by: � = �2B =�kB ~

2. For convenience,we de� ne

S � T1TK
2=�, so for the sim ple case, S(T) is unity.

Clearly thisquantity approachesa constantvalueatlow

tem peratures,asseen in theinsetofFig.(5).Thisresult

suggeststheabsenceofm agneticcorrelationsorm agnetic

order ofthe Pu spins,which would likely contribute a

strong tem peraturedependence to T1T.

The fact that S(T ! 0)� 0:05 suggeststhat hyper-

� neinteraction in �-Pu ism orecom plex than in thealkali

earth m etals.Electron-electron correlationscan giverise

to an increase in S(T),however S > 1 is seen only in

system s with a single hyper� ne coupling [12,13]. The

factthatS(T)< 1 suggeststhatthere ism ore than one

hyper� ne coupling m echanism to the conduction elec-

trons. In particular, if there were two hyper� ne cou-

plings,A 1 and A 2, to two di� erent conduction bands,

then theK nightshiftwould begiven by thesum A 1+ A 2,
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FIG .5:Thespin latticerelaxation rateversustem peraturefor

theG a (�),and Al(� ,from [17])in �-Pu.INSET:T1TK
2
=�

versus T,where � is given by the K orringa constant. The

dotted line is a �t to T1TK
2
=� = S 0(1 + (T=T0)

2
), where

S0 = 0:046,and T0 = 25K .

whereas the spin lattice relaxation rate would be given

by the sum ofthe squaresA 2
1 + A 2

2,so thatnaively one

m ightexpectT1TK
2 �

A 1+ A 2

A 2

1
+ A 2

2

.IfA 1 and A 2 havedi� er-

entsigns,then them easured ratio can belessthan unity,

aswe observe.In fact,the m easured S(T ! 0)suggests

A 2=A 1 = � 0:9.A second,negativehyper� necouplingvia

corepolarization iscom m on in transition m etalssuch as

Platinum [14].G iven thecom plex electronicstructureof

�-Pu,and the result that the felectrons have itinerant

behavior,such a resultisnotsurprising [15,17].

Asseen in theinset,S(T)hasaquadratictem perature

dependence;we � tthe data to S(T)= S0(1+ (T=T0)
2).

In transition m etals,T0 isa m easureofthe energy scale

on which the density ofstates has structure away from

the Ferm ienergy. Speci� cally,Yafetand Jaccarino � nd

�kB T0 =
p
h�=3d2�=dE2iE F

,where � is the density of

states[16].Com parison with photoem ission dataorband

structure calculationsisdi� cult,however,since kB T0 =

2:2m eV islessthan theirtypicalenergyresolution [4,15].

Inhom ogeneous B roadening

W enow turn to thewidth oftheNM R line.In princi-

ple,the resonancecan be broadened by inhom ogeneities

in H 0,by m agnetic interactionswith the othernucleiin

the system ,by localm agnetic m om entson the Pu sites,

and byquadrupolare� ects.Them agnethasahom ogene-

ity of10ppm ,so � eld inhom ogeneitiescan be neglected.

Letusde� ne �2 asthe second m om entofthe NM R line

spectrum . For a nucleus with I >
1

2
we expect quite
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FIG .6:The hole-burning spectrum of
69
G a at4K .The solid

line is the spectrum after a narrow inversion pulse,and the

dashed line isthe spectrum with no prelim inary pulse.

generally:

�
2 = �

2
m ag + �

2
q + (�nH 0)

2 + �
2
�� +

X

�06= �

�
2
��0; (7)

where�2m ag isthecontributionfrom m agneticm om entsin

the system ,�2q isthe contribution from non-zero EFG ’s

at the nuclear site,�nH 0 is the contribution from the

anisotropic susceptibility and dem agnetization � elds in

the powder,and �2��0 is the second m om ent ofthe nu-

cleardipoleinteraction.Notethat� = �0correspondsto

likespin coupling (forexam ple 69G a-69G a coupling)and

� 6= �0 corresponds to unlike spin coupling (69G a-71G a

and 69G a-239Pu) [13]. These quantities can be calcu-

lated for the fcc Pu lattice with random ly located G a

atom s,and depend on the orientation ofthe � eld with

respectto thecrystalparam eters[13].Forourpolycrys-

tallinesam ple,thebroadeningisan averageovertheunit

sphere;since �2�;�0 variesby lessthan 50% overthe unit

sphere we have chosen the (100)� eld direction forcon-

creteness. W e � nd �269;69 = 0:009G 2,�269;71 = 0:004G 2,

and �269;239 = 2:5G 2. As seen in Fig. (3),the spectral

broadening is m uch greater than the dipolar coupling.

In order to determ ine the � eld dependent contribution,

wem easured thelinewidth asa function ofapplied � eld,

as seen in Fig. (7). Fitting the data to Eq. (7) we

� nd �(H0 = 0) = 4:6G ,a value stillgreater than than

dipolarsecond m om ent,so the NM R spectrum m ustbe

inhom ogeneously broadened by � 4:3G � 4:4kHz.

To test for inhom ogeneous broadening we perform ed

a hole burning test by saturating a narrow fraction of

the line. W e applied a low power pulse to the system

prior to a broad-band echo sequence; the spectrum is

shown in Fig.(6). Clearly,the fullspectrum consistsof

the superposition ofseveralnarrow intrinsic lines. Note
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FIG .7: The rm s second m om ent ofthe spectralline versus

applied �eld.Thesolid lineisa �tto Eq.(7),and thedotted

line isthe estim ated hom ogeneouslinewidth.

that the rm s second m om ent for the "hole" is 6.7G ,a

value on the orderofthe � eld independent broadening,

butstillgreaterthan the calculated value.However,the

excitation pulsein thiscasewasstillgreaterthan thehole

linewidth (butnarrowerthanthafullspectrallinewidth),

soitisdoubtfulthatthem easured holelinewidth re
 ects

the intrinsiclinewidth.

The inhom ogeneous broadening arises either from

m agnetic m om entsin the system ,orfrom a distribution

ofEFG s.In the lattercase,we utilize the m easured hy-

per� necouplingto estim atethesizeoftheputativem ag-

netic m om entas5� 10�5 �B . Such m om entswould not

be detected in bulk susceptibility m easurem ents. How-

ever,neither� norK show any signi� canttem perature

dependence,asone m ightexpectifthese localm om ents

werepresentin the system .

In fact,them ostlikelysourceofinhom ogeneousbroad-

ening is from a distribution ofEFG s which contribute

the the quadrupolarlinewidth. O ne way to testforthis

is to com pare the linewidth ofthe 71G a to that ofthe
69G a. However,we � nd the surprising result that the
71G a width is76% largerthan thatofthe 69G a,whereas

the quadrupolar m om ent of the 71G a is 40% sm aller!

(Note,however,that the m easured �n’s (see Eq. 7) of

the two isotopesdo follow the ratio ofthe gyrom agnetic

ratios,asexpected.) Thereason forthisdiscrepancym ay

be related to the factthatthe sam ple had been held at

tem peratures T < 100K for severaldays prior to the

m easurem ents ofthe 71G a. At these tem peratures,the

dam age to the lattice in
 icted by the radioactive decay

ofthe Pu atom sisnotannealed out,and isre
 ected in

resistivity m easurem ents[18].O neexpectsthattheEFG

willre
 ectlattice dam age,thusitisreasonablethatthe

inhom ogeneous broadening is due to lattice distortions.

In thiscase,the4kHzbroadening would correspond to a

distribution ofe69Q Vcc=h � 27kHz in the localEFG at

the G a site.

Any perturbation from cubicsym m etry attheG a site

willgiverisetoa� niteEFG and consequently contribute

tothelinebreadth.XAFS studiesofthePu-G adistances

in �-Pu indicatethatthelatticecontractsslightly around

the G a im purities [8], however it is not clear how the

EFG willbe m odi� ed as a result. Further studies are

needed to determ ine what fraction ofthe quadrupolar

linebroadeningarisesfrom radioactivedam ageand what

arisesfrom latticecontraction around theG a im purities.

D ecay ofthe Echo Envelope

Thedecayoftheechoenvelopecan provideinform ation

aboutthe like-spin coupling and the intrinsic linewidth.

Thespin echo isacquired by applying thepulsesequence

90� � � � 180�,and occurs at a tim e 2� after the � rst

pulse. The integralofthe spin echo isplotted versus�2

in the insetofFig.(3).In the lim itwhere �2�� ishighly

anisotropic,sothatthelike-spin nuclearcouplingism uch

largerin aparticulardirection,theform oftheechodecay

can besolved exactly in term sof�2�� [19,20,21].In this

case,the echo decay isG aussian:

M (�)= M 0 exp

�

�
(2�)2

2T 2
2G

�

; (8)

where T
�2

2G
= 
2�2��. However,forthe dipolarcouplings

discussed here,wearenotin such alim it,and onecannot

write down an exactform forthe echo decay [22]. Nev-

ertheless,we� nd thattheecho decay isindeed G aussian

with a tim e constant T2G � 480�s. This value corre-

spondsto a second m om entof0.105G 2,a factor10 tim es

largerthan calculated. Even though we do nothave an

exactform forthe echo decay fordipolarcouplings,one

would expecta priorithatthem easured echo decay con-

stantwould be within an a factorof2-3 ofthe like-spin

second m om ent. Therefore,the factthatwe � nd such a

disparity issurprising.Ifthelike-spin coupling isin fact

largerthan weestim ated,then thisresultsuggestsoneof

three causes: (i) there exist indirect couplings between

the G a (unlikely due to theirlargespatialdistances),or

(ii)the e� ective G a-G a distance issm aller,asm ightbe

expected forG aclustering,or(iii)theunlikePu spinsare


 uctuating quickly,so thatthereisa 
 uctuating � eld at

the G a site thatcontributesto the dephasing ofthe G a

spins[23]. XAFS studiesofthe G a distribution suggest

thatthe G a is distributed uniform ly,so the m ostlikely

explanation forthe enhanced echo decay rate is(iii)[8].

In fact,we do expect that the Pu nuclear spins have a

veryfastspin latticerelaxationrate,sincetheym usthave

a largehyper� necoupling.



C onclusions

G a NM R in �-Pu providesinform ation both aboutthe

localstructureand distribution oftheG a atom s,aswell

asthe electronic spin 
 uctuations. W e � nd thatfor1.7

atom ic percent doping, �-Pu shows little evidence for

localm agnetic m om ents at the Pu sites, but that the

hyper� ne coupling between the G a and the conduction

electrons probably contains a contact as wellas a core

polarization term . Furtherm ore,the NM R spectrum is

inhom ogeneously broadened by a distribution ofEFG ’s

atthecubicsym m etricG a site.M oredetailed studiesof

thelinewidth asa function ofdoping should yield im por-

tantinform ation aboutthe G a distribution. Itisworth

noting that these experim ents were conducted at tem -

peratures lower than the proposed K ondo tem perature

of200-300K [10]. Therefore,further studies at higher

tem peraturesm ay shed lighton thepresenceofspin 
 uc-

tuations.
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