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Nuclear M agnetic R esonance studies of G a stabilized -Pu revealdetailed infom ation about the
Jocaldistortions surrounding the G a in purities as well as provides inform ation about the local spin
uctuations experienced by the G a nuclki. The Ga NM R gpectrum is inhom ogeneously broadened
by a distrbution of local electric eld gradients (EFG s), which indicates that the G a experiences
Jocal distortions from cubic symm etry. The Knight shift and soin lattice relaxation rate indicate
that the Ga is dom lnantly coupled to the Fem i surface via core polarization, and is inconsistent
w ith m agnetic order or low frequency spin correlations.

Introduction

T he mnvestigavtion of the low tem perature properties
of plutoniuim and its com pounds has experienced a re—
naissance in recent years, and several in portant experi-
m ents have revealed unusual correlated electron behavior
'EJ, -'_2, :_IJ.]. The 5felectrons in elem entalplutonium are on
the boundary between localized and itinerant behavior,
so that slight perturbations in the P u-P u spacing can give
rise to dram atic changes in the ground state character.
In fact, Pu exhibits six allotropic form s in the solid state,
w ith varying degrees of sym m etry. T he fnability forband
structure calculations to predict all six of these fom s is
testam ent to the com plexiy of the correlated electron
behavior @, §]. -Pu, whih exists between 576K and
720K , is the m ost technologically im portant form , and
can be stabilized down to T = 0 by dopingwih Al Ga
or In, which substitute for the Pu sites f§]. In particular,
Pu; x G ayx possesses the foe structure and physical prop—
ertiesof Pufor0:020. x . 0085. kisnotobviouswhy
the an all am ount of the secondary elem ent w ill stabilize
the electronic structure of the phase, although clearly
the slight perturbation re ects the itinerant-localization
Instability of the parent m aterial.

Severaltheories have em erged to try to explain the sta-
bility ofthe phase. O ne technologicalchallenge ofband
calculations In Pu is the ability to predict local versus
itinerant behavior for the wve 5f electrons, because the
theoretical approaches for these tw o extrem es are fuinda—
mentally di erent. T hese m odels typically predict either
non-m agnetic ground states, or ones w here localPu m o—
m ents are retained ff!, -rj:]. In principle, such predictions
can be tested by various experim ental techniques.

Nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) is ideal for prob—
ing m agnetic correlations and local structure. 23°Pu has
anuckarsoin I = %, so In principle it can serve as a di-
rect probe of the m agnetic correlations via the hyper ne
iInteraction A between the nuclear (I) and the electronic
(S) spins. However, or 4f and 5f nucki, A is usually
quite lJarge (on the order of 1000 kOe/ ), so that uc-

tuations of of the electron spin S relax the nucleiso fast

that their signalis rendered Invisble. O n the otherhand,

the hyper ne coupling to the nucliof the secondary el
ement A1 Ga orIn) are typically one to three orders of
m agnitude an aller, so by m easuring the secondary nuclei
one can gain considerable nsight into the spin dynam ics

of the system .

O ne of the challenges facing band theorists calculating
the electronic structure of -Pu is the rol of the sec—
ondary atom s. Recent x-ray absorbtion ne structure
KAFS) studies suggest that Pu lattice distorts locally
around the G a sites B]. C learly, these Jocal distortions
are caused by the electronic system , and should be cap-
tured by band structure calculations. Therefore, a de-
tailed experim ental study of these local distortions puts
In portant constraints on any theory. NM R is also ideal
for probing these local distortions, and serves as a com —
plkment to the XAFS data. Nuckiwith spin I > 1
experience electric quadrupolar interactions between the
quadrupolarm om ent Q of the nucli and the local elec—
tric eld gradient €FG), V , where V is the crystal

eld potential. Ga (I = 2) is therefore sensitive to the
EFG atthe In purity sie.

In this paper we present Knight shift ® ), spin lat-
tice relaxation rate (T,'), and lnewidth ( ) data on
the G a nuckus In a polycrystalsam ple ofPu; x Gay for
0017 between 4K and 100K . In the early 1970's,
Fradin, Brodsky, and coworkers at A rgonne perform ed
the 1rst NMR experiments on -Pu stabilized wih Al
i_ﬁ]. They found no evidence for any m agnetic transition
or the form ation of localm om ents. O urwork on G a sta—
bilized -Pu providethe only new data since the pioneer-
Ing work of Fradin, and we nd sin ilar behavior. The
Knight shift and T, ! data behave as in a typical con—
ductor, and we nd no evidence for either localm om ents
at the G a sites, or for strongly tem perature dependent
soin ucmatjons:_[i_é]. On the otherhand, wedonot nd
that the EFG at the G a site vanishes, as expected for a
site with cubic symm etry. Rather, the Ga spectrum is
Inhom ogeneously broadened by a distrbution ocf EFG s.
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FIG.1: The ®°Ga NMR spectrum at 4K . The solid vertical
line istheposition ofpure G am etal, and the solid line through
the data isa Gaussian t as descrdbed in the text.

T his result suggeststhat there are local lattice distortions
w ih a symm etry lower than cubic at the G a In purities.

E xperim ental

In order to avold radiological contam ination of the
NM R probe, we constructed an epoxy assem bly to en—
capsulate the NM R coilaswellasthe Pu sample. How —
ever, since the Pu is sub Ect to both selfheating aswell
as rfheating due to induced surface currentsby the NM R
pulses, i is crucialto establish a solid therm alcontact to
the sam ple. W e therefore bored out the epoxy along the
axisofthe NM R coil, and secured frits (m etallic screens)
attheendsto allow the cold H e gasto enteralong the axis
of the coil and establish a therm al contact w ith sam ple.
The mesh of the frits is su ciently ne to prevent any
extemaloontam ination. T hisdesign allow susto coolthe
sam ple down to 2K with no signi cant heating problem s,
asm easured by the nuclear polarization.

T he H am iltonian of the G a nuclki is given by:

A hc

B= f m+— Gff '+ € £N+HL, O
where  is the gyrom agnetic ratio, H( is the extemal

ed, . = 3eQV.=20, = (Vaa Vip)=Vee, Q s the
quadrupolar mom ent of the Ga, and V' are the com —
ponents ofthe EFG Ptensor. The hyper ne Interaction is
given by Hpyp = T ;Ai $(), where the sum is over
the various spin contributions (conduction electrons, lo—
calspins). Fora site w ith cubic symm etry, V. vanishes,
so the e ective Ham iltonian forthe Ga nuclkiin -Pu is
sinply:

H= ~@0+K)LHy; @)
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FIG .2: The Knight shift ( ) and susceptibility (solid line) of
theGa versus tem perature. T he susceptibility data are taken
from EQ] INSET :TheKnight shift versusbulk susceptibility.

where
X
K (T)=Ko+ A i(T); 3)
K ¢ is a tem perature independent orbital shift contribu—
tion, and A ; is the hyper ne couplhng to the ¥ com po—
nent of the electronic susceptbiliy, (T).

In Fig. ('_]:) we show the Ga spectrum at 4K . Note
that this spectrum oonsists of all three nuclkar transi-
tions (I, = +2$ +3;L,=+3$ ;L= 3$ 32),
since the quadrupolar H am ittonian does not lift the de—
generacy. T he spectrum isbroadened, however, by a dis—
tribution of EFG’s, as we discuss below . T he center of
the resonance is som ew hat low er In frequency than that of
pureGametal, indicatinga di erentKnightshift.We t
the spectra between 4K and 100K to a G aussian; K and
the m s second mom ent, , are shown in Figs. @;_é) If
we assum e a single com ponent ofm agnetic susceptibility,
then ©llow ing Eq. (:j), we extract K o and A by plotting
K versus ,where T isan im plicit param eter (see Inset
of Fig. @).We ndKo= 0:65% andA = 80kOe/ 5 .

Spin Lattice R elaxation

T he spin lattice relaxation m easures the tin e scale for
the nuclear spin system to acquire an equilbrium Bolz—
m ann distrbution am ong the energy levels. Transitions
betw een the nuclar kevels are nduced by tin e dependent

uctuating eldsthat are perpendicularto By . The spin
lattice relaxation rate, T, tis give by:

1 ke X L "@i!)

= lin Aj
T:T 2 'to : @ !

(4)
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FIG . 3: The m s second m om ent of the spectral linew idth
versus tem perature of the ®Ga line in Pu. INSET: The
echo integral versus 2, where isthe pulse spacing between
the 90 and 180 pulses.

where A, (@) is the spatial Fourier transform of
the hyper ne coupling in the perpendicular direction,

2 "(@;!) is the dynam ical g-dependent susceptibility,
and the sum is over the B rillouin zone. In this case, we
expect that A is isotropic and g-independent, thus the
soin lattice relaxation rate is sensitive to  uctuations for
all g, and any m agnetic correlations or m agnetic order
shoudbere ected n T ' .

W e measured the °Ga T, ' by inversion recovery. Tn
Fig. ;ff) we show data at 4K, which show s a single expo—
nential. In principle, the recovery ofthe I = % G a can be
m ore com plex. However, since the satellites overlay the
centraltransition (strictly speaking, the H ; pulseshavea
bandw idth m uch greater than the EFG distrdbution) all
nuclear kevels are inverted by the pulses, and the recovery
function sin pli esto a single exponential of the fom :

M @=MoL fe" ?); ©)
whereM o, £f,and T; are tparam eters. Ifthe EFG were
actually m uch greater, and the satellite transitions (I, =

% S %) w ere either too broad to observe, orm issing
from the spectra for som e reason, then the recovery of
the observed centraltransition (I, = +1 $ 1) would
be of the formm :

9 6t=T 1 =T
M ()= M 1 £ —e 4+ —e . : 6
®© 0 0 10 (6)

C larly, asobserved In F ig. (:ﬁf), the data indicate a sihglke
exponential, which supports the conclusion that the Ga
is Iocated at cubic site. In the Inset, we com pare the
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FIG . 4: The m agnetization decay of the G a line at 4K, and

ts to a sihgle exponential decay (solid line) and the decay
function for the central transition (dotted line). INSET : The
m agnetization recovery data for both isotopes of Ga. The
tin e scale Hr the *Ga has been scalkd by (71 =59 )2, as
expected form agnetic relaxation.

relaxation of the 7'G a w ith that of the ®°Ga. The tine
scale for the 'Ga has been scaled by (! =° P (see
Eq. @)); the fact that the data for both sets of isotopes
fall onto the sam e line indicates a m agnetic relaxation
m echanian , rather than a quadrupolar one (asm ight be
expected for structural uctuations, for exam ple) .

In Fig. ('_5) we show the tem perature dependence
of T, ! . In conductors where the dom inant relaxation
m echanian is by scattering w ith the conduction elec—
trons via a single contact interaction, such as in the al-
kali earth m etals, the Knight shift and the T, U are re-
lated [_1-1:]: T:TK 2 = , where the K orringa constant is
given by: = 2= ks~ ?. For convenince, we de ne
S T:TK ?= , so or the sinpk case, S (T) is unity.
C learly this quantity approaches a constant valie at low
tem peratures, as seen in the inset ofF ig. (-5) . Thisresult
suggests the absence ofm agnetic correlationsorm agnetic
order of the Pu spins, which would lkely contrbute a
strong tem perature dependence to T1T .

The factthat S(T ! 0) 005 suggests that hyper-

ne interaction n P u ism ore com plex than in the alkali
earth m etals. E lectron-electron correlations can give rise
to an Increase In S (T), however S > 1 is seen only in
system s with a single hyper ne coupling :_fl_l?,:_-l_'B]. The
fact that S (T ) < 1 suggests that there ism ore than one
hyper ne coupling m echanisn to the conduction elec—
trons. In particular, if there were two hyper ne cou-
plings, A; and A,, to two di erent conduction bands,
then the K night shift would be given by thesum A+ A,
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FIG .5: The spin lattice relaxation rate versus tem perature for
theGa (),andAl( ,from [I7) n Pu. INSET:T;TK °=
versus T, where is given by the K orringa constant. The
dotted line isa tto TiTK?= = S, (1 + (T=To)?), where
So = 0:046, and Tp = 25K .

w hereas the soin lattice relaxation rate would be given
by the sum of the squaresAf + Ag, so that naively one
m ight expect T;TK > 2722 IfA; and A, havedi er-
ent signs, then them easuéed 12.'an can be less than unity,
aswe observe. In fact, themeasured S (T ! 0) suggests
A,=A; = 09.A seoond, negative hyper necouplingvia
core polarization is comm on in transition m etals such as
P latinum [_l-l_l'] G iven the com plex electronic structure of

-Pu, and the result that the f electrons have itinerant
behavior, such a resul is not surprising f_l-§', :_l-j]

A sseen in the Inset, S (T ) has a quadratic tem perature
dependence; we tthedatatoS(T)= S @1+ (T=Ty)?).
In transition m etals, Ty is a m easure of the energy scale
on which the density of states has structure away from
the Fermm lﬁnergy Speci cally, Yafet and Jaccarino nd

ks Top = h =3 =dE%iz, , where is the density of
states [_1-§] C om parison w ith photoem ission data orband
structure calculations isdi cul, however, since kg Ty =
22m eV is less than theirtypicalenergy resolution §, 15].

Inhom ogeneous B roadening

W e now tum to the width ofthe NM R Iine. In princi
ple, the resonance can be broadened by inhom ogeneities
In H(, by m agnetic interactions w ith the other nuclei in
the system , by localm agnetic m om ents on the Pu sites,
and by quadrupolare ects. Them agnethasa hom ogene—
ity of 10ppm , so eld inhom ogeneities can be neglected.
Let usde ne 2 asthe second m om ent ofthe NM R line
spoectrum . 1

For a nuckus with I > 5 we expect quite
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FIG . 6: The holebuming spectrum of °°G a at 4K . T he solid
line is the spectrum after a narrow inversion pulse, and the
dashed line is the spectrum w ith no prelin nary pulse.

generally:
2 2 2 2 2 X 2
= nmagt gt (aHo)" + + 0; 7
os
where 2 ag Isthe contribution from m agneticm om ents in

the system, é is the contribution from non-—zero EFG's
at the nuclear site, ,H, is the contrdbution from the
anisotropic susceptibility and dem agnetization elds in
the powder, and 2 , is the second m om ent of the nu-
clear dipole interaction. Note that = °correspondsto
like spin coupling (r exam ple °°G a-*?G a coupling) and

6 9 corresponds to unlke sphh coupling ¢°Ga-'Ga
and %°G a-2%°pPu) f_l-g] These quantities can be calou-
lated for the foc Pu lattice with random ly located G a
atom s, and depend on the orjenta‘_cjon of the eld with
respect to the crystalparam eters [_13] For our polycrys—
talline sam ple, the broadening is an average overthe unit
sphere; since ?, , variesby less than 50% over the unit
sohere we have chosen the (100) eld direction for con—
creteness. We nd Zg. = 0009G?, Z,.,; = 0:004G?,
and 25,3, = 25G2. Asseen In Fig. @), the spectral
broadening is m uch greater than the dipolar coupling.
In order to determm ine the eld dependent contribution,
wem easured the linew idth as a function ofapplied eld,
as seen In Fi. (:j) F itting the data to Eq. {j) we

nd @ = 0) = 46G, a value still greater than than
dipolar second m om ent, so the NM R spectrum m ust be
Inhom ogeneously broadened by 433G 4A4KH z.

To test for inhom ogeneous broadening we perform ed
a hole buming test by saturating a narrow fraction of
the line. W e applied a Iow power pulse to the system
prior to a broad-band echo sequence; the spectrum is
shown in Fig. {@). C learly, the fill spectrum consists of

the superposition of several narrow intrinsic lines. Note
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FIG.7: The m s second m om ent of the spectxal]jne versus
applied eld. The solid lineisa ttoE(q. (j),andthedotted
line is the estin ated hom ogeneous linew idth.

that the m s second m om ent for the "hol" is 6.7G, a
value on the order of the eld independent broadening,
but still greater than the calculated valie. H ow ever, the
excitation pulse in this casew as stillgreaterthan thehole
linew idth (pbut narrow erthan tha fullspectrallinew idth) ,
so it is doubtfiilthat them easured hole linew idth re ects
the intrinsic linew idth.

The inhom ogeneous broadening arises either from
m agnetic m om ents in the system , or from a distrbution
ofEFG s. In the latter case, we utilize the m easured hy-
per ne ocoupling to estim ate the size ofthe putative m ag—
neticmomentas5 10° g . Such momentswould not
be detected In bulk suscgptibility m easurem ents. How —
ever, neither norK show any signi cant tem perature
dependence, as one m ight expect if these localm om ents
were present in the system .

In fact, them ost likely source of nhom ogeneocusbroad—
ening is from a distrdbution of EFG s which contribute
the the quadrupolar linew idth. O ne way to test for this
is to com pare the linew idth of the "*G a to that of the
®°Ga. However, we nd the surprising result that the
"G awidth is 76% larger than that ofthe °°G a, whereas
the quadrupolar m om ent of the "*Ga is 40% smalker!
N ote, however, that the measured ,’s (see Eqg. -'j) of
the tw o isotopes do ollow the ratio of the gyrom agnetic
ratios, asexpected.) T he reason forthisdiscrepancy m ay
be related to the fact that the sam pl had been held at
tem peratures T < 100K for several days prior to the
m easurem ents of the "G a. At these tem peratures, the
dam age to the lattice n  icted by the radioactive decay
of the Pu atom s is not annealed out, and is re ected in
resistivity m easurem ents l_l-§'] O ne expectsthat the EFG
will re ect lattice dam age, thus it is reasonable that the
Inhom ogeneous broadening is due to lattice distortions.

In this case, the 4kH z broadening would correspond to a
distrbution ofe®°QV..=h  27kHz in the bcalEFG at
the G a site.

Any perturbation from cubic symm etry at the G a site
willgiverisetoa nieEFG and consequently contribute
to the linebreadth. XAF S studies ofthe P u-G a distances
In -Pu indicate that the lattice contracts slightly around
the Ga inpurities i_é], however it is not clear how the
EFG willbe modi ed as a result. Further studies are
needed to detem Ine what fraction of the quadrupolar
line broadening arises from radicactive dam age and what
arises from lattice contraction around the G a in purities.

D ecay of the Echo Envelope

T he decay ofthe echo envelope can provide inform ation
about the lke-spin coupling and the intrinsic linew idth.
T he spin echo is acquired by applying the pulse sequence
90 180, and occurs at a tine 2 after the st
pulse. The integral of the spin echo is plotted versus 2
in the nset of Fig. (}). In the lint where 2 ishihly
anisotropic, so that the like-spin nuclkar coupling ism uch
larger in a particulardirection, the form ofthe echo decay
can be solved exactly in tem sof 2 [19,20,21]. In this
case, the echo decay is G aussian:

@ ¥
2T 2,

M ()= Moexp i ®)

where T,> = 2 2 . However, for the dipolar couplings

discussed here, we arenot in such a lin i, and one cannot
w rite down an exact form for the echo decay f_Z-%'] Nev—-
ertheless, we nd that the echo decay is indeed G aussian
wih a tin e constant Tyg 480 s. This value corre—
sponds to a second m om ent 0o£f0.105G 2,a factor 10 tin es
larger than calculated. Even though we do not have an
exact form for the echo decay for dipolar couplings, one
would expect a priorithat the m easured echo decay con—
stant would be wihin an a factor of 23 of the like-spin
second m om ent. T herefore, the fact that we nd such a
disparity is surprising. If the lke-spin coupling is in fact
larger than we estin ated, then this result suggests one of
three causes: (i) there exist indirect couplings between
the Ga (unlkely due to their large spatial distances), or
(i) the e ective G a-G a distance is an aller, asm ight be
expected forG a clustering, or (ifl) the unlkePu spinsare
uctuating quickly, so that there isa uctuating eld at
the G a site that contributes to the dephasing ofthe Ga
soins l_2-§'] XAFS studies of the G a distribution suggest
that the G a is distrbuted uniform Iy, so the m ost lkely
explanation for the enhanced echo decay rate is (i) g].
In fact, we do expect that the Pu nuckar soins have a
very fast soin lattice relaxation rate, since they m ust have
a lJarge hyper ne coupling.



C onclusions

GaNMR in -Pu provides inform ation both about the
Jocal structure and distribution of the G a atom s, aswell
as the electronic spin  uctuations. W e
atom ic percent doping, -Pu shows litle evidence for
local m 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 well as a core
polarization term . Furthem ore, the NM R gpectrum is
Inhom ogeneously broadened by a distrbution ocf EFG’s
at the cubic sym m etric G a site. M ore detailed studies of
the linew idth asa function ofdoping should yield in por-
tant inform ation about the G a distrbution. It is worth
noting that these experin ents were conducted at tem -
peratures lower than the proposed K ondo tem perature
of 200300K Q(_i] T herefore, further studies at higher

tem peraturesm ay shed light on the presence of spin  uc—

tuations.
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