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Field-dependent diam agnetic transition in m agnetic superconductor Sm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4� y
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Them agneticpenetration depth ofsinglecrystalSm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y wasm easured down to 0.4

K in dc �elds up to 7 kO e. For insulating Sm 2CuO 4,Sm
3+

spins order at the N�eeltem perature,

TN = 6 K ,independent ofthe applied �eld. Superconducting Sm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (Tc � 23 K )

showsasharp increasein diam agneticscreeningbelow T
�
(H )which varied from 4.0K (H = 0)to0.5

K (H = 7 kO e)fora �eld along thec-axis.Ifthe�eld wasaligned parallelto theconducting planes,

T
�
rem ained unchanged. The unusual�eld dependence ofT

�
indicates a spin freezing transition

thatdram atically increasesthe superuid density.

The coexistence of m agnetism and superconductiv-

ity has been studied in m any m aterials. These include

ternary com poundsRRh4B4 and RM o6S8 [1],rare-earth

(R) borocarbides,RNi2B2C [2,3]and hole-doped cop-

per oxides.[4]Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (NCCO ) [5, 6]and

Sm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (SCCO )[7, 8] are widely studied

electron-doped copper oxides in which rare earth m ag-

netic ordering coexistswith superconductivity.Heatca-

pacity m easurem entshave shown peaksatTN (Nd
3+
)�

1:2 K [9]and TN (Sm
3+
) � 5 K [10, 11], respectively.

Neutron scattering con�rm ed that insulating Sm 2CuO 4

exhibits Sm 3+ antiferrom agnetism below TN ;Sm � 6 K

on top ofthe high tem perature N�eelordering ofthe Cu

spins(atTN ;C u � 270K ).W ithin each planeSm 3+ spins

are ferrom agnetically aligned along the c-axis,butwith

theirdirection alternating from oneplaneto thenext.[8]

Forthisreason,SCCO with itsparticularm agneticstruc-

ture,has been proposed as a possible "�-phase" super-

conductor in which the order param eter changes sign

from oneCuO layerto the next.[12]

In thisLetter,wereportm easurem entsofthem agnetic

penetration depth in SCCO for m agnetic �elds applied

perpendicular and parallelto the conducting ab-plane.

A sharp increase in diam agnetic screening is observed

upon cooling below a tem perature T � which is slightly

less than the ordering tem perature for Sm 3+ spins. T �

is rapidly suppressed by a c-axis m agnetic �eld. The

unusual�eld dependence ofT � indicatesa spin freezing

transition,possibly ofCu2+ ,which in turn enhancesthe

superuid density.

The single crystals of SCCO were prepared using a

directionalux growth technique.[13]Penetration depth

m easurem entsare perform ed with a 12 M Hz tunnelos-

cillator used previously in severalstudies.[14,15]A dc

�eld up to 7 kO e can be applied along hac(t)and up to

800 O eperpendicularto hac(t).Theoscillatorfrequency

shiftisproportionalto the sam ple m agnetic susceptibil-

ity,�m ,with a sensitivity of4��� m � 10�7 fortypical

high-Tc crystals(1� 1� 0:05m m
3).In thesuperconduct-
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FIG . 1: Frequency shift and susceptibility of insulating

Sm 2CuO 4. AC and D C �eldsare parallelto c-axis.TN is in-

dependent ofH D C but the upturn beginning near 4.5 K is

suppressed by the �eld.

ing state � 4��m = [1� (2�=d)tanh(d=2�)]where � is

the penetration depth and d the sam plethickness[15]

For the reference, we �rst m easured insulating

Sm 2CuO 4 single crystalwhich exhibits Sm 3+ antiferro-

m agnetism below TN ;Sm � 6 K .Figure 1 showsthe fre-

quency shiftand susceptibility forboth ac and dc m ag-

netic�eldsapplied along thec-axis.TN ;Sm isinsensitive

to the applied dc �eld. For this non-superconducting

crystal,the m agnitude ofthe frequency shift isroughly

5Hz. The susceptibility below 4.5 K is �eld sensitive,

showing an upturn below 2 K that is suppressed by a

c-axis�eld. The origin ofthis upturn is notyetunder-

stood,butneutron scattering data in NCCO hasshown

a sim ilarupturn below TN .[16]

Doping with Ce4+ leads to a sem iconductor with a

slightly reduced TN ;Sm .[17]Subsequentoxygen reduction

ofSm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4 yieldstheelectron-doped supercon-
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FIG .2:Frequency shiftversustem perature forAC �eld par-

allelto ab planes (top)and parallelto c-axis(bottom ). The

inserts m agnify the regions near T
�
where enhanced dia-

m agnetism occurs.

ductorSm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (Tc � 23 K ).[13,17]Fig.2

showsthe frequency shiftin superconducting SCCO for

both ac �eld orientations. hac(t) applied along the c-

axis generates ab-plane supercurrents. In this case the

resonator senses the ab-plane penetration depth �ab as

shown by the bottom curve. The expanded region be-

low 6 K shows a drop in frequency below T �
� 4 K

corresponding to enhanced diam agnetism . T � ranged

from 4� 4:3 K depending upon the sam ple. O nly sam -

ples with Tc > 20 K showed the drop in frequency at

T
�. Two crystalswith Tc � 16 K showed only a slight

break at 4 K .The extra frequency shift of� 100 Hz is

m uch larger than the change observed in Fig.1. The

top curvein Fig.2 showsthefrequency shiftwith hac(t)

along theab plane.In thisorientation thesignalisdom -

inated by very weak interplane supercurrents and the

sam ple is alm ost m agnetically transparent. Dem agne-

tization correctionsarenegligiblein thisorientation and

using � 4��m = [1� (2�C =d)tanh(d=2�C )],weestim ate

the interplanepenetration depth,�C (0)� 400 �m .The

insetshowsthatthediam agnetictransition atT � isalso

observed forthisorientation.

Thedropin frequencybelow T � correspondsto�� ab =

�ab(T
�)-�ab (0.35 K )= 1 �m ,which is very large for a

copper oxide m aterial. Reversible m agnetization m ea-

surem entson aligned powdersofSCCO yielded �ab(0)�

0:46 �m .[18]. For com parison,�ab(0) � 0:2 � 0:3 �m

in the related com pounds,Pr1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (PCCO )

[19]and Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y (NCCO ).[20]�ab m ay be

largerin SCCO than in NCCO and PCCO due to spin

uctuations above the m agnetic ordering tem perature

[21]. From the top inset of Fig. 2 we estim ate that

�� C = �C (T
�)� �C (0:35 K ) � 60 �m ,although the

very weak screening roundsthe transition atT � consid-

erably. The diam agnetic enhancem entsshown in Fig.2

cannotarisefrom the additivecontribution ofthe Sm 3+

spin susceptibility.

Using data from the insulating state,Fig.1,we es-

tim ate �
k

spin (TN )� �
k

spin (0:4 K ) � 1:4 � 10�4 ,which

would correspond to adrop in frequency of3.5Hzforthe

sam ple in Fig.2. This estim ated shift is m uch sm aller

than the m easured 120 Hz shown in the lower inset of

Fig.2. In addition, for our superconducting crystals,

�
k

spin is shielded by supercurrents to within a surface

layeroforder�ab,rendering any additive spin contribu-

tion unobservably sm all. Forhac(t)along the ab-plane,

the �eld penetrates m ost ofthe sam ple and would ex-

cite the bulk spin susceptibility �?spin.However,�
?

spin is

nearly tem peratureindependentwhiletheupperinsetof

Fig.2 shows a 20 Hz drop in frequency. M isalignm ent

ofthe sam pleaxescould m ix contributionsfrom �C and

�ab.W eestim atethem axim um errorfrom m isalignm ent

to be0.2 Hz,which isfarsm allerthan thedrop shown in

Fig.2.The drop in frequency isalso fartoo large to be

explained by any plausible am ountofm agnetostriction.

The penetration depth m easured in a resonatorisen-

hanced by the susceptibility ofm agnetic ions: �m eas =

�(1+ 4��spin)
1=2 where� isthe penetration depth that

would existin theirabsence.[22,23]Thise�ectexplains

theupturn in �ab observed in Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y where

the Nd3+ m om ents are large and rem ain param agnetic

to m uch lower tem peratures.[24]For SCCO ,this e�ect

would give �ab(TN )� �ab(0:4 K )� 10�3 �ab(TN )which

isfartoo sm allto accountforthe drop in frequency ob-

served. A som ewhat sim ilar situation was observed in

ErNi2B2C.[3]Thoseauthorsalsoconcluded thatthedrop

in � atTN �eel= 6K could notbeattributed tothe
p
�spin

factor.

Penetration depth [25]and Josephson criticalcurrent

m easurem ents[26]in Sm Rh4B4 haveshown enhanced su-

peruid density below TN , consistent with theories of

s-wave,antiferrom agnetic superconductors.[27,28]The

situation islikely to be quite di�erentin SCCO .

Fig.3 showsthe e�ectofa static m agnetic �eld H D C

on �ab. Both hac(t)and H D C were applied along the c-

axis. In m arked contrastto the insulating phase,T � in

thesuperconductordropsrapidly with �eld,reaching0.6

K forH = 0.7 Tesla.Fig.4 showsthe e�ectoforienting

H D C parallelto the conducting planes,butm aintaining

hac(t) along the c-axis. The large drop in �ab rem ains,

and T � isunchanged.

The�eld dependenceof�ab isplotted in Fig.5,where

data atT = 0.5 K havebeen taken directly from Fig.3.

Theplotshowsclassicvortex behaviorin which �2 (H )=

�2
L ondon

+ �0H =(4��).Thesecondterm ontherightisthe

squareoftheCam pbell[29]pinning depth where� isthe

Labusch[30]pinning constant.�2(H ;T = 0:5K )islinear

in H and thus dom inated by vortex m otion with a pin-
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FIG .3:Change in penetration depth with both AC and D C

�eldsalong c-axis,forvaluesofH D C ranging from 0 to 7 kO e.

The line through the data plotsindicatesT
�
asa function of

H D C .Thecurvesareo�setfrom inuenceofCam pbellvortex

penetration depth.
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FIG .4: ��(T) for AC �eld stillalong c axis but H dc along

ab planes.T
�
isunchanged by the m agnetic �eld.

ningconstantof� = 1:9� 103 dynes/cm 2,avalueroughly

three ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan observed in typ-

icalYBCO crystals.[31].Thisweak pinning isconsistent

with recentm agneto-opticalm easurem entsperform ed on

sim ilarSCCO sam ples[32]and m ay resultfrom thespin

polarization in thevortex core.In DySo6S8 (Tc = 1:6 K ,

TN = 0:4 K ) for exam ple,Dy spins apparently assum e

an antiferrom agnetic alignm ent outside the vortex core

and a spin-op orientation inside.[33]M ost im portant,

Fig.5 dem onstratesthatthe responsebelow T � stillde-

rivesfrom superconductivity and notfrom spinslocated

in possibly non-superconducting regions.

Them oststrikingfeatureofthedataisthestrong�eld

dependenceofT �,taken from Fig.3and plotted in Fig.6.
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FIG .5: Square ofthe penetration depth versusapplied �eld

atT = 0:5 K

For an antiferrom agnet with TN (H = 0) = 6 K ,a 0.7

Tesla �eld m ightreduce TN by 0.1 K atm ost.[34]Ran-

dom �eld e�ects,possibly from Ce-induced disorder,can

increasethe�eld dependence.[35]However,heatcapac-

ity m easurem entsin superconducting Sm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4

showed thatthepeak appearing atTN ;Sm � 5 K [10,11]

isinsensitive to �eldsaslarge as9T[11],ruling outthis

scenario. A superconducting im purity phase would ex-

hibitastrong�eld dependence,butanysuch phasewould

require a transition tem perature of 4 K and a strong

critical�eld anisotropy to explain thedi�erencebetween

Figs.3 and 4. Finally,there is good evidence that the

Sm -Sm exchangeconstantisuna�ected by superconduc-

tivity in the layers. A carefulstudy ofTN with various

dopantsshowed thatCedopingwasm oste�ectivein low-

ering TN butsubsequentoxygen reduction,required for

superconductivity,had a negligible e�ect.[17]Itappears

thatanotheringredientbeyond the Sm spinsisrequired

to explain Fig.6.

The inset to Fig. 6 shows a �t to the expression

H (Tesla) = 0:64=T �
� 0:15. Precisely this functional

dependence wasreported forthe spin freezing transition

line of� � F e92Zr8.[36]. In this frustrated Heisenberg

ferrom agnet,transversespin com ponentsundergo a �eld

dependentspin-glasstransition atTxy,farbelow thetem -

perature for longitudinalspin ordering. W e conjecture

that the boundary line in Fig. 6 represents a change

in superuid density caused by a sim ilar spin freezing

transition. O f the e-doped superconductors m easured

(Pr1�x LaCexCuO 4�y ,Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4+ y and SCCO ),

onlySCCO showsatransition toenhanced diam agnetism

atlow tem peratures.Thisobservation suggeststhator-

dering ofthe Sm 3+ spinschangesthe m agnetic environ-

m entand initiatesafreezingtransition oftheCu2+ spins.

Spin freezingin conventionalsuperconductorshasbeen

studied theoretically and leads to a strongly reduced
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therm alsm earing in the density ofstates and in som e

casesthe opening ofa gap. [21,37]Evidence for Cu2+

spin freezing in e-doped cuprates has com e from �SR

m easurem ents in over-oxygenated Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4+ y,

whereCu spinsarefound to undergo a spin-glasstransi-

tion at4-5 K [38].Thereisalso evidencefora spin-glass

region in the Pr1�x LaCexCuO 4�y .[39]No such studies

have been reported for SCCO .W hile spin freezing has

been extensively studied in La1�x SrxCuO 4 [40]this is

the �rstevidence,to our knowledge,ofits inuence on

the superuid density in eithera conventionaloruncon-

ventionalsuperconductor.
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FIG .6: Location ofthe diam agnetic transition T
�
(H)in the

H-T plane. Insetshowsthe data plotted versusinverse tem -

perature.

Recentneutron scattering experim entson NCCO also

suggest that Cu2+ spins are involved. A c-axis m ag-

netic �eld showed no signi�cant e�ect on the m ag-

netic ordering ofCu2+ in eitherinsulating Nd2CuO 4 or

sem iconducting Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4. However, the �eld

had a large e�ecton Cu2+ ordering in superconducting

Nd1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y .[41,42]Evidently Cu m agnetic or-

derin an electron-doped cuprateisfarm oreresponsiveto

a m agnetic �eld once the system isdoped su�ciently to

superconduct:a resultentirely consistentwith ourdata.

In conclusion, superconducting Sm 1:85Ce0:15CuO 4�y

showsastrongenhancem entofdiam agneticscreeningbe-

low T
� = 4K .T � israpidlysuppressed with ac-axis�eld,

suggesting a freezing transition forCu2+ spins.
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