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P oint-contact spectroscopy w as perform ed on single crystals of the heavy—-ferm ion superconductor
CeCoIns between 150 mK to 2.5 K . A pulsed m easurem ent technigue ensured m inim al Joule heat—
Ing over a wide voltage range. The spectra show A ndreev-re ection characteristics with m ultiple
structures which depend on juinction im pedance. Spectral analysis using the generalized B londer-
T inkham K lapw ik form alisn f©or d-wave pairing revealed two coexisting order param eter com po—
nents with am plitudes 1 = 0.95 015meV and ., = 24 03 meV, which evolve di erently
w ith tem perature. T hese observations indicate a highly unconventionalpairing m echanisn , possbly
nvolving m ultiple bands.

PACS numbers: 74.70.T x, 7450+ r, 7420Rp, 7445+ C

The discovery of the heavy-ferm ion superconductor
CeCoIns has attracted w idespread interest in the eld of
superconductivity rE:]. Besides having the highest critical
tem perature T, = 23 K am ong heavy-ferm ion m ateri-
als, CeColns also shares som e unconventional properties
w ith the high-T. cuprates. F irst, C eC oIns has show n pro-—
nounced non-Fem iliquid behaviors, suggestive of quan—
tum critical phenom ena that could arise from com peting
orders '_Q, :_3]. Second, CeCoIns has shown Ilow-energy
quasiparticle excitations and a power-law tem perature
dependence in the NM R spin relaxation, indicative of
nodes In the superconducting energy gap ifi, :_5, :_6, :j.].
These nodal charateristics are consistent with d-wave
pairing symm etry [g], which could be produced by an—
tiferrom agnetic uctuations :_[b] Unlke the cuprates, on
the other hand, CeColns is an Intem etallic com pound
w ith m ultiple sheets on the Fem isurface {1G, 11]. Such
com plex Femm i topology could involve several bands In
the pairing process, giving rise to multple pair poten—
tials 13,13, 14].

P oint-contact spectroscopy P CS) has been a proven
m icroscopic technigue for studying unconventional su-—
perconductors. For the high-T. cuprates, PCS pro-
vided the earliest m easurem ents of the superconducting
gap spectra f_l-g;] In MgB,, PCS was key In revealing
two coexisting s-wave gaps [_ié] PCS has been previ-
ously perform ed on several heavy-ferm ion superconduc—
tors [_l-:}, :_l-g, :_1-9', :_Z-Q, 2-]_;] For superconductors w ith gap
nodes, PCS can In general provide inform ation on the
pairing sym m etry t_z'z_i, 2-1_’;, :_ié, 2-5] In this Letter, we re—
port PC S m easuram ents on single crystals ofCeColns in
the tem perature range 150 mK to 2.5 K . W e observed
Andreev-re ection characteristics with mulile struc-
tures, whose dependence on junction im pedance indicates
tw o coexisting order param eter com ponents (OP) with
nodal characteristics. These OP’s show sizable am pli-
tudes relative to T, and di erent evolutionsw ith tem per-
ature. O ur ocbservations suggest a highly unconventional

pairing m echanism , possbly lnvoling m ultiple bands.

In PCS, electronic trangm ission between a nom al
m etaland a superconductor ism easured as conductance
dI=dV versus bias voltage V across a ballistic contact
Junction. For a transparent contact, dI=dV is prin arily
determ ined by Andreev re ection, based on the conver-
sion of electrons or holes into C ooper pairs, which dou-
bles dI=dV inside the superconducting energy gap. For
non-transparent junctions, dI=dV involvesboth A ndreev
re ection and quasiparticle tunneling. The standard
m odel for calculating dI=dV was given by the B londer-
T inkham K lapw ik BTK ) theory frs-wavepairing R6],
and subsequently generalized for d-w ave pairing ﬂ_Z-j, 25]
A key spectral signature of the d-wave gap nodes is the
zero-bias conductance peak, which arises from surface
statesbound by phase interference betw een consecutively
Andreev-re ected quasiparticles!PP]. This peak struc-
ture is to be distinguished from the hump structure as—
sociated w ith conventional Andreev buk states. In the
generalized BTK scenario, relative m anifestation of the
A ndreev surface versusbulk states dependson both jinc—
tion ordentation and a din ensionless param eter Z repre—
senting junction in pedance LS-Q'], thusallow ingthe OP to
be studied 3, 281.

T he single crystals of CeC oIns used in this work were
grown by a self- ux method :_EL], and characterized by
both xray di raction and m agnetic susceptibility to con—

m m aterialuniform iy. T he crystals were platelets ap—
proxinately 1 1 02mm 3 in size, each show ing a sharp
superconducting transition at T = 23 K. The crystal
surfaces were etched with HC1land rinsed w ith ethanol
prior to m easuram ent, in order to rem ove any residual In

ux. High puriy Pt-Ir tips were used as nom almetal
electrodes, gently pressed onto the caxis face of each
crystalw ith a spring-cushioned di erentialm icrom eter.
T his point-contact m echanisn was attached to the m ix—
ing chamber of a high cooling-power *He/*He diluition
refrigerator, and enabled the jinction in pedance to be
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FIG .1l: Nom alized dI=dV vsV data forP t-Irpoint contacts
on CeCoIns at 043 K . Top panel (@) isfora 04  Junction.
Bottom panel (p) isfora 02 Janction, wih thel5K curve
(dashed) also plotted to clearly show the double hum ps.

varied in siu at low tem peratures. The point contacts
we measured were in the 02-1 range, consistent w ith
the contact size being in the ballistic regin e 5]_;] Tom in—
In ize Joule heating in the junction over a w ide voltage
range, our spectroscopy data was acquired by a pulsed
technique: 2 m s current pulses were applied through the
contact n 20% duty cycles, and the jinction voltage was
m easured 80 tin esw ithin each pulse and then averaged.
The I vsV curves were obtained by varying the current
level, and then num erically di erentiated to obtain the
dI=dv vsV spectra.

Two types of soectra were observed In our mea—
surem ents, depending on the point-contact in pedance.
T hesem easurem entsw ere reproducible on m ultiple spots
overdi erent sam ples and repeated at each spot to rule
out any surface destruction by the point contact. Fig—
ure i shows dT=dV spectra taken at 043 K well below
T., after nom alization relative to spectra taken above
T.. Thetop panelisfora04  Junction, and the bottom
panel is ora 02 Junction. D istinct spectral features
are seen in the top panel, wih a sharp zero-bias peak
dipping at 1mV into a broad spectral hum p
25mV inwidth. Sm allkinks are also visble on the peak
at 03mV and 05mV.Themah peak, dip
and hum p structures evolve di erently wih decreasing
Junction In pedance. A s seen In the bottom panel, the
peak becom es an asym m etric inner hum p 1mV iIn
w idth, the dips get lled in, whilk the outer hump re-
m ains Jargely unchanged. T hese hum p structures are the
classic signatures of Andreev re ection, which introduces
excess spectral states Inside the energy gap [_2-§] These
excess states expectedly din inish with tem perature, as

is evident in the 15K data dashed curve n Fig.l (o)].
T he zero-bias peak, on the other hand, is key evidence
for nodes in the gap I_Z-]‘] It is worth noting that peak
and hum p structures of sim ilar shapes and energy scales
have been reported in an earlier PC S study of CeCoIns,
although appearing separately n di erent spectra :_[-3_'2]
Our m easured spectra are clearly hybrid in character,
each containing m ultiple structures.

To identify the multiple spectral features observed in
our data, we consider theoretical spectra from the gen-
eralized BTK model. Shown in the top panels ofFjg.:_Z
are the sin ulated dI=dV spectra for a dwave OP, plot-
ted in nomm alized ur_1ji's vs V= , where is the d-
wave gap m axin um ﬁ}é] T he choice of d-w ave sym m etry
here ism otivated by both them odynam ic and transport
data i_d, lrj.], and intended to illustrate the generic spectral
dependence on jinction orientation and im pedance. The
curves In Fig. 2 (@) are Por a high-impedance (Z = 1)
Junction, and the curves In Fig. 2({) are for a low—
Impedance (Z = 0:35) junction. In each plot, the dot—
ted/solid curve is for a nodal/antinodal junction @or-
m al to a nodal/antinodal axis), while the dashed curve
m odelsthe e ect of junction roughnessby averaging over
all nterm ediate ordentations. Note that an ideal caxis
Junction would produce sin ilar spectra as the antinodal
case, sihce there isno O P sign change about the junction
nom al in either case to allow for Andreev Interference.
T he overall spectral evolution between peak and hum p
structures is a direct m anifestation of the com petition
between A ndreev surface and bulk states {_Z-j]

From these generic spectral sin ulations, the data in
Fjg.:;I: can be interpreted as the superposition of two
types of spectral contributions. N am ely, the sharp peak
structure com es from Andreev surface states due to a
high-Z nodal junction, and the broad hum p structures
com e from Andreev bulk states due to low-Z antinodal
Junctions. The appearance of two e ective Z'’s, wih
very di erent dependences on junction im pedance, is in—
dicative of di erent Andreev coupling to two distinct
OP'’s. To dem onstrate this two-OP scenario, we have
developed a superposition m odel, based on the \serial"
precedence of surface over buk states in junction trans-
m ission. M ore speci cally, when buk spectra from two
di erent OP’s coexist, their superposition is essentially
additive {L6], since buk states can be accessed in \par-
allel". However, when both surface and buk spectra
are Involved, the jinction transm ission becomes e ec—
tively \serial", thus jistifying a m ultplicative superpo-—
sition within energies (EV j< ) where Andreev sur-
face states can readily form . T his serialm odel is dem on—
strated in Fjg.:gl (©), by superposing a peak spectrum (left
Inset) with a hum p spectrum (right inset) oftriple the en—
ergy scale (ie. 2= 3 1).Here the com ponent spectra
weremuliplied for £V j< 3 and added for & 3> 1,
follow ing our m odel jisti cations. The peak-dip-hum p
structures seen in the data of Fig. (@) are rem arkably
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FIG.2: Spectral sinulations using the generalized d-wave
BTK formalism . @) and ) areorZ = 1 and Z = 0:5 janc-
tions, with nodal (dotted curves), antinodal or c-axis (solid
curves), and angleaveraged (dashed curves) orientations. (c)
and (d) show serial and parallkel superpositions of two spec—
tral contrbutions (insets) for two OP’s wih =3 1 and
di erent Z ’s.

well reproduced here In Fjg.:jZ(c) . For com parison, the
parallel m odel superposing two lowZ bulk spectra (In—
sets) is shown in Fig. 2 (d), also generically reproducing
the multiple-hump data seen in Fig. & (). The overall
spectral resem blance between our sim ulations and data
is robust evidence for the coexistence oftwo OP ’s.

Som e generalrem arksabout ourtwo-O P spectralanal-
ysis should be made. First, our m odel was intended
to show generically how two coexisting OP’s wih gap
nodes could produce the m ultiple spectral structures ob—
served. T he distinctively serial relationship between the
peak and hum p structures clearly establishes the surface-
state nature of the fom er, as arising from A ndreev inter—
ference for a nodalO P . H owever, although our data can
be explained w ithin a d-wave fram ew ork, we cannot rule
out the presence of other OP line or point nodes, along
either the pol or the equator, such as in the case of
UPts t_B-@'] P recise determ ination of the pairing symm e-
try in CeColns would require a system atic study of the
spectral anisotropy l_Z-I;‘l], along w ith an extension of the
generalized BTK theory beyond is two-din ensional for-
mulation. Second, the non-trivial spectral evolution we
observed versus jinction inm pedance indicates a com plex
k-space dependence of Z , w ith the nodal-junction states
dom inating at high Z and antinodal-junction statesdom —
nating at low Z . W hile surface roughness could allow
for nodal-junction surfaces to exist on a nom nally c-
axis crystal, a detailed explanation of the peak-to-hum p

evolution would require full understanding ofhow Z de—
pends on the com plex band structure of CeColng t_B-Q']
For exam ple, m ultband coupling could in theory a ect
the form ation of A ndreev surface states [_3-5] Thee ects
of band structure on quasiparticle tunneling have also
been studied [36]. Third, the spectralheights tend to be
an aller n the data than In them odel, a di erence which
could be attrbuted to non-superconducting spectralcon—
tributions from either uncondensed quasiparticles [_3-j] or
K ondo scattering [_3-§']

T he tem perature dependence of our spectraldata was
also exam ned. Fjgure:_ﬂ show s spectral evolution of the
data from Fig.il In the tem perature range 150 mK t0 2.5
K . The spectra are staggered for clarity, w th arrow s in
Fig. 3 (@) to indicate the two-©O P am plitudes determ ined
from the serial m odel above, and a dotted baseline in
Fig. 3 () to underscore the \excess" gpectral area asso—
ciated with bulk Andreev states. The OP am plitudes

1 (T) and  ,(T) are pltted in Fig.d(c), along w ith
theoretical (dotted) curves calculated from the BCS gap
equation. T he excess spectralarea S is sim ilarly plotted
in Fig.d (d), after nom alization by its base-tem perature
valie S, [19]. From Fig.3(c), it is clear that both OP
am plitudes approach distinct zero-tem perature values,

1= 095 0:15mevV and , =24 03meV,andvanish
near T, = 23 K, consistent w ith both OP ’s being com —
ponents of the sam e superconducting order. This com —
mon T. also argues against the presence of a proxin ity-
Induced superconducting layer in our junctions, which
should cause the an aller order param eter com ponent to
vanish below the buk T. [l6]. However, while ()
is well descrbed by the BCS gap equation, , (T) de-
viates m arkedly from mean- eld behavior. This devia-
tion is also evident in the reduced spectral area (S=Sg)
plt in Fig. 3 (d), iIndicating a predom inance of the larger
OP for parallel superposition. Sin ilar deviations have
been observed In other heavy-ferm ion superconductors,
and attributed to the nodality ofhighly com plex pairing
symm etries [19,120,21]. A kematively, the di erence be—
tween 1 (T) and  (T) could be the sjgnamre_ofgovel
nterplay between two di erent types of order |39, 401.

F inally we discuss the physical In plications of our re—
sultson the pairingm echanisn in CeC oIns . F irst, assum —
Ing that each ofthe two energy scalesidenti ed above can
be directly assigned to a superconducting O P, they would
correspond to gap-to-T. ratiosof2 1=k T = 95 15
and 2 ,=kg T = 24 3. These ratios are much larger
than the BCS weak-coupling value of 35 for phonon—
m ediated pairing, and well beyond the strong-coupling
1lim it even after d-wave corrections [_51:] O ne conceivable
way to enhance the gap-to-T. ratio is through interband
coupling, whereby carriers from di erent bands could in—
teract to result in m ultiple pair potentials sharing a com —
mon T. 1_iz_i] T his m ultiband scenario would be physi-
cally plausble for CeColns, considering that its Fem i
surface has four distinct sheets with di erent topologies
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FIG . 3: Temperature dependence of the data from Fig. :!4'
A subset of the spectral evolutions are shown In (@) and ).
The OP amplitudes 1 (T) and ; (T) detem ined from ()
are plotted in (c). T he reduced spectral area S=S, extracted
from (o) is plotted in (d). Theoretical BC S curves (dotted)
are inclided to indicate deviations from m ean- eld behavior.

and e ectivem asses :_[-l_i),:_-l_:l]. Furthem ore, A ndreev scat—
tering for a heavy-m ass 2D sheet would be inherently
weaker than for a lightm ass 3D sheet, due to poorer
Fem ivelocity m atching across the junction [_3-g] This
multiband e ect could provide a natural explanation
for the two di erent Z scales observed in our spectra.
However, even allow ing for interband coupling between
highly disparate densities of states {12], a sizabl \intrin—
sic" 2 =kg T., Interm ediate between 95 and 24, m ay
still be needed to explain our data [_1-2_;,:_54:}] Such an in—
trinsically large gap-to-T. ratio would present a serious
challenge to current theoretical orm ulations |1, 43], at
least w ithin the Fermm iHiquid fram ew ork, thus indicating
a highly unconventionalpairing m echanism in CeColns.

In summ ary, we have perform ed point-contact spec—
troscopy on the heavy-ferm ion superconductor CeC olns.
Andreev-re ection characteristics wih muliple struc—
tures were observed. Spectral analysis using the gener-
alized BTK fom alisn revealed two coexisting order pa-—
ram eter com ponents w ith nodal symm etry and sizable
am plitudes. T hese observations suggest a highly uncon—
ventional pairing m echanisn in a m ultiband scenario.
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