
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

22
26

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  9

 F
eb

 2
00

5

Penetration depth,sym m etry breaking,and gap nodes

in superconducting PrO s4Sb12

LeiShu,1 D.E.M acLaughlin,1 R.H.He� ner,2 G .D.M orris,2,� O .O .Bernal,3 F.Callaghan,4

J.E.Sonier,4,5 A.Bosse,1,6 J.E.Anderson,1 W .M .Yuhasz,7 N.A.Frederick,7 and M .B.M aple7

1
Departm ent ofPhysics, University ofCalifornia,Riverside, California 92521-0413
2
M S K 764, Los Alam os NationalLaboratory, Los Alam os, New M exico 87545

3
Departm ent of Physics and Astronom y, California State University,

Los Angeles, California 90032
4
Departm ent ofPhysics, Sim on Fraser University, Burnaby, B.C.,Canada V5A 1S6
5
Canadian Institute for Advanced Research, Toronto, O ntario, Canada M 5G 1Z8

6
Inst. f. M etallphysik u. Nukleare Festk�orperphysik,

Technische Univ. Braunschweig, 38106 Braunschweig, G erm any
7
Departm ent of Physics, University of California, San Diego,

La Jolla, California 92093-0319

(D ated:April14,2024)

Transverse-� eld m uon spin relaxation ratesin singlecrystalsoftheheavy-ferm ion superconductor

PrO s4Sb12 (Tc = 1:85 K ) are nearly constant in the vortex state for tem peratures below � 0:5Tc.
Thissuggeststhatthe superconducting penetration depth �(T)istem perature-independentatlow

tem peratures,consistent with a gapped quasiparticle excitation spectrum . In contrast,radiofre-

quency m easurem ents yield a stronger tem perature dependence of�(T),indicative ofpoint nodes

in thegap.A sim ilardiscrepancy existsin superconducting Sr2RuO 4 which,likePrO s4Sb12,breaks

tim e-reversalsym m etry (TRS)below Tc,butnotin anum berofnon-TRS-breakingsuperconductors.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,74.70.Tx,74.25.N f,75.30.M b,76.75.+ i

Phase transitions are always sym m etry breaking;the

sym m etry ofthe ordered state islessthan the fullsym -

m etry ofthe Ham iltonian.In allsuperconductorsgauge

sym m etry isbroken and the ground-state wavefunction

acquiresa de� nite phase. Additionalsym m etriesare si-

m ultaneously broken in so-called unconventionalsuper-

conductors.Exam plesincludethepoint-group sym m etry

ofthe lattice,spin rotation sym m etry,and tim e-reversal

sym m etry (TRS) [1,2]. TRS is alwaysbroken in m ag-

netic transitions but rarely in superconductors. Prob-

ably the m ost direct evidence for TRS breaking is the

onset ofa spontaneous localm agnetic � eld in zero ap-

plied � eld below thesuperconducting transition tem per-

atureTc;the local� eld reversesitsdirection undertim e

reversaland thussignalsbroken TRS.

M uon spin rotation/relaxation (�SR) experim ents

have proved invaluable in characterizing the supercon-

ducting state[3].In the�SR technique[4]spin-polarized

positive m uons (�+ ) are im planted in the sam ple and

precess in the localm agnetic � eld. This precession is

detected using theasym m etry ofthe�+ beta decay (the

decaypositron isem itted preferentiallyin thedirection of

the�+ spin).Thedistribution of�+ precession frequen-

cies directly re ects the distribution ofm agnetic � elds

in the sam ple. Reproducible �SR evidence for a TRS-

breaking local� eld hasbeen found in only three super-

conductors: the heavy-ferm ion system (U,Th)Be13 [5],

thetransition-m etaloxideSr2RuO 4 [6],and thePr-based

heavy-ferm ion com pound PrO s4Sb12 [7].

TRS breakingin asuperconductorm ay (butneed not)

be accom panied by breaking of other sym m etries [1].

Them ostaccessibleconsequenceofadditionalsym m etry

breaking isthe presenceofpointorline nodes� (k)= 0

in thesuperconducting energy gap function � (k)on the

Ferm isurface. Therm alexcitations oflow-lying states

are strongly m odi� ed by gap nodes, and these excita-

tionsgovern superconducting propertiesatlow tem pera-

tures.Thetem peraturedependenceofthesuperconduct-

ingpenetration depth �,in particular,dependson details

ofthegap structure[1,2]:fora nodelesssuperconductor

� �(T) = �(T)� �(0) / e�� =T ,which is sm allat low

tem peratures,whereaswith gap nodes� � / Tn,n � 2,

foratleastsom e� eld orientations.

PrO s4Sb12 isa superconductor(Tc = 1:85 K [8])with

a num ber ofextraordinary properties[9]. Itis the only

known Pr-based heavy-ferm ionsuperconductor,thePr3+

ground state is nonm agnetic,a novelordered phase ap-

pearsathigh � eldsand low tem peratures,therearem ul-

tiple superconducting phases,and TRS isbroken in the

superconducting state [7]. Previous�SR m easurem ents

of� in the vortex stateofa powdered sam ple[10]found

evidenceforaBCS-likeactivated dependenceatlow tem -

peratures,suggesting the absence ofgap nodes. Butra-

diofrequency (rf)inductive m easurem entsofthe surface

penetration depth [11]indicate point nodes in the gap,

in disagreem entwith the �SR results.

This Letter reports new �SR experim ents on ori-

ented PrO s4Sb12 crystals,and com pares �SR and sur-

face penetration-depth m easurem entsin PrO s4Sb12 and

a num ber of other superconductors. The discrepancy

between these m easurem ents noted above is found in

TRS-breaking superconductors but not otherwise, and
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isthereforecorrelated with TRS breaking.

In the vortex lattice ofa type-IIsuperconductoreach

vortexpossessesanorm al-state-likecoresurrounded by a

shielding supercurrent. These supercurrentsgive rise to

an inhom ogeneousm agnetic � eld thatisperiodic in the

vortexlattice.Thevortex-lattice� eld distribution Pv(B )

is related to �. For a � xed density ofvortices the rm s

width �B ofPv(B )decreaseswith increasing�;in aLon-

don superconductor(� m uch longerthan the coherence

length �) �B / 1=�2 when the applied � eld H satis� es

H c1 � H � H c2 [12]. Transverse-� eld �SR (TF-�SR)

experim ents(� eld applied transverseto the�+ spin)are

sensitiveprobesofthis� eld distribution [3].

Tim e-di� erential TF-�SR experim ents were carried

outattheM 15channelatTRIUM F,Vancouver,Canada,

on a m osaicoforiented PrO s4Sb12 crystals.Thecrystals

were m ounted on a thin G aAs backing,which rapidly

depolarizesm uonsin transverse� eld and m inim izesany

spurious signal from m uons that do not stop in the

sam ple. �SR asym m etry data were taken for tem -

peratures in the range 0.02{2.5 K and �0H between

10 m T and 100 m T applied parallelto the h100i axes

ofthe crystals.The data were� tted with the functional

form G (t)cos(!t+ �),wherethefrequency ! and phase�

describe the average �+ precession and the relaxation

function G (t) describes the lossofphase coherence due

to the distribution ofprecession frequencies [13]. The

relaxation rate associated with G (t)isa m easure ofthe

width ofthisdistribution and henceof�B [3].

Neither of the com m only-used exponentialor G aus-

sian functionalform saccurately � tthe asym m etry data

in the norm alstate,due to �+ coupling to both nuclear

and Pr3+ spinsasdiscussed below. Data from both the

norm aland thesuperconducting statesarewell� t,how-

ever,by either oftwo slightly m ore com plex functional

form s:the \powerexponential"

G (t)= exp[� (� t)K ]; (1)

and the dam ped G aussian

G (t)= e
�W t exp(� 1

2
�
2
t
2): (2)

Thesefunctionsareboth phenom enologicaland haveno

theoreticalm otivation. W e shallsee thatthe supercon-

ducting-statepropertiesobtained from these� tsaresim -

ilar for both functions,which indicates insensitivity to

details ofthe � tting function and justi� es a posteriori

these otherwisearbitrary choices.

Figure 1(a)showsthe tem perature dependence ofthe

relaxation rate� and exponentK from power-exponent-

ial � ts for �0H = 10 m T and 100 m T. The relax-

ation isinterm ediate between exponentialand G aussian

(1 . K < 2). The tem perature dependence ofK below

Tc indicatesthattheshapeofG (t)ischangingwith tem -

perature,butfortem peratureslowerthan about1 K �

and K arenearly constantfor�0H = 10 m T.

FIG .1: Relaxation rates from TF-�SR asym m etry data in

PrO s4Sb12 for applied � elds �0H = 10 m T (circles) and

100 m T (triangles). (a) Relaxation rates � (open sym bols)

and exponentsK (� lled sym bols)from power-exponential� ts

[Eq.(1)].Notethat� and K havedi� erentdim ensions;they

areplotted on thesam egraph only forconvenience.(b)G aus-

sian relaxation rates � from dam ped G aussian � ts [Eq.(2)].

The exponentialrates have been � xed to the norm al-state

values[W (10 m T)= 0:095 �s
�1
,W (100 m T)= 0:428 �s

�1
].

Figure 1(b) gives the tem perature dependence ofthe

G aussian rate � from dam ped-G aussian � ts. Below Tc

the exponentialrate W [Eq.(2)]was held � xed at the

norm al-state value for each � eld,so that the tem pera-

turedependenceoftheG aussian rate� re ectsthee� ect

ofthesuperconductingstate.Som esuch procedureisne-

cessitated bythestrongstatisticalcorrelationbetween W

and � in Eq.(2);thetim econstantand theshapeofthe

function are in uenced by both ofthese param eters,so

thatcorrelationsbetween them can resultfrom sm allsys-

tem aticerrors.Theprincipaljusti� cation forthisad hoc

� xing ofW is the insensitivity ofthe superconducting-

stateresultstodetailsofthe� ttingfunction noted above.

Statisticalcorrelation islessofa problem in powerexpo-

nential� ts,where � and K controlthe rate and shape,

respectively,and arenotasstrongly correlated.

For dam ped-G aussian � ts the norm al-state G aussian

rate is independent of� eld [cf.Fig.1(b)]and ofm ag-

nitude consistentwith nucleardipolarbroadening. The

exponentialrate increases with � eld and is due to in-

hom ogeneity in the Pr3+ m agnetization. Determ ination

ofthe vortex-state � eld distribution width requirescor-

rection forthe norm al-staterelaxation.Forthe dam ped

G aussian � ts we take the superconducting-state G aus-

sian rate�s to begiven by �
2
s
= �2 � �2

n
,where�n isthe

norm al-staterate [3].Forthe powerexponential� tsthe
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propercorrection procedure issom ewhatlessclear. W e

have chosen to use the relation �K

s
= �K

� �K
n
,which

interpolatessm oothly between the exponential(K = 1)

and G aussian (K = 2)lim its. The results are sensitive

to thischoice only for�0H = 100 m T,where �n issig-

ni� cant[cf.Fig.1(a)].

Figure 2 gives the tem perature dependence of the

corrected superconducting-state �+ relaxation rates for

�0H = 10,20,and 100 m T. It can be seen that the

FIG .2:Tem peraturedependenceofsuperconducting-statere-

laxation ratesin PrO s4Sb12,corrected fornorm al-staterelax-

ation (seetext).(a)powerexponentialrates�s.(b)dam ped

G aussian rates �s. Circles: applied � eld �0H = 10 m T.

Squares: �0H = 20 m T. Triangles: �0H = 100 m T. The

curvesare guidesto the eye.

qualitative behaviorofthe ratesisrem arkably indepen-

dent of the � t function. At 10 and 20 m T both �s
and �s arenearly tem perature-independentbelow � 1 K .

Atthe lowesttem peraturesthe rate is� eld-independent

to within a few percent between 10 m T and 100 m T.

In an isotropicsuperconductorsuch ascubic PrO s4Sb12
vortex-lattice disorder is expected to increase the low-

� eld rate;increasing� eld (increasingvortexdensity)then

decreasestherateasintervortexinteractionsstabilizethe

lattice [3,14]. Thus the � eld independence ofthe rate

indicatesa substantially ordered vortex lattice,in which

casethetem peraturedependenceoftherateiscontrolled

solely by the tem peraturedependence ofthe � eld distri-

bution Pv(B ). W e can also conclude that the � eld de-

pendence expected asH ! H c1 [15]playsno role.

The expression [12]

�B
2(T)= 0:00371�2

0�
�4 (T); (3)

where �0 is the  ux quantum ,relates the second m o-

m ent �B2 ofPv(B ) to � for a triangular vortex lattice

in the London lim it. The second m om ent of the cor-

responding �+ frequency distribution is �!2 = 2
�
�B2,

where � is the �+ gyrom agnetic ratio. Then the �SR

estim ate��SR ofthe penetration depth from Eq.(3)is

��SR (�m )= 0:328=
p

�! (�s�1 ): (4)

Now the rm s width �s of the best-� t G aussian is not

necessarily �!,and replacem ent of�! in Eq.(4) by �s

isnotcom pletely justi� ed. Nevertheless�s should scale

with �!,and within itsrange ofvalidity Eq.(4)should

give the correcttem perature dependence of��SR . This

is because under these circum stances e� ects ofnonzero

� are restricted to the high-� eld tailof Pv(B ), which

is not heavily weighted in a G aussian � t (cf.Fig.1 of

Ref.[16]).PrO s4Sb12 isa strongly type-IIsuperconduc-

tor (G inzburg-Landau � = �=� � 30 [8,10]),and this

pictureshould be applicable.

Figure 3(a)com pares� �surf(T)= �surf(T)� �surf(0),

obtained from rfinductancem easurem entsin theM eiss-

nerstate[11,17],with � ��SR (T)obtained using �
+ re-

laxation rates for �0H = 10 m T (Fig.2) in Eq.(4).

At low tem peratures [18] the di� erence � �surf(T) �

FIG .3: D ependence ofdi� erence � �surf� � ��SR (see text)

on reduced tem perature T=Tc in six superconductors. (a)

PrO s4Sb12. Triangles: ��SR from �s [Fig. 2(a)]. Circles:

��SR from �s [Fig.2(b)]. (b) Sr2RuO 4. (c) CeCoIn5. (d)

YNi2B 2C.(e)YBa2Cu3O 6:95.(f)La1:85Sr0:15CuO 4.Seetext

forreferences.

� ��SR (T) increases m arkedly with increasing tem pera-

ture;this is the discrepancy between the m easurem ents

noted above. It is the sam e whether �s(T) [Fig.2(a)]

or �s(T) [Fig. 2(b)] is used in Eq. (4); the com pari-

son does not depend on the choice of� tting function.

Figure 3(b) gives � �surf(T)� � ��SR (T) for the TRS-

breaking superconductorSr2RuO 4,using data from the

literature [19, 20]. Again there is a discrepancy (as

noted previously [21]), which is very sim ilar to that

in PrO s4Sb12. Sm all-angle neutron di� raction experi-

m ents[22]alsofound atem perature-independentvortex-

lattice� eld distribution in Sr2RuO 4 atlow tem peratures.



4

Figures 3(c){(f) give � �surf(T) � � ��SR (T)

from literature data for the heavy-ferm ion com -

pound CeCoIn5 [23,24],the borocarbide YNi2B2C [25,

26], and the high-Tc cuprates YBa2Cu3O 6:95 [27, 28]

and La1:85Sr0:15CuO 4 [29, 30]. None of these super-

conductors exhibit TRS breaking, and none exhibit

the tem perature dependence of � �surf � � ��SR seen

in Figs.3(a) and (b). There is a signi�cant di�erence

between � �surf(T) and � ��SR (T) only for the TRS-

breaking superconductorsPrOs4Sb12 and Sr2RuO 4.This

is in spite of a wide range of experim ental m ethods

and analysis techniques: in Figs.3(a),(b),(c),and (f)

� �surf wasobtained from rfm easurem ents,in (d) from

m agnetization,and in (e)from m icrowaveim pedance;in

Figs.3(a) and (c) ��SR was obtained from Eq.(4),in

(b),(e),and (f) from � ts to the expected vortex-state

� eld distribution, and in (d) from a generalization of

Eq.(4)to low and high � elds[25].

Theorigin ofthisdiscrepancy and itsrelation to TRS

breaking arenotclear.Low-� eld low-tem peraturephase

transitionsbetween superconductingstateshavebeen re-

ported in both PrO s4Sb12 [31]and Sr2RuO 4 [32],and

m ay be involved in the discrepancy. The TRS-breaking

state m ay couple to rform icrowave� elds,necessitating

a revised interpretation ofthe surface m easurem ents.A

m echanism ofthis sort,in which subgap chiralsurface

statesa� ectthesurfacepenetration depth,hasbeen pro-

posed for Sr2RuO 4 [33]. A T 2 power law is found for

surfacem easurem entseven though thebulk energy spec-

trum is gapped. The theory requires � � �,however,

and thus seem s inapplicable to PrO s4Sb12. It has also

been noted [34]thatsurfacescattering breakspairsin an

odd-paritysuperconductor.Toourknowledgethesurface

penetration depth hasnotbeen calculated taking thisef-

fect into account,but pairbreaking would decrease the

gap and therefore increase the tem perature dependence

of�. The discrepancy m ightbe related to a breakdown

ofthe relation �B (T)/ 1=�2 due to nonlinear/nonlocal

e� ects[3,35],orto thespontaneousm agnetic� eld in the

vortex state[7](although them easured � eld isnotlarge

enough to havea signi� cantdirecte� ecton �B ).

Sr2RuO 4 and PrO s4Sb12 are both TRS-breaking su-

perconductorsbutareotherwisevery di� erent.Tetrago-

nalSr2RuO 4 isan anisotropictransition-m etal-oxidesu-

perconductor that is weakly type-II for H kc (�ab =

2:3 [21]), whereas cubic PrO s4Sb12 is an isotropic

strongly type-IIheavy-ferm ion superconductor.Thefact

thatasim ilardiscrepancybetween �SR and surfacem ea-

surem ents of�(T) is found in such di� erent m aterials,

but notin a variety ofnon-TRS-breaking superconduc-

tors,strongly suggeststhatTRS breaking isinvolved.
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