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M agnetic excitationsofthe�lled skutteruditePrRu4P12 exhibiting a m etal-insulator(M -I)tran-

sition at TM �I = 63 K were studied by inelastic neutron scattering experim ent. The spectra at

tem peratures m uch lower than TM �I are described as well-de�ned crystal-�eld excitations. W ith

approaching TM �I,the excitation peaksbroaden and shiftconsiderably togetherwith thetem pera-

turevariation ofthe carriernum berand theatom ic displacem entin thetransition.The 4f-electron

state evolve from the welllocalized state in theinsulatorphase to thestrongly hybridized itinerant

stateby p-fm ixing nearTM �I.Thehybridization isresponsible fortheM -Itransition ofPrRu4P12.

PACS num bers:71.70.Ch,71.30.+ h,78.70.N x

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M any rare-earth and actinide com pounds have been

studied extensively becauseoftheirattractiveproperties

such asheavy electrons,unconventionalsuperconductiv-

ity,quantum criticalbehaviors,valence 
uctuation etc.

It is com m only accepted that interplay between f and

conduction electrons is responsible for these properties.

The hybridization e�ect often gives rise to a quasielas-

tic orbroad m agnetic excitation spectra instead ofwell-

de�ned crystal-�eld (CF) excitations[1]. The CF spec-

tralwidth proportionalto tem peraturein rare-earth sys-

tem s has been interpreted by so-called K orringa-law in

which exchange interaction between f and conduction

electronsistaken intoaccount[2].ThoseofdenseK ondo-

e�ect or valence 
uctuation system s often show T 1=2-

behavior. It was theoretically studied based on the de-

generateAnderson m odel[3,4].To understand thecom -

plex m agneticstructuresofCe-m onopnictides,thee�ect

ofp-fm ixingbetween 4felectronsand p holesofthepnic-

togenson the CF levelswasdiscussed [5]. It succeeded

in explaining the anom alously sm allCF splitbetween a

ground stateand a excited state.

Recently,�lled skutterudite RT 4X 12 (R = lanthanide

and actinide elem ents,T = transition m etal,X = pnic-

togen)hasbeen found to show variousphysicalproper-

ties involving felectrons [6]. In their crystalstructure

with the space group Im �3 (T 5

h
), X atom s form corner
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shared octahedra. T and R ions are located inside and

between the octahedra,respectively. Since R ions are

surrounded by 12 X atom s form ing an icosahedron,it

is suggested that the various properties originate from

the p-fm ixing [7]. Am ong them ,PrRu4P12 exhibits a

m etal-insulator (M -I) transition at TM �I = 63 K [8].

Electron and X-ray di�raction studies elucidated a su-

perlatticecharacterized by thewavevectorq0 = (1;0;0)

with Pm �3 (T 1
h
)below TM �I [9,10,11].The band struc-

ture study proposed thatthe Ferm isurfacesperpendic-

ular to the [1,0,0]axes cross the halfway between �

and X pointsto form a cubic-like shape [12].Thus,this

phasetransition issuggested to bea charge-density-wave

(CDW ) form ation owing to a three-dim ensionalFerm i-

surfacenesting by q0.No anom aly ofm agneticsuscepti-

bility wasobserved atTM �I [8]and theCF ground state

wassuggested to benon m agneticfrom thespeci�cheat

m easurem ent[13]. However,an isotropic m agnetic m o-

m entofabout1�B =Prisinduced undera m agnetic�eld

lessthan 1 T atlowertem perature,aspresented in this

paper. There has been no trace ofm agnetic ordering.

Theelectricalresistivity turnsup below TM �I,and shows

shoulder-likeanom aly around 40 K .From these facts,it

isnaturalto expecta contribution of4felectronsto the

M -Itransition. Since the m agnetic excitation spectrum

by 4f-electron CF levelsre
ectthe carrierstate asm en-

tioned above,the4f-electron rolein theM -Itransition of

PrRu4P12 can beinvestigated by them agneticexcitation

m easurem ent.

To understand the 4f-electron state and the anom a-

lous m agnetic state in the M -I transition ofPrRu4P12,

we carried out an inelastic neutron scattering m easure-

m ent. Clearsharp CF excitationsofPr3+ 4f2 electrons

are observed attem peraturesm uch lowerthan TM �I.It

isrem arkablethat,with increasing carriernum berby el-

evating tem perature,the CF excitation peaks shift and

broaden drastically.W ewillshow thatPrRu4P12 under-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505121v1
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goesthe M -Itransition m ediated by strongly hybridized

statebetween 4felectronsand carriers.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L D ETA ILS

A polycrystalline sam ple wasprepared by the Sn-
ux

m ethod,whosequalityissim ilartothatusedin thetrans-

portstudy [14].The inelastic neutron scattering experi-

m entswereperform ed atthetim e-of-
ightspectrom eters

LAM -D (therm alneutron) and LAM -40 (cold neutron)

installed in the pulsed neutron facility K ENS in K EK ,

Japan.Scattered neutronswith the energy of4.59 m eV

selected by pseudo-m irror-type pyrolithic graphite crys-

talanalyzerswerecounted by fourorseven detectorsat

LAM -D and LAM -40,respectively.Sam pletem peratures

were controlled between 5 and 70 K by a cryostatwith

continuous
ow ofliquid He.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Figure1representsthetem peraturedependenceofthe

responsefunctionsS(E )= 1

N

�
kf

ki

��1
d
2
�

d
 dE f
obtained at

LAM -D.These are evaluated by correcting absorption,

subtractingthebackground estim ated from them easure-

m entwithoutthe sam ple,and transform ing to absolute

crosssectionsby incoherentscattering intensity ofvana-

dium . At 5 K ,clear peaks are seen at 3.2, 9.3, 13.9

and 22.7 m eV.Although the width ofthe last peak is

broaderthan the instrum entalresolution in contrastto

theotherpeakshaving alm ostresolution-lim ited widths,

they are presum ably attributed to CF excitations,since

thescattering-angledependenceofintensity isconsistent

with thatofm agnetic form factorofPr3+ . Itisnotice-

ablethat,with increasingtem perature,thepeaksshiftto

lower-energy side and becom e very broad. Such drastic

behavior willbe discussed based on the strong electron

hybridization.O pen squaresin theinsetofFig.1 depict

tem peraturedependenceofRu-ion displacem ent� deter-

m ined by theX-ray di�raction study,wheretheRu ions

arelocated at(1=4+ �;1=4+ �;1=4+ �)and theequivalent

positions[9,10,11].Them axim um -intensity position of

inelastic spectra indicated by circles as wellas � corre-

sponding to theorderparam eterobey theBCS-typegap

function for CDW state shown by a solid line. Then it

is naturalto consider the CF levels variation coupling

strongly with thecarrierstateand thestructuralchange.

Becauseofthesuperlatticestructurebelow TM �I,local

environm ents around the Pr ions at the unit-cellorigin

and at the body center are di�erent. Therefore,there

should betwolevelschem esforeach Pr-ion sites(Pr1and

Pr2)below TM �I. The CF Ham iltonian for4felectrons

in both ofIm �3 and Pm �3 structuresisrepresented as

H C F = A 4(O
0

4 + 5O 4

4) + A
c
6(O

0

6 � 21O 4

6)

+ A
t
6(O

2

6 � O
6

6); (1)
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FIG .1: Sym bols represent S(E ) ofPrRu4P12 m easured at

LAM -D .O riginsofverticalaxesofeach tem peraturedata are

shifted by 0.1.In an inset,open squaresdepictstem perature

dependence ofthe Ru-ion displacem ent � in units ofatom ic

coordinate determ ined in the X-ray di�raction study [11],a

solid lineistheBCS gap function �tted to �,and �lled circles

are position ofthe highestinelastic neutron scattering peak.

where O n
m expressesa Stevens’operatorequivalent[15].

The last term ofA t
6 is caused by the lack ofthe point

sym m etry C4 in Th.The 4f
2-electron stateofPr3+ split

to fourlevels;a singlet�1,a non-m agneticnon-K ram ers

doublet�23,and triplets �
(1)

4
and �

(2)

4
. W e carried out

a least-squares �tting procedure ofcalculated CF exci-

tation spectra in the fullm easured energy range to the

data ofS(E )at5 K .W etook freeparam etersoftheCF

coe�cientsin eq. 1,ascalefactorforaratioofcalculated

crosssection to the experim entalresult,and a constant

backgroundtoapproxim atephonon contribution which is

very sm allcom pared with the CF excitation peaks.The

peak widthsareassum ed to beequalto theinstrum ental

resolution. The resultshown by solid linesin the upper

�gure ofFig. 2 reproduces wellthe experim entaldata

shown by circles,exceptthebroad peak observed at22.7

m eV.The best�tCF coe�cientsare shown in Table I.

Itischaracteristicthat,in lowertem peratureregion,the

ground stateofPr1 isnon-m agnetic�1 and the �rstex-

cited statem agnetic�
(2)

4
,and viceversaforPr2.In order

to check the validity oftheobtained CF schem e,wecal-

culated m agnetization based on the CF coe�cientsat5

K .As shown in Fig.3,the resultantisotropic m agneti-

zation dom inated by the �
(2)

4
ground stateofPr2 agrees

quitewellwith theexperim entaldataat60m K .Thedis-

crepancy between theobservation and thecalculation at

low �eldscan bedissolved by taking into accounta split
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TABLE I: CF coe�cientsand scale factorsobtained from the analysisofS(E ).

Param eter 5 K 20 K 35 K 44 K 53 K 60 K 70 K

A 4(Pr1)[m K ] -6.816 -5.571 -16.69 -14.10 -12.90 -17.17 -15.06

A
c

6(Pr1)[m K ] 0.9505 0.952 0.860 0.879 0.844 0.715 0.729

A
t

6(Pr1)[m K ] 0.46 0.41 2.01 2.56 2.36 5.69 7.31

A 4(Pr2)[m K ] 41.2 42.7 22.25 17.45 13.83 -11.50 -15.06

A
c

6(Pr2)[m K ] 1.41 1.45 0.944 0.916 0.794 0.847 0.729

A
t

6(Pr2)[m K ] 10.0 8.07 7.50 7.43 8.68 3.09 7.31

scale 0.940 1.001 0.850 0.888 0.986 1.067 1.227
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FIG .2: Circles are m easured spectra at 5 K (upper part)

and at60 K (lower part). Linesare the �tted resultsby the

m odeloftwo CF levelschem es. Verticalbars represent CF

energiesatPr1 and Pr2 m easured from each ground state.

ofthe �
(2)

4
expected from theobserved Schottky peak of

speci�c heatat0.3 K ,although the origin ofthe splitis

unknown.Becausethenearest-neighborPrions(Pr1)of

Pr2 arenon-m agnetic,no m agneticordering isnaturally

expected.Thespeci�cheatvalueof0.51J/K /m olat9K

evaluated from theCF param etersat5 K ,corresponding

to an excitation from �
(2)

4
to �1 ofPr2,is close to the

observed value of0.6 J/m ol/K [13]. Such quantitative

agreem entwith the m agnetization and the speci�c heat

supportsthe presentassignm entofthe CF levels.

Foranalyzingthedata athighertem peratures,theCF

peaksare assum ed to be expressed by Lorentzianswith

1.2
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FIG .3: M agnetizationsm easured at60 m K (solid lines)and

thosecalculated from theCF param etersat5K (dotted lines).

a �nitewidth adjusted in the�tting procedureinvolving

convolution oftheinstrum entalresolution.Sincethetwo

Pr-ion sitesare equivalentabove TM �I,we analyzed the

data at 70 K under constraint ofthe sam e CF param -

eters for Pr1 and Pr2. As shown in the lower part of

Fig.2,the �tted curve agreeswellwith the experim en-

talresult at 60 K .The resultant param eters are listed

in TableI.ThevaluesofCF Ham iltonian coe�cientsdo

notshow a sm ooth dependence on tem perature.Thisis

due to following reasons. The crosssection ofthe exci-

tation from the ground state �1 to �
(2)

4
at8.14 m eV of

Pr1 at5 K isabout3% ofthatfrom �1 to �4(1)at9.27

m eV,which were resolved only in the higher-resolution

m easurem entatLAM -40.The crosssection ofthe exci-

tation from �
(2)

4
to �1 atPr2isalsosm all.Thesesm aller

peaksare hidden athigh tem perature region because of

the spectralbroadening.Thus,the determ ination ofthe

sm all-peak position and intensity shown in Fig.1 con-

tainsuncertainty. However,the overallspectra are well

�tted and thescalefactorsarealm ostoneastabulated in

Table I.W e com pared also the tem peraturevariation of

bulk m agneticsusceptibility with thatoftheCF schem es

determ ined in the presentneutron scattering study. As

seen in Fig.4,the m agnetic susceptibility m easured un-

derm agnetic�eld of0.1 T applied alongthe[001]axis(a

solid line)agreesquitewellwith thatcalculated from the
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presentlydeterm ined CF Ham iltonian param etersaswell

as the Zeem an term (open squares). Thus,the present

0.15

0.10

0.05

0.00

χ 
[e

m
u/

m
ol

]

806040200

Temperature [K]

PrRu4P12 ,  B // [001]
 neutron scattering result
 bulk magnetic measurement

FIG .4: A solid line representsm easured bulk m agnetic sus-

ceptibility underm agnetic �eld applied along the [001]axis,

and open squares the calculated one based on the CF pa-

ram etersdeterm ined in thepresentneutron scattering exper-

im ents.

analysissucceedsin reproducing the experim entally de-

term ined crosssectionsquantitatively [16].

Figure 5 showsthe resultanttem perature variation of

the levelschem esofPr1 and Pr2,in which the zero en-

ergyisatthe�1 level.Thenon-m agneticground state�1
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FIG .5: CF levelschem es of Pr1 and Pr2 as functions of

tem perature.The energy isde�ned asdi�erence from the � 1

level.

ofboth Pr1 and Pr2 around TM �I isconsistentwith the

suggestion from m agneticsusceptibility and speci�cheat

data [8,13].Theground stateofPr2switchesto �
(2)

4
be-

low about40 K .Thisswitch m ay giveriseto theplateau

ofelectricalresistivity around this tem perature [8]. As

depicted by sym bolsin Fig.6(a),theintrinsichalfwidth

at halfm axim um (HW HM ) varies from � 0 at 5 K to

1.73 m eV at70 K .ThisunusualCF evolution evidences

a strong interaction of4felectronswith carriers.

2

1

0

γ 
 [

m
eV

]

806040200
Temperature [K]

-2

0

∆E
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m
eV

]  Shift of Γ4
(1) at Pr1
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(HWHM)
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(b)

FIG .6: (a) Circles are the HW HM ofCF peaks and a line

calculated onebased on eqs.2and 3.(b)Squaresaretheshift

ofeigenenergy of�
(1)

4
atPr1 and a line based on eq.3.

Theobserved peak broadening willbeanalyzed by the

following form ofthe HW HM 
(T) up to T �= 6� C F,

where� C F isthe CF splitenergy,expressed as


(T)= 
(0)+ 4�fJex(gJ � 1)N (E F)g
2
kB T; (2)

where Jex denotes an exchange integralbetween 4fand

conduction electronsand N (E F)the density ofstatesat

the Ferm ilevel[2]. In contrast to conventionalm etals

showing T-linear behavior of
(T) due to tem perature-

independent N (E F), the broadening of CF peaks in

PrRu4P12 is strongly non-linear against T as depicted

in Fig.6 (a). This phenom enon can be ascribed to the

variation ofelectronicstateofPrRu4P12 in theM -Itran-

sition. W e analyze the data based on eq.2 by sim ply

assum ing that the N (E F) is proportionalto the carrier

num bern(T).Itispresum ed to be expressed as

n(T)= n0e
�� g(T )=kB T ; (3)

where � g(T)isan activation energy following the BCS

gap function reproducing theatom icdisplacem entbelow

TM �I as shown in the inset ofFig.1. � g(0)= 37 K is

evaluated from the electricalresistivity [8]. Calculated


(T)by substituting n(T)forN (EF)and by putting ar-

bitrary values of
(0) = 0:016 m eV and Jexn0 = 0:23

reproducesthe experim entalHW HM well,as shown by

a line in Fig.6 (a). The successofthis sim ple analysis

supportsthatthehybridization e�ectbecom essigni�cant

with increasing tem peraturenearTM �I.

The shift ofCF excitation peaks is also explained by

the carrier-statevariation in the M -Itransition.The p-f

m ixing forcesthevalenceband levelto beraised and the

m ixed CF levelto be lowered [5]. The CF-energy shift

is proportionalto the num ber ofholesin valence band.
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In the case ofPrRu4P12,the holes in the 49th band is

thought to be responsible for the p-f m ixing [12]. As

it is reduced below TM �I,the m ixed CF levelenergy is

expected to increase. In addition,to keep the centerof

gravity ofCF energy,even theCF levelswith lessm ixing

also shift. In Fig.6 (b),the experim entally determ ined

shiftofeigenenergy of�
(1)

4
atPr1 isshown asa typical

exam ple,togetherwith a line of� n(T)in eq.3 with an

arbitraryvalueofn0 = 2:4.Theirtem peraturevariations

are sim ilar to each other,so that the strong hybridiza-

tion between f-electron orbitand p-electron holesathigh

tem peratureregion isagain supported.

IV . SU M M A R Y

Itisconcluded thattheM -Itransition ofPrRu4P12 isa

new typeofCDW transition m ediated by thestrong hy-

bridization between 4f-electron and carrierstates.Above

TM �I,theinstability ofthep-holeband dueto thethree

dim ensionally perfect nesting is enhanced by the high

density ofstateattheFerm ilevelowingtothehybridiza-

tion e�ect,asevidenced by thepresentwork.Itgivesrise

to the CDW transition resulting in lowering ofthe band

energy by the gap form ation and loosing the hybridiza-

tion with 4f-electron state.Thisscenariocan explain the

observedevolution of4f-electronstatethrough thetransi-

tion,and explain also thereason why LaRu4P12 without

4felectron doesnotundergo a CDW transition in spite

ofsim ilarnesting conditionsasthatofPrRu4P12 [17].
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