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The K ondo lattice system CeZng:6Sb, is studied by electrical resistivity and ac m agnetic sus—

ceptibility m easurem ents at several pressures. At P
transitions appear at 3.6 and 0.8 K, regpectively. The electrical resistivity at Ty

= 0 kbar, ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic
dram atically

changes from the F isherLanger type (ferrom agnetic like) to the SuezakiM ori type near 17 kbar,
ie., from a positive divergence to a negative divergence in the tem perature derivative of the resistiv—
ity. The pressure-induced SM type anom aly, which show s themm alhysteresis, is easily suppressed by
gn allm agnetic eld (1.9 kO e for 19.8 kbar), indicating a weakly rst-order nature ofthe transition.
By subtracting a low pressure data set, we directly com pare the resistivity anom aly w ith the SM
theory w ithout any assum ption on backgrounds, w here the negative divergence In d =dT is ascribed
to enhanced critical uctuations in the presence of superzone gaps.

PACS numbers: 6835Rh, 7127+ a,72.15Q0m , 7520Hr

R areearth and actinide com pounds w ith localized f-
electrons at high tem peratures show non-m agnetic or
even a superconducting ground state, which cannot be
explained by H ill's observation that m agnetic ordering
depends on the f-atom spacing: magnetism at large
f £ spacing and pargm agnetism or superconductiv—-
ity at small separation® The importance of s f ex—
change coupling J betw een localized f-electronsand con—
duction band electrons for determm ining the ground state,
which wasneglected by H il], istypi ed In heavy-electron,
K ondo-lattice, or m ixed-valence system s, where a para—
m agnetic or a superconducting ground stats is observed
even though they have large f £ spacig?® D epending
on the hybridization strength Ny j the ground state
is detem ined through com petition between K ondo and
Rudem an-K ittelK asuya-Yosida RKKY ) interactions,
where Ny isthe conduction band density-ofstates at the
Fem ienergy Er . For JNr j<< 1, a m agnetic state is
stabilized because the RKKY interaction that provides
coupling between localm om ents depends geom etrically
on J73-Trxxy / J?°Ng, whereas a Kondo singkt is
preferred for lJarge JNr because the K ondo interaction
that screens localm om ents depends exponentially on {J7j
~Tx / exp( 1= Np)¢

A nother In portant consequence of the exchange inter-
action between the localized and conduction electrons
is a change In the elctronic structure. W hen an anti-
ferrom agnetic structure AF) wih a period incomm en—
surate w ith the Jonic lattice appears, the m agnetic sus
perlattice m ay distort the Fem i surface dram aUca]Jy,b
form ing m agnetic superzone gaps below Ty when the
ordering wavevector K 5 connects portions of the Fem 1
surface £ Suezakiand M ori (SM ) showed that, when com —
bined w ith enhanced spin scattering n a K = K, mode
In antiferrom agnets, this sharp band gap gives rise to
a sharp increase In the resistivity or a negative diver—
gence in the tem perature derivative near Ty 2 Earlym ea—

surem ents on rareearth m etals and order-disorder sys—
tem s revealed a sin ilar resistivity anom aly, but quanti-
tative analysis has been lin ited due to the an earing of
the gaps by themn gl phonons and tem perature depen—
dent backgrounds®? Here we report a pressure-tuned

rst-order phase transition and an accom panying neg—
ative divergence in the tem perature derivative of the
resistivity of CeZng.¢Sb,. The rstorder, SM type
transition at Ty only appears at interm ediate pressures
173 P < 255 kbar), while the transition shows a
F isherl.angertype anom aly, ie., a positive divergence in
d =dT in the low pressure lim it and a slight slope change
atP 255 kbar. The rst-order anom aly is suppressed
by amagnetic eld asanallas1.9 kOe at 198 kbar, In—
dicating the transition isvery weakly rstorder. By sub—
tracting a low -pressure data set, we directly com pare the
resistivity anom aly w ith the SM theory w ithout any as-
sum ption on backgrounds, w here the negative divergence
In d =dT is ascribed to enhanced critical uctuations in
the presence of superzone gaps.

CeZngeeSb, was grown wih Sb selff ux in an
evacuated and sealed quartz am pule and crystallizes
In the tefragonal ZrxCuSi structure with space group
P4/nmm 2% The electrical resistivity of CeZng.sSb, at
03 K is 49 an and the resistivity ratio is &
300K)= = 03K)) 14. Hydrostatic pressure up to
25 kbar was achieved by using a hybrid BeCu/NLCrA 1l
clam p-type pressure cellw ith silicon uid as a tranan it—
ting mediim . At higher pressures, a pro led toroidal
anvil clam ped device was used w ith anvils supplied w ith
aboron-epoxy gasket and a te on capsule lled w ith glyc—
erol/w aterm ixture w ith volum e ratio 32. Superconduct—
ing transition tem peratures of T in and Lead were used to
determ ine pressure for the clam p-type and the toroidal
anvil cell, respectively. T he width of the superconduct—
Ing transition is independent of pressure and is lss than
10m K up to 55 kbar, indicating that m easurem entswere
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FIG.1l: (color online). Resistivity versus tem perature at 0,
173,198,228, and 255 kbar for I ? c-axis. D otted lines are
data taken w ith increasing tem perature and solid lines, w ith
decreasing tem perature. Inset: vs. T in more extensive
tem perature range.

perform ed in hydrostatic conditions. E lectrical resistiv—
ity wasm easured by a standard Purpointm ethod w ith
a LR-700 ac resistance bridge (Linear Ressarch) for cur-
rent ow ing perpendicular to the caxis of CeZng.¢6Sb,
(I ? caxis). AC m agnetic susceptbility .. in the plane
wasmeasured at £ = 157 Hz by a conventionalm ethod
using prin ary and secondary pick-up coils m ounted in-—
side the pressure cell.

Figure 1 show sthe resistivity ofC eZng.¢¢Sb, asa func—
tion of tem perature at several pressures. At ambient
pressure, a sharp decrease occurs at 3.6 K, corresoond-—
Ing to a ferrom agnetic phase transition observed In soe—
ci cheat m easurem ents24 W ith Increasing pressure, the
ferrom agnetic transition tem perature (T.) increasesat a
rate dT.=dP 0:05 K /kbar and the resistivity above
T. slightly increases (see Inset to Fig. 1), which could
be explained by the enhanced hybridization between £
and itinerant electrons w ith pressure. A slight decrease
in is also observed at 0.85 K and ambient pressure,
which corresponds to an antiferrom agnetic transition ob—
served in Ref. [10]. T he entropy recovered at Ty isabout
20 $ of RIn22Y suggesting that the AF state at low
tem perature is a buk property, not due to an in purity
phase. T he antiferrom agnetic transition tem perature Ty
slow Iy increases w ith pressure, dTy =dP 0:02 K /kbar.
At 173 kbar, a peak-lke feature w ith them al hystere-
sis appears: the resistivity sharply Increases wih de—
creasing tem perature, and then decreases. As shown In
Fig.1l,wih further increasing pressure, the anom aly be—
com es m ore pronounced and the transition tem perature
ncreases at a much faster rate, dTy =dP  0:14 K /kbar.
Above 255 kbar, how ever, the peak disappears and only
a slight slope change occurs at Ty . A sin ilar pressure—
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FIG .2: (coloronline). R esistivity versus tem perature for sev—
eralm agnetic eldsatP = 193 kbar forH 4., I ? caxis. In—
set: tem perature derivative ofthe resistivity for cooling curve.
A rrow s Indicate the transition tem perature Ty (see text).

induced resistivity peak was reported in CeRhG el

Figure 2 shows representative resistivity data at
193 kbar as a function of tem perature for several elds.
Even though a di erent piece was used for thism easure—
m ent, the resistivity anom aly is still reproducble, indi-
cating it is Intrinsic. The resistivity peak and them al
hysteresis are steeply suppressed w ith m agnetic eld. At
asan allam agnetic eld as1.9 kO ew ithin the ab-plane,
1t istotally depressed, suggesting that the AF phase tran—
sition isweakly rst order. The inset to Fig. 2 gives the
tem perature derivative of the resistivity. W hen there is
a negative divergence In d =dT , we assigned the diver-
gent point as the transition tem perature (Ty ), whilk the
maxinum point was assigned to Ty forthe eld w ithout
negative divergence. Ty decreases w ith m agnetic eld,
dTy =dH 0:13 004K /kOe.

Figure 3(a) shows the evolution of the tem perature
derivative of the resistivity for several pressures. At the
ferrom agnetic transition tem perature, d =dT diverges for
T ! TJ.We tthe positive divergence to the follow ing
form that is comm only used for critical uctuations for
T > Te:

d=dr = &= )0+ Fj)+B; @)

where t = (T T.)=T.. W hen approaches zero, the
above form suggests a logarithm ic sihgularity at T.. The
Inset to Fig. 3(@) magni es d =dT for 19.8 kbar near
T. and the solid line is the lastsquare t to Eq. (1).
The best result was obtained with T, = 4:419 K and
= 0:04, where the critical exponent is sin ilar to other
feryom agnetsEZ- However, as pointed out by K adano et
a]_,'ljn the determ ination of the critical exponent depends
on the range ofthe tand availability ofa num ber ofdata
points near T.. Nevertheless, a sin ilar sharp peak, lke
that shown in the Inset, is observed in the speci c heat,*d
which could be explained by the F isherl.anger predic—



a)

0 2 4 6
T (K)
(b) |
S T>T
= 10°k R T
© g T x D5 -
~ [ [ X o 6X
Q I L -
= e
-~ : o 17.3 kba
< T<Ty X o 19.8kbar
02 01 00501 | X 22.8Kbar
0.01 0.1
t(=T/T, -1)
FIG.3: (colr online). (@) Tem perature derivative of resis—

tivity for cooling curve at 142, 150, 173, 198, 228, and
359 kbar. Inset: Positive divergence in d =dT of 19.8 kbar
atTc is ttedtoEqg. (1). o) # =dT jversustat17.3,198,
and 22 .8 kbar. T he negative divergence forboth T > Ty and
T < Ty (Inset) is com pared with the SuezakiM ori theory
(see text).

tion that the m agnetic contrbutions to d =dT and the
speci cheat ofa ferrom agnet should be proportionalbe-
cause short-range spin-correlations dom jnate in the tem -
perature dependence of both quantjtjes.'l‘g Below T, the
AF m agnetic transition m akes it di culk to analyze the
critical behavior. Above 255 kbar where the resistivity
anom aly disappears, the peak In d =dT becom es broad—
ened, m aking a quantitative t in possible.

T he negative divergence in d =dT at the N eel tam per-
ature for interm ediate pressures F ig. 3a) can be under-
stood in term s of combined e ects ofAF critical uctu-
ations and superzone gaps below Ty . In electrical resis—
tivity = m=¢ n.¢, the e ective number of carriers
nere depends on superzone gaps arising from the addi-
tional m agnetic lattice periodicity, while the scattering
rate 1= is related to critical scattering of conduction
electrons by localized sopins. In ferrom agnets, spin  uc—
tuations w ith wave vectors close to K, = 0 contribute
to an allangle scattering of conduction electrons, leading
to a weak anom aly, ie., Fisherlanger type. In antifer—
rom agnets incliding those with a helical structure, on
the other hand, critical uctuations around the ordering
wave vector K, = Q contrbute to large angle scatter-

ng, kading to a large anom aly. Suezakiand M ori (SM )
took into account this critical scattering and predicted
the Dllow ing fom £

d =dT = Bt 3
=Bt 1=

(T > Ty);
(T < Ty):

For T < Ty, the st tem is due to critical uctua-
tions and the second tem is from long-range order, w hile
only critical uctuations contrbute to the resistivity for
T > Ty . Direct com parison of the critical phenom ena
betw een experin ents and theory hasbeen lim ited due to
other contrbutions to the tem perature dependent resis—
tivity, such as lattice vibrations. In order to account for
other contributions, we subtracted a low -pressure data
set (14 2 kbar) because T, is close to that at Intermm edi-
ate pressures even though Ty isbelow 1 K .Figure 3 ()
show s representative {d =dTjoor T > Ty as a func
tion of t= T=Ty 1) for Interm ediate pressures, where
o =dTj= ©® =dT @) d =dT (142 kbar)jand Ty is
assigned as the negative peak in d =dT. © =dT jbr
Intermm ediate pressures show s scaling behavior, indicat-
ng the validity of the background subtraction. For di-
rect com parison w ith the SM theory, a power-law fom ,
d =dT = Bt ,wasused forT > Ty and the best
resutwasobtainedwith B = 025and = 048 0:08by
Jeast-squares technique (dashed line in Fig. 3b). The ob—
tained exponent is com patible with the predicted value
1/3 from the SM theory. For T < Ty, all data sets,
sim ilar to those for T > Ty, collapse on top of each
other and Eq. 2) gives a good description of the data
wih B' = 0537 and Bg = 032 (see inset to Fig. 3b).
W e note that our analysis su ers from the lim ied tem —
perature range of tting because the low AF transi-
tion tem perature m akes i di cult to access a reason—
able reduced tem perature range near Ty : t = 001 for
T =T Ty 100mK .As ih Crwhere a lJarger ex—
ponent was obtajned,'ign the weakly rst order nature of
the transition can also com plicate the analysis. T he rel-
atively good agreem ent between the experim ental data
and the SM theory In CeZng.sSb,, however, suggests
that the resistivity anom aly m ainly com es from critical
uctuations and m agnetic gaps , w hich is consistent w ith
the conclusion from them agnetic eld dependence ofthe
anom aly that the resistive transition isweakly rstorder.
Figure 4 @) show s acm agnetic susceptibility asa func—
tion of tem perature at several pressures or H ,.? caxis.
A sharp peak corresponding to the ferrom agnetic transi-
tion occurs at 35 K forP = 0 kbar and m oves toward
higher tem perature wih P at the sam e rate as that of
T. determm ined by the resistiviy, as shown In Fig. 4 (c).
T he resistivity anom aly at the N eeltem perature dram at—
ically changes from Fisherl.anger (L) or ferrom agnetic
like to SuezakiM ori (SM ) behaviorw ith increasing pres—
sure, ie., from positive divergence to negative divergence
Ind =dT at Ty . Salam on clain ed that it is prerequisite
for m agnetic superzone gaps that the ordering w avevegr
tor K, should connect portions of the Fem i surface®
In rare earth m etals, spiral spin structures lead to sm all
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FIG .4: (coloronline). (@) AC m agnetic susceptbility .c at
0,142, 198, 22.8, and 293 kbar for H ,c.==ab-plane. Inset:

ac versus T near Ty transition point. (o) Peak intensities
both at Tc and TN, IFM;AFM = I(TC;TN) I(lOK ),are
plotted as a function of pressure. (c) TP phase diagram .
FM andAFM transition tem peratures are detem ined by both
electrical resistivity (crosses) and m agnetic susceptibility (cir-
cles). D ashed lines are guides to the eyes.

values of K, which span the Femn i surface, at least in
som e directions and, therefore, a SM behavior in resis—
tivity. In beta brass where disorderm akes it di cult for

Ka to span the Eem i surface, in contrast, FL behav—
orwas J:eported.'lq The Inset to Fig. 4 (@) m agni es the
tem perature range near Ty . At low pressures AF1 in
Fig. 4c), there is no clkar signature in . correspond-—
Ing to the AF transition below 1 K (not shown). Above
142 kbar AF2 In Fig. 4c), a peak appears at the tem —
perature corresponding to Ty determ ined from  and be-

com es enhanced w ith pressure (see nset of Fig. 4a and
Fig.4b), In plying that the AF structure at Interm ediate
pressures isnot sin ple, but ratherhas a canted or helical
structure. T he concurrence ofthe SM behavior in the re—
sistivity anom aly and thepeak featurein 5. near1l7 kbar
issin ilarto the -phaseFeM n allbys, FgM n; y,where
the resistivity anom aly change from FL type to SM type
nearx = 03 wasassociated w ith,a spin structure change
from colinear to non-colinear onet’ and gap frm ation 18
Even though we need to detem ine exact spin structures
from otherm easurem ents, such asneutron scattering un—
der pressure, the above analogy suggests that it is only
for interm ediate pressures w here the conditions form ag—
netic superzone gaps arem et in CeZny.46Sb,, thus lead—
Ing to the SM ~type resistivity anom aly. M agnetic eld
dependence of the anom aly is also consistent w ith the
analysis In that the superzone gaps fomed atH = 00e
are destroyed w ith m agnetic eld at interm eidate pres—
sures, thus leading to a change from the SM -type to the
FLtype (sce Fig.2).

W e have reported a pressure-induced, rst-order resis—
tivity anom aly where the resistivity of CeZng.g¢Sb, in—
creases w th decreasing tem perature and show s them al
hysteresis at the antiferrom angetic transition tem pera—
ture Ty . By subtracting a low pressure data set, we di-
rectly com pared our experin ents to SuezakiM oritheory
w ithout any assum ption on backgrounds and found rea—
sonably good agreem ent both below and above Ty . The
dram atic pressure e ectson the resistivity anom aly, from
the low -pressure F isher-Langer type to the Interm ediate—
pressure SuezakiM ori type, are explained in tem s of
gap form ation on the Ferm i surface when the AF order-
Ing wavevectorK , istuned to span the Fem isurface by
pressure. M agnetic eld dependence of the anom aly is
also consistent w ith gap form ation at intermm ediate pres-
sures.
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