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C om m enton \Spectroscopic Evidence for M ul-

tiple O rder Param eter C om ponents in the H eavy

Ferm ion Superconductor C eC oIn5"

Recently,Rourke et al. reported point-contact spec-

troscopy (PCS) results on the heavy-ferm ion supercon-

ductorCeCoIn5 [1].They obtained conductancespectra

on the c-axissurfacesofCeCoIn5 single crystals. Their

m ajorclaim saretwo-fold:CeCoIn5 hasi)d-wavepairing

sym m etry and ii)twocoexistingorderparam etercom po-

nents. In thisCom m ent,we show thatthese claim sare

notwarranted by the data presented.

First,do theirdata representspectroscopicproperties

ofCeCoIn5? Rourke et al. claim that their estim ated

contactradiussatis�estheballisticcriterion [2]atTc and

even further at lower tem peratures [1]. O ur estim ation

using m ore rigorous form ulas [3,4,5]shows that their

contactdiam eter (d),is largerthan the m ean free path

(l) at Tc by a factor of1.2 { 2.3,although l=d � 1 at

lower tem peratures. Since such an estim ation (albeit a

convention in the literature)justgivesan indirectm ea-

sure based on bulk param eters,it does not necessarily

corroborate that a point contact form ed on the surface

isballistic.Theactualphysicalpropertiesatthecontact

region can bem uch di�erentfrom thosein bulk,depend-

ingon thesurfacecleanness,roughness,contactpressure,

etc. Therefore,whether atypicalPCS data such as in

Ref. [1]contain intrinsic spectroscopic inform ation or

not should be checked m ore carefully beyond such sim -

ple estim ations.

Second,we point out that the zero-bias conductance

peak (ZBCP) and subsequent dip-hum p structure seen

in Fig. 1(a)ofRef. [1],which is the m ain feature they

attribute to d-wave sym m etry,has also been frequently

observed in s-wavesuperconductors[6].In Fig.1(a),we

show our own data obtained from epitaxialM gB2 thin

�lm s. W hile otherpossibilitiesare open,including m ul-

tiple contacts,a well-known origin forthe dip structure

nearthegap edgeislocalheatingduetothenon-ballistic

natureofthe contact[6].

Third,wehaveobtained PCS data from CeCoIn5 sin-

gle crystals along both (001) and (110) directions over

widetem peratureranges[7,8].Thesedataweretakenre-

producibly,wellwithin the Sharvin lim it,withoutshow-

ing any signi�cant heating e�ects. They are consistent

with each otherand can be analyzed with a singleorder

param eter.Itisim portanttosam plem orethan onecrys-

tallographicorientationstoconcludetheorderparam eter

sym m etry and ifm ultiple orderparam etersexist.

Finally,Rourke etal. base theirclaim softhe d-wave

sym m etryon theZBCP,which they attributetoAndreev

bound states(ABS).Itiswellknown thattherearesev-

eralorigins for ZBCPs in tunneling conductance m ea-

surem ents[9]and properdiagnosticsm ustbeperform ed

to determ ineifaZBCP actually arisesfrom ABS,partic-

ularly tracking theevolution ofthesizeand shapeofthe

ZBCP with the m agnitude and direction ofan applied
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FIG .1: Conductancespectra ofpointcontactson M gB 2 thin

�lm s using Au tips. (a) Reproducing the features in Refs.

[1,6].(b)Reproducible data taken in the ballistic lim it.

m agnetic�eld [9].M easurem entsalong di�erentcrystal-

lographic orientationswould also provide such inform a-

tion [7,8]. W ithout such diagnostics,the origin ofthe

ZBCP rem ains unknown. W e also point outthat other

m easurem entsclassify CeCoIn5 aseither dx2� y2 ordxy,

so ABS should notbeobserved on thec-axissurfaceofa

singlecrystal.Rourkeetal.com paretheirdata with cal-

culationsusing an extended Blonder-Tinkham -K lapwijk

m odel,assum ing paralleland serialcom binationsofcon-

ductance channels via surface ABS and bulk Andreev

reection. However,no m aterialsm icro-analysisis pro-

vided to justify their m odeling and such a claim only

supports the argum entthat the contactsare large and,

thus,non-ballistic.

W hile we do not exclude the possibility ofcoexisting

m ultiple order param eters in CeCoIn5, we claim that

Rourke etal.’sinterpretation oftheirPCS results[1]as

such evidenceshould be viewed critically.
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