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Com m ent on \Spectroscopic Evidence forM ul-
tiple O rder P aram eter C om ponents in the H eavy
Ferm ion Superconductor CeC oIng"

Recently, Rourke et al. reported point-contact spec—
troscopy PCS) results on the heavy-ferm ion supercon—
ductor C eC oIng {!:]. T hey obtained conductance spectra
on the caxis surfaces of CeC olns single crystals. Their
m aprclain sare two-fold: CeC oIns has i) d-wave pairing
symm etry and ii) tw o coexisting order param eter com po—
nents. In this Comm ent, we show that these clain s are
not warranted by the data presented.

F irst, do their data represent spectroscopic properties
of CeCoIns? Rourke et al. clain that their estin ated
contact radius satis es the ballistic criterion E_Z:] atT. and
even further at lower tem peratures ﬁ]. O ur estin ation
using m ore rigorous form ulas '[a‘, -:4, B] show s that their
contact diam eter (d), is larger than the m ean free path
D at Tc by a factorof 12 { 2.3, although =d 1 at
lower tam peratures. Since such an estim ation (@bei a
convention in the literature) just gives an indirect m ea—
sure based on buk param eters, it does not necessarily
corroborate that a point contact form ed on the surface
isballistic. T he actualphysical properties at the contact
region can bemuch di erent from those in bulk, depend-
Ing on the surface cleanness, roughness, contact pressure,
etc. Therefore, whether atypical PCS data such as in
Ref. [_]:] contain Intrinsic spectroscopic nform ation or
not should be checked m ore carefully beyond such sin —
ple estin ations.

Second, we point out that the zero-bias conductance
peak (ZBCP) and subsequent dip-hum p structure seen
In Fig. 1@) ofRef. rE.'], which is the m ain feature they
attrbute to d-wave symm etry, has also been frequently
observed in s-wave superconductors f_é]. InFig.l@),we
show our own data obtained from epitaxialM gB, thin

In s. W hike other possbilities are open, including mul-
tiple contacts, a weltknown origin for the dip structure
near the gap edge is localheating due to the non-ballistic
nature of the contact i_d].

Third, we have cbtained PC S data from CeC olns sin—
gle crystals along both (001) and (110) directions over
w ide tem perature ranges ij,:é]. T hese data w ere taken re—
producbly, wellw ithin the Sharvin lim it, w ithout show -
Ing any signi cant heating e ects. They are consistent
w ith each other and can be analyzed w ith a single order
param eter. It is in portant to sam plem ore than one crys—
tallographic ordentations to conclide the orderparam eter
symm etry and ifm ultiple order param eters exist.

F inally, Rourke et al. base their clain s of the d-wave
sym m etry on the ZBCP, which they attribute to A ndreev
bound states ABS). It iswellknown that there are sev—
eral origins for ZBCP s in tunneling conductance m ea—
surem ents ﬁ_}l] and proper diagnostics m ust be perform ed
to determ ine ifa ZBCP actually arises from AB S, partic—
ularly tracking the evolution of the size and shape ofthe
ZBCP wih the m agniude and direction of an applied

di/dv (Q"

.02 L
20  -10 0 10

Voltage (mV) Voltage (mV)

FIG .1l: Conductance spectra ofpoint contactson M gB, thin
Qm‘s using Au tips. (@) Reproducing the features in Refs.
{1, 61. ®) Reproduchble data taken in the ballistic lin i.

m agnetic eld Eﬁ]. M easurem ents along di erent crystal-
lographic orientations would also provide such Infom a—
tion fj, -rg]. W ithout such diagnostics, the origin of the
ZBCP rem ains unknown. W e also point out that other
m easurem ents classify CeColns as either dy2 2 Or dyy,
s0 ABS should not be ocbserved on the caxis surface ofa
single crystal. Rourke et al. com pare theirdata w ith cal-
culations using an extended B londer-T inkham K lapw ik
m odel, assum ing parallel and serial com binations of con—
ductance channels via surface ABS and bulk Andreev
re ection. However, no m aterials m icro-analysis is pro—
vided to justify their m odeling and such a clain only
supports the argum ent that the contacts are large and,
thus, non-ballistic.

W hile we do not exclide the possbility of coexisting
multiple order param eters in CeColns, we claim that
Rourke et al’s interpretation of their PCS resuls @4'] as
such evidence should be viewed critically.
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