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W e report resistivity m easurem ents in the nom al state of CeCoIns down to 40 m K and sim ula-

neously in m agnetic

edsup to 9 T in the [P01] crystallographic direction and under pressures up
to 13 GPa. At ambient pressure the data are consistent w ith a
coincident w ith the superconducting upper critical eld He,, as observed previously. W e

eld tuned quantum critical point
nd that

w ith Increasing pressure the quantum critical point m oves inside the superconducting dom e to lower
elds. Thus, we can rule out that superconductivity is directly responsble for the non-Fem i liquid

behavior In CeColns.
scenario.

PACS num bers:

A quantum critical point is sin ply the point at which
a second order phase transition occurs at T = 0, where
quantum  uctuations arepresent. C lassicalphase transi-
tions are now wellunderstood. W hile theoretically there
is a naturalextension to T = 0, ﬁ, :4, E] the experin en—
tal system s (@and in particular heavy fem ion system s)
disgplay serious discrepancies w ith these predjctjons.i_é]
A s disorder m ay profoundly n uence the behavior at a
quantum critical point, there is a great bene t in exam —
Ining quantum critical system s which are stoichiom etric,
and hence, relatively disorder free. CeCoIng is one of a
relatively sm allnum ber of such system s.

CeColns is a heavy fem ion superconductor with
= 23K [7 T he nom alstate possesses non-Fem i lig—
qu properties in zero eld (T linear resistivity, T In (T )
soeci c heat, and modi ed CurieW eiss , com pared to
the Fem 1 liquid expectations of T? resistivity, T linear
soeci cheat, and constant ) indicative of a nearby un-—
derlying quantum critical pojnt.i_?., -'_9] By applying the
m agnetic eld along the tetragonal caxis a eld-tuned
quantum crji:calpomt QCP) was denti ed at Hgcp
=5T E4, _] The fact that the superconducting upper
critical eld He, is also at 5 T raises the question of
w hether superconducting uctuations could be responsi-
bl for the eld-tuned non-Fem i liquid behavior. How -
ever, this observation (that H - Hocp ) is lkely to
be an accidental coincidence for several reasons: i) it
is not clear if a superconductor has su ciently strong
uctuations to produce an extended critical regin e, i)
the superconducting transition itselfbecom es rst order
below 0.7 K in CeColns,[16] which should cuto  any di-
verging uctuations, and iii) sim ilarities in the zero eld
pressure-tem perature phase diagram s of CeRhIns and
C eC oIns suggeststhat CeC oIng at am bient pressure is in
close proxim iy to an antiferrom agnetic quantum critical
point, as isobserved in CeRhIns. i§] H ow ever, tw o experi-
m entsdes:gnedto separateH ocp from H cz,VJam agnetic
eld amsot.topy.[lil] or Sn doping stud1esﬂ2], failed to do
0. Applying them agnetic eld in the ab-plane increases
He to 12 T, whil in Sn doping studies the caxis H -,
was suppressed to aslow as2.75 T for CeColng.ggSng 1z -
D espite this variation in H o, by m ore than a factor of4,

Instead, the data point toward an antiferrom agnetic quantum critical point

one did not cbserve the appearance of an additional or-
dered phase above H ,, nor a Fem Hiquid regin e at the
superconducting upper critical eld, with either speci c
heat or resistivity m easurem ents. T his suggests that the
two critical elds are nherently linked together.

The pressure phase diagram of CeRhIhs alluded to
above suggeststhat pressurem ay bean e ectivem eansof
suppressing criticality in C eC oIns ifan antiferrom agnetic
Q CP is indeed still the origin ofthe non-Fem iliquid be-
havior in both system s. This is supported by m easure-
m ents of resistivity in zero eld,;[P] speci c heat),[i3] and
NOR [14] which appear to restore Fem i liquid behavior
w ith Increasing pressure n CeCoIns. In addition, dH vA
results at high elds show the e ective m ass of the 2-D
cylindrical sheet Which IncreasesasH; is approached
from above) decreases w th increasing pressure. fl5 The
evolution of the eld-tuned QCP wih pressure is best
denti ed by perform ing m easurem ents w ith m agnetic

eld. This is precisely how Hgcp was orighally iden-—
ti ed to be close to He, atambjentpressure.'ﬂ!:,:_j] In this
paperw e report resistivity m easurem ents ofC eC oIns un—
der pressure w ith m agnetic eld up to 9 T applied along
the caxis and tem peratures down to 40 mK .We nd
that the QCP is strongly suppressed inside the super-
conducting dom e and hence is no longer coincident w ith
H o, as pressure is increased. T his gives com pelling evi-
dence that the origin of the non-Fem i liquid behavior is
not associated w ith superconductivity, but rather related
to a order com peting w ith superconductivity, m ost lkely
antiferrom agnetiam .

R esistivity under pressure was obtained by a 4 point
m easurem ent n a Cu-Be piston cell attached to the tem -
perature regulation stage on a dilution refrigerator. T he
use of Silicone as the pressure tranan itting m edium en-—
sures hydrostatic pressure ( P 001 GPa). A singk
crystal, aligned to within 5 ofthe caxis, wasm easured
In edsup to 9T.Fild swesps at 100 mK identi ed
Ho as4.95,495,4.63,and 4.0 T at the ourm easured
pressures 0f£0, 0.05, 0.6, and 1.3 GPa. The pressure was
determm ined independently by m easuring the supercon-—
ducting transition ofa Sn sam ple by ac susceptibility.

At am bient pressure the quantum critical eld wasde-
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temm ined by tracking the divergence of the T? coe cient
of resistivity in the ever shrinking w indow of the Fem i
Tquid regim e.i_]:] W e ollow the sam e recipe here for four
di erent pressures: 0, 005, 0.6, and 1.3 GPa. The raw
resistivity data is shown versusT? n  gure 1. Panels @)
through (d) show data for various elds at a given pres—
sure, while panels () and (f) present resistivity curves
for various pressures at constant m agnetic eld. Recall
that in the Fem i liquid regine = ,+ AT?. Thus, a
straight Iinein gure 1 would correspond to a wellestab-
lished Femm i liquid behavior whose slope is proportional
to the square ofthee ectivemass. At high elds (eg. 9
T;see g. 1()) the Fem i liquid regin e extends over a
w ide tem perature range. At low tem peratures there isan
uptum In the data, which is believed to originate from
quasiparticles reaching the ! . 1 Iim i, and hence thJs
isalso a feature ofthe Ferm iliquid regim e in CeC oIng {].]
W e note that a sim ilar cbservation wasm ade in a very
clean UPt3 crystaLllG] For the purpose of analysis, this
preventsus from ttihg = ¢+ AT? down to the Iowest
tem perature m easured; rather, we t over a range which
m axin izesthe A coe cient. Asthemagnetic eld is re-
duced toward H ., the tem perature range ofthe T? Fem i
licquid regim e decreases m onotonically.

There are several features evident in the raw data
w hich we w illattem pt to quantify below . Beginning w ith
theambientpressuredatain g. 1 (@), there isa dram atic
Increase in the inelastic scattering as the m agnetic eld
is owered. Sin ultaneously, the A coe cient grow s, and
the Fem i liquid regin e becom es vanishingly an all. Let
uscontrast thisw ith the13GPadatain g.1(d).W hile
the A coe cient also increases w ith decreasing eld the
e ect is not nearly as dram atic as at am bient pressure.
Furthem ore, there is stilla well established Ferm i liquid
at 4.6 T which is jast above H, = 4 T) on a tem per—
ature range signi cantly larger than at 6 T for ambient
pressure. T his is shown both by a large linear regin e on
the plot of versus T? and by the uptum stillpresent at
the lowest m easured tem peratures. A s for the resistiv—
ity data or 005 GPaand 0.6 GPa,we nd it displaysa
an ooth evolution between the am bient pressure and 1.3
GPa extremes we jast discussed. W e also should note
that as the pressure Increases the A coe cient is also
rapidly suppressed ascan be seen in  gures 1 ) and (f).

To quantify the above behavior in the Fem i liquid
regine, we plot the A coe cient versus eld In  gure
2 (@) for each m easured pressure. T he divergence of the
A coe cient, and hencethee ectivem ass, isclearly sup—
pressed w ith increasing pressure. Since pressure isknown
to Increase the K ondo tem perature in Ce K ondo lattice
system s, we need to be certain that the reduction of A
is not sokly a decrease of the overall scale. For that
purpose, we param eterize the divergence of A w ih the
form A = Ay H Hocp) wih Ay and Hgcp as ad—
Justable param eters. This form was used by Paglione et
al. to dentify the critical eld asHgcp = 51 T wih

= -137.[l1 By keeping xed at 137 we nd both
Ay and Hgcp to decrease w ith increasing pressure. T he
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FIG.1l: (coloronline) Resistivity of CeCoIns forH k caxis

and current in the ab-plane pltted versus T to highlight
the Fem i liquid regin e for elds above the superconducting
upper critical eld. He; = 4.95, 495, 4,63, and 40T forP

= 0,0.05,0.6, and 1.3 GPa, respectively. Panels (a) through

(d) are taken at the constant pressure indicated, and panels
(e) and (f) are our di erent pressuresm easured at the sam e
value of the m agnetic eld indicated In the plot.

valuiesofA are141,159,120,and 82  an /K? HrO0,
005,06, and 1.3 GPa, respectively. T he behavior ofA
can be understood from the general view of increasing
the K ondo tem perature and stabilizing the Fem i liquid
w ith Jncreasmg pressure, as commonly observed in Ce
com pounds. tl9]W e attrbute thedecreasingH g ¢ p tothe
fact that the critical eld ism oving inside the supercon—
ducting dom e. The latter point is em phasized In  gure
2@{). The critical elds from the ts above are plotted
togetherw ith H ., . The fact that the critical eld m oves
Inside the superconducting dom e in plies that we do not
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FIG.2: (colbronline) (@) TheT 2 coe cient ofthe resistivity
extracted from the data presented in  gure 1. The solid lines
are tstoA = Ay H Hocp) '?" . The values of Hocp
from the tsare pltted n (o) along w ith the values of the
superconducting upper critical eld and the superconducting
Te jn‘zero eld versus pressure. The ’'s are opbtained from
ref. E]. Lines in (o) are guides to the eye.

have a superconducting criticalpoint. It is interesting to
note that the pressure at which the extrapolated criti-
cal eld reachesOT ( 1.1 GPa) is close to the pressure
at which the superconducting transition tem perature is
maximum ( 13 GPa),acommon feature ofa wide vari-
ety of quantum critical system s.f_l-é_i]

Finally, we extend our analysis of the data beyond
the Fem i liquid regine. Figure 3 presents an in age
plt of @ In( 0)=@I(T) n the H T plne for
P=0 and P=13 GPa. Sinilar plts have been m ade
for YbRh,S% £0] and StRu20 5 R1] to help identify the
critical eld. The logarithm ic derivative gives the value
of the exponent n assum ing the resistivity has the fom

= o+ AT". The low tem perature regin e of the re—
sistiviy uptum hasbeen suppressed, as the form of is
happropriate In this regine. W hilke for P=0 the data
again suggests that the quantum critical eld occurs at
the superconducting upper critical eld of 5 T, i does
not seem possble to m ake a sim ilar statem ent for the
P=13 GPa data. The open symbolsm ark the tem per-

I I I
251 (a) - 25} =
2.0
20
1.5
~15F
X
-
1.0
1.0
05+
0.5
0.0
5 5 6 7 8 9
H(T) H(T)
FIG.3: (coloronline) An im age plot of @ In ( 0)=@ In(T)

for (@) ambient pressure and () 1.3 GPa. The open circles
represent the Fermm icrossover tem perature as discussed in the
text.

ature where the Ferm i liquid ts deviate by m ore than
2% from thedata. T his quantity should go to zero at the

quantum criticalpoint. At am bient pressure we see that
this Femm i crossover tem peratuire is rapidly vanishing as
H ., is approached. At 1.3 GPa a lnear extrapolation

yieldsa quantum criticalpoint 0of0.5 T, which iswellin—
side the superconducting upper critical eld of4 T, and
In reasonable agreem ent w th our toftheA coe cient
versusm agnetic eld.

T hus, by applying hydrostatic pressure we have now
successfully separated the critical eld from the super-
conducting upper critical eld, and we conclide that
i was merely an accidental coincidence that Hgocp =
H ., at ambient pressure for m agnetic eld along the
axjs.'gj, ::2:] N ote that by adding an additional tuning pa—
ram eter, nam ely pressure, the eld tuned critical point
near H ., now becom es a line of critical points in the
H P plane. A consequence ofthis isthat, while am bient
pressure CeColns possessesa eld tuned Q CP, pressure
tuning at zero eld should nd a critical pressure which
can be accessed w ith positive pressure. It is hoped that
m easurem ents w thin the vortex cores w ill provide m ore
direct evidence of this.

One can next speculate as to the true origih of the
quantum critical uctuations which produce the non-
Fem iliquid behavior in CeColns. From the initial com —
parison ofthe CeRhIng and C eC oIns phase diagram sun—
der pressure, it has been suggested that the origin of
the non-Fem i liquid behavior is the presence of an an—
tiferrom agnetic quantum cr:iijcalpojnt.tﬁ] This specula—
tion has been supported ndirectly by num erous m eans.
Since one expects both m agnetic eld and pressure to
suppress antiferrom agnetisn in this com pound, the fact



that we observe the quantum critical point to rapidly
move wihin the superconducting dome wih increas-
Ing pressure is also consistent with this picture. Re-
cently, dHVA results on CeRhIns under pressure show

that there is a quantum critical pressure of 235 GPa
at which the Fem i surface undergoes a local to itiner-
ant crossover of the 4f e]ect:cons.tl-:/:] G iven that the high
pressuredH vA frequencies agree w ellw ith those observed
In CeColns at am bient pressure, it is tem pting to suggest
that CeC oIns at am bient pressure lies slightly above this
high eld criticalpressure.

W hik this provides a consistent perspective, there are
still several unresolved issues. There is no explanation
for why Sn doping was unable to ssparate the quantum
critical point from the superconducting upper critical

eld over such a wide range in dopjng.:_fl_l?] Tt is possi-
bl that Sn doping creates a very extended non-Fem i
Tiquid regin e.[_i?_i] Furthem ore, if at am bient pressure in
CeCoIns the critical eld of 5 T refers to a eld sup-
pression of an antiferrom agnetic state, one m ust ask the
question as to why the m agnetic transition has not been
observed at an aller elds? Perhapsthis istied to a typi
cally overlooked point that i isdi cult to unify the non
Fem i liquid behavior at zero eld w ith the slightly dif-
ferent non-Fem i liquid properties observed at H o, and
i is possble that multiple critical points must be en—
voked to explain allthe features of CeC olng l_2-§'] Our re—

sultsalso raise severalquestions in the related com pound,
CeRhns. It isnecessary to con m gn CeRhIny that the
critical pressure identi ed by dHvA|[l7] does indeed cor-
regoond to an antiferrom agnetic quantum critical point.
W ewould also like to know ifCeRhIng has a sin ilar line
ofcriticalpointsin theH P planeasidenti edhere.W e
hope that future m easurem ents can resolve these issues.
In oonclusion, we have studied resistivity of
CeCoIns under pressure and n high m agnetic elds. W e
dem onstrate that the quantum critical eld m oves inside
the superconducting dome with Increasing pressure,
which rules out a novel superconducting quantum
critical point. This further suggests that the quantum
critical behavior ism ost lkely associated w ith an as yet
undetected antiferrom agnetic quantum critical point.
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