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Abstract

We performed thermal conductivity measurements on a sargital of the ferromagnetic super-
conductor UCoGe under magnetic field. Twdfeient temperature dependencies of the thermal
conductivity are observed, fodl | b: linear at low magnetic field and quadratic for magnetic
field larger than 1 Tesla. At the same field value, a plateaeasgn the field dependency of the
residual term of thermal conductivity. Such observatiamggest a multigap superconductivity
with a line of nodes in the superconducting gap.
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1. Introduction

The orthorhombic heavy fermion system UCoGe, discovere&2Dby/ [1], is one of the few
compounds exhibiting long range coexistence between viakant ferromagnetism (magnetic
moment ng = 0.07up [2]) and superconductivity. Such coexistence is attesyatidobservation
of two bulk phase transitions in specific heat measurem@étgSR and NQR measurements
on different samples [3, 4] reveal that the compound is fully feagmetic below the Curie
temperature Tcurie= 2.4 K) while about 50 % of the sample is superconducting belews=
05K [4,15].

The upper critical field is extremely anisotropic, exceedif Tesla fotd || @ andH || b while
it reaches only 0.5 Tesla fdf || & [6], the easy magnetization axig [2]. The coexistence of fer
romagnetism and superconductivity and the observed ertyemigh upper critical field suggest
the realization of unconventional superconductivity wattual spin pairing (triplet) [7]. Such
a superconductor is inherently two-band (one for the up arefor the down spins), however
it is not known whether the two bands are superconductinghyr @ne, in analogy to the Al
phase ofHe, and whether the decoupling between the bands is larggyario induce multigap
superconductivity.

Email addressludovic.howald@psi.ch (L. Howald)
Ipresent address: Swiss Light Source, Paul Scherrer n&iti+5232 Villigen PSI, Switzerland

Preprint submitted to Physics Research International October 25, 2021


http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.0817v2

Multigap superconductivity is quite common. First obserue Nb-doped SrTi@ [8], it is
found in MgBy[9], various heavy fermions [10, 11], cuprates|[12] and pdas [13] systems.
Here we report evidences for multigap superconductivitthim ferromagnetic superconductor
UCoGe.

For a two-band ferromagnetic superconductor, due to thetargtructure and the strong spin
orbit coupling [14], only two types of odd parity supercowting states are possible [15]. These
states dfer by the position of their nodes, either lying on the nontreand southern poles of the
Fermi surfacéy = ky = 0 or on the line of equatd, = 0. The symmetry of the superconducting
gap has a smallfiect on the shape of the upper critical field, which was used asdidand
Huxley [16] to suggest a superconducting state with a lingoafes in the parent system URhGe.
However, in contradiction to the theoretical predictiois fine was proposed to occurlgt = 0.
Thermal conductivity is a strong probe of the gap symmetrg stiperconductor. Indeed, the
density of non-superconducting quasiparticles, whichtlaeemain heat carrier channel at low
temperatures, is strongly influenced by the presence amrdafygap nodes.

2. Method and Raw Data

T T T 2500
[ (2) UCoGe Hb je Tec

42000

’
1000 |- .
P e

[ . ’\\\w‘..'-
k : [e] ...‘
T L) il 1500
R 2o ' F i
0o 200 . L
ey L 0% E

1000 B,

womm)

v
S
S

«/T(uWem 'K )
- r
™

¢ >
*0

-3

% <o

(=3

T

('3

T(K) . T(K)

Figure 1: (color online) Raw data for thermal conductivityided by temperature and electrical resistivity in insgth
(@H | b-axis and (bH || c-axis. Heat current is applied along tterystallographic axis.

We measured thermal conductivii) (vith a two thermometers one heater setup in the temper-
ature range 30 mK — 10K and in magnetic field up to 8.5 TeslaisRes carbon thermometers
were used, held by thin Kevlar strings and measured througbrsonducting NbTi wires to
insure good external thermal insulation. Thermometerssamaple were connected through a
gold wire spot welded on the sample side, achieving a comésistance ot 15uQ. Four
probes electrical resistivity] was measured simultaneously using the same gold wiresfbr v
age measurement, allowing a direct verification of the setipg the Wiedemann—Franz law
(ko/T = Lofor T — 0 with Lo = 2.44- 108 WQK™?). This setup was mounted on a piezo
rotator which allows fine tuning of the relative angle betweeagnetic field and sample crys-
tallographic axis. This is required due to the strong angidgendence of magnetic properties
[6]. The single crystal of pure UCoGe composition was growimg the Czochralski method in
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a tetra—arc furnace, characterized by Lau&attion and specific heat. The sample was cutin a
bar shape with the widest directionlof 2 mm along the crystallographic axes. With a resid-
ual resistivity ratio oRRR= 16, the sampleféers a good compromise between crystallographic
quality (single grain crystal) and low mean free path. Theetaproperty is required in order
to differentiate between electronic and magnetic thermal coivityatontributions as described
below.

Thermal conductivity divided by temperature/T) and resistivity p) for two field orien-
tations,H || b-axis andH || c-axis, are presented in figurek 1 (a) and (b) respectivelye Th
ferromagnetic transitionTrie) disappears with a magnetic field applied alongateystallo-
graphic axis in agreement with such an orientation for thgme&ic moments, due to the absence
of symmetry breaking at the transition. The supercondgdtansition {s¢) is clearly observed
by a kink in the two sets of curves below0.5 K. The observation of both superconducting and
ferromagnetic transitions in thermal conductivity curiredicates that both phases are bulk. The
enhancement of sc under magnetic fieldl-( [ 5) previously observed in resistivity measure-
ments [6] is confirmed as a bulk property (red dashed line iréid(a)) which indicates a high
precision in the sample alignment. Indeed, such enhandem@nreported to occur only when
the magnetic field is applied withirf bf the b crystallographic axid [17]. It is particularly inter-
esting to note that the bulk re-entrance of supercondtiztitieady occurs at5 Tesla, while the
resistive one is only observed around 10 Tesla [6]. The nektised to extractsc is described
in [18]. The residual value in the superconducting statelitedarge ¢ 50% of the normal state
value). For a fully open superconducting gap (s-wave) thie xdT vanishes with temperature
(limt_o«/T = 0), as observed in Nb[19], NbSe[20] and MgB1] for example. For systems in
which the superconducting gap vanishes at points or line®dés, a residual value is expected
due to impurity scattering. Such residual value was obskirvéhe d-wave highFsc supercon-
ductor ThBaxCuGs,s [22] and in the possibly p-wave superconductosRarOy, [23,(24]. For
systems in which a superconducting gap with lines of nodgsdsent, the limit can even be
universal, with(«(T)Tsc/(x(Tsd)T))1_0 = C independent of the amount of impurities|[25].

In UCoGe, the residual value of thermal conductivity is noiversal. A recently probed
sample with RRR 100 has a lower residual term ef 30% of the extrapolated non supercon-
ducting valuel[26]. The residual term can be due to the prsehnodes in the superconducting
gap, a special superconducting phase (like superfluid phase 3He), a band of gapless su-
perconductivity (due to impurities) or an inhomogeneousa (partly non superconducting).
This last option is supported by NQR measurements, regpatmixture of superconducting and
non-superconducting regions [4], and by a specific heat anea®ent reporting a residual term
of about 50% of the normal state valuel[27]. Both experimemdse performed on samples of
similar quality to the one used in this study. Note that tharghess of both the ferromagnetic
and the superconducting transitions exclude the podgibilia distribution of transitions in the
bulk phases, which would give rise to broad or no featurehénral conductivity. The higher
value forTsc observed in the resistivity measurement must originaten fpart of the sample
with non bulk superconductivity. This could be due to filat@en superconductivity or super-
conductivity occurring first in ferromagnetic domain wallhere magnetization is suppressed
which is certainly favorable for superconductivity.
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Figure 2: (color online) Lorenz ratigo/(LoT) obtained from the thermal conductivity and resistivityadpresented in
figure[da. All the curves extrapolate to 1Tat= 0K, reflecting the good quality of the measurement. In insetésidual
thermal conductivity contributiorkginer/T) is shown (see text).

3. Resultsand Discussion

In figure[2 the Lorenz ratiol(/Lo = xp/(T Lo)) calculated for dierent values of the magnetic
field applied along thé crystallographic direction is plotted. Fér— 0 the Wiedemann-Franz
law L = Lo is obeyed within 5% which reflect the validity of our measuesits. The equality
indicates that at low temperatures, electrical and themuaaknts are transported by the same
carriers: the electrons. At finite temperatures t#fe&s can produce a deviation from the unity
of L/Lo. Other thermal carrier channels such as phonon or magnatagxes will enhance this
ratio. In contrary the ratio will be lower than one if a straglgctron—electron inelastic scattering,
reducing the fiiciency of electronic thermal conductivity, dominates [28h a conventional
metal, magnons are absent and as few phonons are presemt sgniperatures, the ratio is
reduced below 1 for the lowest temperatures and exceedsi imger temperatures regime due
to the phonons contribution. The depth of the minimunijiy depends on the mean free path
of the quasiparticles.

As the sample investigated has a relatively IBRRvalue the mean free path of the quasi-
particles is short and only a weak deviation from 1 is expeéte L/Lo at low temperatures.
In figure[2 the increase df/Lg above 1 from the lowest temperatures indicates the presg#nce
another type of heat carrier than the electrons. As UCoGartisrhagnetic, magnons or uniaxial
fluctuations are good candidates|[5, 18, 29]. An analysi®@fanisotropy of this contribution
with heat current direction re-enforce this hypothesi§.[¥% can obtain the approximate value
of this additional thermal conductivity contributiokyer) by assuming the Lorenz ratio is 1 for
the electronic contributiont. = (ke + kother)/T With Lo = keio/T — kother/ T = (L — Lo)/p.
We found that the magnetic contribution is independent ofagmetic field applied along the
b crystallographic direction (inset figué¢ 2) while it is sigly reduced by a magnetic field ap-
plied in thec crystallographic direction, as expected for longitudsyh fluctuations [18] and in
agreement with a previous study using fetient technique to extract the magnetic contribution
[26].

In order to further analyze the temperature dependencesofntl conductivity, we subtract
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Figure 3: (color online) Ratio of the superconducting tomar state value of the electronic contribution to thermal
conductivity. (a) This ratio is linear in temperature at IbeldsH < 1T, quadratic in temperature for higher fields (b).
(c) The two temperature dependencies are best viewed intdallmgarithmic plot after subtraction of the residual term
ko. ko = limt_0«s/kn(T) was linearly extrapolated from panels (a) & (b) in the terapgre ranges.@5 < T/T; < 0.97
and 008 < (T/T¢)? < 0.97 respectively.

the additional contribution obtained previousk¢ (= « — kother) @nd calculated the thermal con-
ductivity one would observe if the compound was not supetaoting, hereafter called normal
contribution to thermal conductivitk(). This is done by extrapolating the normal state resis-
tivity to T — 0 assuming a Fermi liquid dependenp€l() = po + AT?). Then we calculated the
electronic contribution to thermal conductivity using Méedemann—Franz lawyn /T = Lo/p.
Note that this is only possible due to the modefRiRRvalue of the sample, when practically no
deviation from the Wiedemann—Franz law are expected. thdeea more general study [26],
a phenomenological model had to be introduced for the @eittthermal conductivity which
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prevent any further discussion of the temperature depeden

The ratio of superconducting to “extrapolated normal Stifiermal conductivity in the super-
conducting statex§/«y) is reported in figur€l3 (a) and (b) forftBrent magnetic fields applied
along theb crystallographic direction. Such ratio is related to tteefion of superfluid quasipar-
ticles. We can clearly distinguish twoftBrent temperatures dependencies: lineaugpt < 1 T
and quadratic otherwise. Panel (c) of figlre 3 emphasesrtearland quadratic temperature de-
pendencies with a double logarithmic plot. The temperadependence of thermal conductivity
is related to the type of nodes (points, lines) and their ageangle [30]. The dferent temper-
ature dependencies indicate twdtdient gap structures depending on the field range. There is
no report of a phase transition between twfiatient superconducting phases, neither with tem-
perature nor upon applying a magnetic field, as requiredderaio modify the symmetry of the
superconducting gap and our measurements support a ceos$berefore, we infer a multigap
superconducting state and not multiple superconductatgst The low field temperature depen-
dence would then result from the addition of the thermal cmtidity of the two bands, while at
high fields only the band with the larger superconductinggapld be superconducting. The
high magnetic field temperature dependenegin ~ T2, suggests the presence of a line of
nodes in the gap of the superconducting band, as expectedlogy to URhGel [16]. Note that
the observation of two élierent field ranges is independent of the temperature depeadéthe
subtracted,er contribution. A similar evolution of the temperature degence of thermal con-
ductivity was observed in well-known two-band superconadiscsuch as MgB[21], CeColn
[11] and NbSe [20] although with dfferent power laws. The small deviation from linearity of
ks/kn at low temperatures(/ Tsc < 0.25) forugH = O T is understood in the multigap scenario
as corresponding to the characteristic energy of the sngle (figure§ll (a) arid 3).

The idea of a multigap superconductivity is re-enforcedhzydppearance of a plateau above
woH > 1T in the field evolution of the residual term of thermal coatiity, for H || b (figure
@ (b)). The experimental resolution might not allow to olsesuch feature foH || & (figure
[4 (a)). The decoupling between the two gaps might also be eveéakhis configuration. If we
assume that the residual term fgiH = O T is due to an inhomogeneous part of the sample never
superconducting, we can extend the analysis by comparirg3¢Go well established two gaps
superconductors, as Pr{3, and MgB; (Fig.[4 (c)). Here we have assumed two parallel contri-
butions to thermal conductivity = i1 +«2, with (i = S, N) andk, for the never superconducting
contribution.x; is assumed to be field independent. Independently of thisgstion, the three
systems: UCoGe, Pr@8h;, and MgB, presented in figurel 4 are characterized by two energy
scales corresponding to the values of the two respective Jdye field dependence of/«\ for
a single gap superconductor is drasticallffetient to the one found in UCoGe as demonstrated
with the case of Nb.

A ferromagnetic system has inherently two bands, for migjamd minority electron spins. It
is therefore tempting to map the two superconducting gapisetdwo ferromagnetic bands. The
different strength of superconductivity could then be expthimethe proximity to the Lifshitz
phase transition, previously reported/[31]. The stronggase of density of state would enhance
the superconducting coupling. It is however not clear wéetuch bands could be decoupled
enough electronically to induced multigap superconditgtivA classical scenario of the two
gaps occurring on flierent Fermi pockets is another possibility.
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Figure 4: (color online) Field dependence of the rati¢H)/xn(H): (a) for H || ¢ (red squares), (b) forl || b (orange

circles). (c) Comparison betweea®(H)/xkn1(H) (see text) of UCoGe and the single gap superconductor NizKbl
squared [19]) and the two-band superconductors f8fs (green triangle$ [10]), MggH | (a, b) (blue diamond< [21])
and MgB, H || ¢ (violet stars[[21]).H; || b of UCoGe is taken as 25 Tesla in (c).

4. Conclusions

In conclusion, with the study of thermal conductivit(T, H)) in the ferromagnetic heavy
fermion system UCoGe, we confirm the re-enforcement of sigmetuctivity under magnetic
field and establish the bulk character of thieet. In addition, we observed two distinct en-
ergy scales depending on the value of the magnetic field eppliong theb crystallographic
axis. At high magnetic fields the temperature dependendweeoirtal conductivity is compatible
with the presence of a line of nodes in the superconductipgagaeported in the parent system
URhGe. Both the field dependence of the residual term andiffereht temperature dependen-
cies of x(T, H) suggest the realization of multigap superconductiviturtier experiments on
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samples with dferentRRRvalues and heat currents directions as well as theoreticdéfimg of
thermal conductivity in multigap systems are required ideorto obtain the exact nature of the
superconducting state in the ferromagnetic superconducoGe.
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