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We report an unusual anisotropic paramagnetic peak effect observed in reversible magnetization
of a single crystalline nodal superconductor Rh17S15. Both temperature- and field-dependent mag-
netization measurements reveal a distinct novel vortex state above approximately 1 T. This peak
effect is most pronounced when the magnetic field, H, is applied parallel to the [111] direction,
whereas it diminishes for H ∥ [110]. Intriguingly, for H ∥ [100], instead of a peak, we observe a step-
like decrease in M(T ), with the step amplitude increasing in larger applied magnetic fields. This
behavior is opposite to the expectations of conventional Meissner expulsion. The magnitude of the
peak effect, expressed in terms of dimensionless volume susceptibility, is on the order of ∆χ = 10−5

(with full diamagnetic screening corresponding to χ = −1). The observed anisotropic paramagnetic
vortex response is unusual considering the cubic symmetry of Rh17S15. We propose that in this
distinct vortex phase, a small but finite attractive interaction between vortices below Hc2 may be
responsible for this unusual phenomenon. Furthermore, the vortices seem to prefer aligning along
the [111] direction, rotating toward it when the magnetic field is applied in other directions. Our
findings add another item to the list of unusual properties of Rh17S15 that attracted recent attention
as the first unconventional superconductor that has a mineral analog, miassite, found in nature.

INTRODUCTION

Since the division of superconductors into two types by
Abrikosov in 1957 [1], vortex physics has become one of
the most active research areas in superconductivity due
to its rich fundamental physics aspects and direct rele-
vance for technological applications [2–10]. Various vor-
tex lattice phases and behaviors, usually mapped on the
vortex H−T phase diagram, are believed to be linked to
the unconventional nature of superconductivity in differ-
ent classes of superconductors, such as high−Tc cuprates
[6, 8, 9, 11], borocarbides [12, 13] and iron-pnictides
[11, 14–17]. One of the most interesting mixed-state fea-
tures is the non-monotonic dependence of the irreversible
component of magnetization on a magnetic field or tem-
perature. Depending on the context and author’s pref-
erences, this feature can be called the “peak effect”, the
“second magnetization peak” or the “fishtail” [5–7, 18–
28]. Since any measurement has a certain experimental
time window, the measured magnetic moment or cur-
rent density is affected by magnetic relaxation, which is
exponentially fast at current densities close to the crit-
ical current [6–8]. Therefore, there is always a ques-
tion as to whether the peak effect is due to the actual
non-monotonic behavior of jc (H,T ), which would imply
an unusual pinning mechanism, or whether it is the re-
sult of a non-monotonic magnetic relaxation. This latter
“dynamic” mechanism is predicted in the weak collec-
tive pinning and creep model [6] and the former “static”

mechanism can be, for example, due to the softening of
the vortex lattice at low fields and close to Hc2 [2, 5],
two different vortex phases [29] and a crossover from the
collective to the plastic creep mechanism [23, 30]. Im-
portantly, in either case, the reversible magnetization is
always considered to be a monotonic function of a mag-
netic field and temperature. In fact, we are not aware of
any reports of the non-monotonic behavior of reversible
magnetization, except the so-called paramagnetic Meiss-
ner effect (PME), which seems to be related to extrinsic
factors such as sample inhomogeneities, granularity, de-
magnetizing factors, form factor, or inhomogeneous cool-
ing conditions [31–33].

Superconducting Rh17S15 with Tc = 5.4K has recently
attracted attention as the rare case of a cubic compound
with line nodes in its superconducting gap inferred from
the T−linear variation of the London penetration depth
measured down to 50 mK, and a strong suppression of
Tc by non-magnetic disorder [34]. Thermal conductivity
measurements down to 100 mK on the lower Tc = 5.0 K
sample show nodal-like concave field dependence but no
residual term [35].

Despite its modest Tc, Rh17S15 exhibits quite unusual
superconducting properties. It has a very large up-
per critical field, Hc2 (0) ≈ 20.5 T, determined from
the fit to Helfand and Werthamer theory [36] of the
experimental zero resistivity data measured along the
[111] direction where the last data point from the R(H)
scan at 0.5 K shows Hc2 just below 20 T [37]. Data
from polycrystalline samples yielded a similar value of
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Hc2 (0) ≈ 20 T [38, 39]. This Hc2 (0) exceeds the
Pauli paramagnetic limiting field by a factor of two,
Hp(0) = ∆(0)/(

√
2µB) ≈ 10 T, where the supercon-

ducting gap is estimated from the weak-coupling isotopic
Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer (BCS) theory [40], ∆(0) =
1.76kBTc ≈ 0.82 meV. There is a large difference be-
tween the coherence length of about ξ (0) ≈ 4.0 nm,
derived from Hc2(0) = ϕ0/(2πξ

2), and the BCS length
scale ξ0 = ℏvF /(π∆(0))≈ 21.8 nm, which is more than
five times greater. Here, vF = 0.85 × 105 m/s is the
band-averaged Fermi velocity evaluated by our DFT cal-
culations. In the weak-coupling BCS theory, in the clean
limit (which is the case here), these two lengths are of
the same order, ξ0/ξ = 1.63 for isotropic s−wave [41, 42]
and, similarly, with a slightly different numerical prefac-
tor, for arbitrary k− dependent order parameter, includ-
ing line nodal d−wave [43]. Therefore, an extremely high
Hc2(0) alone represents a significant departure from the
BCS theory for this relatively low−Tc superconductor.
All these properties imply that Rh17S15 is the first un-
conventional superconductor whose formula can be found
in nature in the form of mineral miassite [34].

There is only limited information on the vortex prop-
erties of Rh17S15, because most studies have been per-
formed on polycrystalline samples. For single crystals,
only critical fields were reported, but without direction-
resolved data. The broad peak effect in magnetization
was observed as a function of the magnetic field and some
non-monotonic signatures were observed in magnetic sus-
ceptibility as a function of temperature [27]. The authors
found a strong dependence of the persistent current den-
sity on the time window of the experiment and suggested
a mix of static and dynamic scenarios where the vortex
lattice becomes progressively more disordered with an
increasing magnetic field. Perhaps, because of its cubic
crystal structure, it was believed that this does not make
much difference. However, cubic materials can exhibit
electronic anisotropy [44], including in the vortex state,
for example of the upper critical field of niobium [45].

In this paper, we report the significant anisotropy of
the vortex response in single crystals of Rh17S15 below
the upper critical field, Hc2. A highly unusual paramag-
netic reversible peak effect was observed in magnetiza-
tion as a function of temperature and magnetic field for
H ∥ [111] and it is reduced when H ∥ [110]. For H ∥ [100]
instead of a peak, a step in M(T ) develops. These ob-
sevations indicate that vortices prefer to align along the
[111] “easy direction”. The effect is suppressed by disor-
der. It appears that there is a novel vortex lattice phase
that has never been reported before.

RESULTS

The basic properties and characterization of our single
crystals with a focus on the superconducting gap struc-

ture have previously been reported [34]. In low fields,
there is a sharp superconducting transition in magneti-
zation and resistivity. In small magnetic fields, there is
a significant difference between zero-field-cooled (ZFC)
and field-cooled (FC) magnetization. For example, fol-
lowing the ZFC protocol by applying H = 10Oe af-
ter cooling to a base temperature, T = 2K, results
in volume magnetic susceptibility, χ ≈ −1, indicating
a complete diamagnetic screening in all three orienta-
tions. Cooling in the same field from above Tc gives only
χ ≈ −0.018, −0.023, −0.027 in the [100], [110] and [111]
directions, respectively. This indicates that the pinning
is weakest in the [111] direction. With an increasing mag-
netic field, the transition curves smear and at H = 1.5 T
become reversible, showing practically no hysteresis be-
tween ZFC and FC magnetization.

There is a small but notable paramagnetic signal in the
normal state, also reported previously in polycrystalline
samples [38, 39]. Just above Tc, the volume magnetic
susceptibility is on the order of χ = 1 × 10−4. This is
comparable to the magnetic susceptibility of tungsten at
room temperature, which is regarded as “non magnetic”.
Interestingly, this paramagnetic signal is temperature de-
pendent. It was suggested that sharp peaks in the density
of states at the Fermi level could result in temperature-
dependent Pauli spin susceptibility. This mechanism has
also been suggested for V3Si where the paramagnetic sus-
ceptibility per vanadium ion is of the same order as for
rhosium in Rh17S15 [39, 46]. Perhaps, this active mag-
netic channel is related to the peak effect reported here.

In discussing magnetic anisotropy, it is important to
analyze the possible effect of the sample shape, which en-
ters the magnetic response via demagnetizing factors N
[47]. For our fields of interest, above 1 T, demagnetizing
correction can be safely neglected. Specifically, the effec-
tive magnetic field strength, seen by the sample, is Heff =
Happ−NM/V , where Happ is the applied magnetic field
and V = 1.7×10−9m3 is the volume of the sample. Even
if we take an exaggerated value of the measured magnetic
moment, M = 10−3 erg/G = 10−6 Am2, the correspond-
ing volume magnetization is M/V = 580 A/m. The ap-
plied magnetic field strength corresponding to a magnetic
induction of 1 T is Happ = Bapp/µ0 ≈ 8×105A/m. Since
the demagnetizing factor is bound by 0 ≤ N < 1 (in our
case N ≈ 0.35− 0.55 depending on the orientation), the
NM/V correction term is of the order of 200− 400 A/m
(2.5− 5.0 G), which is more than three orders of magni-
tude smaller than the applied field strength (10000 G).

Figure 1 shows the ZFC and FC magnetization of the
same Rh17S15 single crystal in three different orienta-
tions, (a) H ∥ [100], (b) H ∥ [110], and (c) H ∥ [111],
measured in indicated magnetic fields. Each curve con-
tains the ZFC and FC data, which are indistinguishable
within the experimental noise, as shown by red arrows.
The magnetization is practically reversible. Note that we
chose not to convert magnetization (shown as raw data in
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FIG. 1. Zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-cooled (FC) magne-
tization of the same single crystal Rh17S15 in three different
orientations, (a) H ∥ [100], (b) H ∥ [110], (c) H ∥ [111].
Each curve was measured in an indicated magnetic field and
contains data on warming (ZFC) and cooling (FC), as shown
by red arrows. The ZFC and FC curves coincide within the
noise, indicating practically reversible magnetization. A pro-
nounced reversible peak effect develops above H = 1.5 T in
[111] orientation. Red dashed lines show that without the
peak, there would be a continuous transition starting at Hc2.
The peak is reduced in the [110] direction. Instead of a peak,
[100] direction shows a step-like diamagnetic response with
the step amplitude increasing with the increase of an applied
magnetic field, unexpected for conventional Meissner expul-
sion.

CGS erg/G units) to avoid division by a magnetic field,
which would make the graph less clear.

The central result of this paper is an unexpected
pronounced, reversible paramagnetic peak developing
roughly above H = 1.5 T in a [111] orientation, but not
present in the [100] direction where there is a pronounced,
steplike diamagnetic decrease in M(T ) on cooling, but
no peak. In the intermediate orientation, [110], there is
a reduced peak effect. The noise developing below the
transition in Fig. 1 (a) and (b) is not due to instrumen-
tation but is generated by the sample and most likely
reflects the enhanced motion of vortices. The red dashed
lines in Figure 1(c) show that without the peak, there
would be a continuous transition starting at Hc2. This
indicates that a new distinct vortex phase is formed in-
side the superconducting phase, disconnected from the
Hc2(T ) line.

The peak in a [111] direction is truly paramagnetic, as
it exceeds the value in the normal state above Tc(Hc2),
where the dimensionless paramagnetic volume suscepti-
bility is of the order of χ = 1×10−4, and the peak height
from the baseline is approximately ten times smaller; see
the inset in Fig.6. We also stress that, while the [100]
direction does not show a peak, its temperature depen-
dence is also unusual. There is a step in M(T ) below
Hc2 and, importantly, its amplitude increases with the
increase of the applied magnetic field, contrary to the
expectations of the standard Meissner expulsion. As can

FIG. 2. Zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-cooled (FC) mag-
netization of two different crystals of Rh17S15 measured with
H ∥ [111] in indicated magnetic fields. The curves are re-
versible as indicated by red arrows.

be seen in Fig. 1(a), there is practically no step in M(T )
at 1.5 T, but it grows with the applied field and its am-
plitude is comparable to the amplitude of the peak in the
[100] direction.

With such unusual observations, the first step is to
verify the effect on other samples from a different batch.
This is shown in Fig. 2 where the temperature-dependent
magnetic moment measured along the [111] orientation
is plotted for two different samples, (a) sample A and
(b) sample B from a different batch. We measured sev-
eral other samples and confirmed that the effect is repro-
ducible.

The next step is to examine the magnetic field depen-
dence of the magnetic moment measured at a fixed tem-
perature. Here we observed another surprising result, the
peak effect, but unlike the peak effects and fishtails re-
ported so far, this peak effect has a significant, dominant,
reversible component, which is consistent with the peak
shown in Fig. 1. Figure 3 shows the magnetic moment
measured along the [111] direction at T = 3.6 K in sam-
ple A. The external magnetic field was swept as shown
in the inset in Fig. 3, repeating down and up sweeps at
the same rate, indicated by arrows, and then switching
the ramp rate and repeating the measurement. Four dif-
ferent ramp rates, from 200 Oe/s, 100 Oe/s, 50 Oe/s and
12 Oe/s, were used, a seventeen-fold reduction. There
is a significant magnetic relaxation with the blue curve
obtained at the slowest 12 Oe/s showing a practically
reversible nonmonotonic M(H) loop.

We now compare the magnetic hysteresis M (H) loops
measured in the same sample A in three principal orien-
tations. Figure 4(a) shows the significant anisotropy of
the response. There is a conventionally looking “fishtail”
in the [100] orientation (blue curve), but an asymmet-
ric, almost reversible, peak effect in the [111] orientation
(red curve). Estimated from the width of the magnetic



4

FIG. 3. Magnetic moment in sample A as a function of the
applied magnetic field measured along the [111] direction at
T = 3.6 K. The up and down sweeps are performed at the
same rate in the directions indicated by the arrows. Then
the sweeps were repeated at different ramp rates indicated in
the inset, which shows the time profile of the magnetic field
sweeps. There is a significant magnetic relaxation with the
blue curve obtained at 12 Oe/s showing practically reversible
M(H) loop.

hysteresis, the maximum persistent current for the [100]
orientation is about ten times greater than for the [111]
orientation, and is intermediate for the [110] orientation.
The location of the peak shifts to the lower fields from
[111] to [110] to [100]. Such significant anisotropy in an
electronically isotropic cubic system is remarkable but
apparently not impossible in the vortex state. In order
to better compare the loops, a small paramagnetic back-
ground, linear in H, was subtracted. The original loops
are shown in the insets with backgrounds shown by red
lines. In the pristine state, a full M(H) loop is shown,
including an often-observed sharp peak near zero field.
In this scale, the background is practically zero. For the
irradiated sample, discussed later, a truncated loop is
shown to better visualize the background contribution.
Importantly, the paramagnetic background is practically
identical for all three orientations as well as before and
after the electron irradiation.

Another important metric of a superconductor is the
response to a controlled disorder. Previously, we used
electron irradiation to probe the superconducting transi-
tion temperature of Rh17S15 and found results consistent
with the line-nodal superconducting gap [34]. Here we
examine the effect of non-magnetic pointlike disorder on
the observed paramagnetic reversible peak effect. Fig-
ure 4(b) shows magnetization loops in the peak region
for three orientations after 2.5 MeV electron irradiation
with the dose of 6.2 × 1018 electrons/cm2. For direct
comparison with the pristine case, the x− and y− axes

FIG. 4. Magnetic hysteresis M(H) loops of the same single
crystal of Rh17S15 measured in sample A along three princi-
pal directions at T = 3.4 K with small paramagnetic back-
ground subtracted. The magnetic field ramp rate was 100
Oe/s. Panel (a) shows the results in the pristine crystal and
panel (b) shows the same crystal but after 2.5 MeV electron
irradiation with the dose of 6.2×1018 electrons/cm2. The x−
and y− axes scales are shared in both panels to allow for di-
rect comparison. Insets show M(H) loops before background
subtraction: (a) a full loop including a pronounced zero-field
peak; (b) a truncated M(H) loop shown to emphasize the
background line.

scales are shared in both panels (a) and (b) of Fig. 4,
pristine and irradiated, respectively. The initially al-
most reversible peak in the [111] orientation evolves with
disorder into a “normal” fishtail dominated by an irre-
versible component. Considering the very low pinning in
our Rh17S15 crystals, it is possible that the peak effect
observed in other materials with larger pinning may hide
the reversible phase in their hypothetical clean state.

The destructive effect of disorder on the observed re-
versible peak effect is further illustrated in Fig. 5, where
M(T ) ZFC-FC temperature scans are compared for the
same sample A in a [111] orientation in (a) pristine
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FIG. 5. ZFC and FC magnetization of the same Rh17S15

single crystal A measured along [111] direction, (a) before
and (b) after 2.5 MeV electron irradiation with the dose of
6.2× 1018 electrons/cm2.

and (b) electron irradiated states. The peak is smeared
and, again, magnetic noise appears similar to that in
Fig. 1(a),(b), probably indicative of significant vortex
displacements and jumps between metastable configura-
tions.

Finally, we construct an H−T phase diagram that in-
cludes the novel reversible vortex phase. Figure 6 shows
different H(T ) lines of characteristic temperatures de-
fined as shown in the inset. In the inset, the paramag-
netic background above Tc was subtracted to show the
paramagnetic volume susceptibility of the peak in abso-
lute units. The blue circles mark the temperature of the
peak maximum, Tmax, and violet circles show the peak
shoulder, Tmax2. The orange area is bound by the onset
and offset temperatures. It represents the domain inside
which the novel vortex phase exists in our range of fields
and temperatures. For comparison, additional lines are
obtained tracing the peak position in the M (H) loops
measured at different temperatures. Green- and violet-
filled stars show the results for the pristine and irradi-
ated samples, respectively. Remarkably, the peak posi-
tions determined from the two measurements coincide in
pristine samples. There is no peak in the M(T ) measure-
ments after irradiation and the peak in the M(H) loops
is shifted to lower temperatures. To complete the phase
diagram, Fig. 6 shows the upper critical field in a [111]
orientation before (yellow squares) and after (yellow cir-
cles) electron irradiation. The line Hc2(T ) is shifted to
lower temperatures after irradiation, consistent with our
earlier conclusion that Rh17S15 is a line nodal supercon-
ductor.

FIG. 6. The H − T state phase diagram including the novel
vortex phase. The definitions of characteristic temperatures
of the reversible M (T ) peak are shown in the inset. The blue
circles mark the temperature of the peak maximum Tmax, and
the violet circles show the temperature of the knee (can also
be seen as the second maximum) of the peak, Tmax2. On-
set and offset temperatures are the boundaries of the orange
area inside which the peak is located. Green stars and purple
stars mark the location of the peak effect maximum in the
M (H) measurements in pristine and electron-irradiated sam-
ples, respectively. The yellow squares and circles show the
upper critical field in a [111] direction before and after elec-
tron irradiation, respectively. In the inset, the paramagnetic
background above Tc was subtracted to show the volume sus-
ceptibility of the peak in absolute units.

DISCUSSION

Although we do not have a microscopic explanation
for the unusual anisotropic reversible vortex behavior,
we can state that we observed a distinct intermediate
vortex state likely related to another order which may
be either magnetic or from a competing superconduct-
ing channel. Due to the reversible nature of the ZFC-FC
magnetization and the tendency to such a behavior in
M(H) loops after relaxation of the irreversible compo-
nent, we can exclude non-equilibrium flux trapping and
vortex density gradients associated with pinning. This
implies that a uniform vortex lattice experiences some
compression, which means that the vortices attract each
other. Despite a very low pinning the field-cooled mag-
netic susceptibility is surprisingly small, which may also
indicate that the Meissner expulsion is hindered by an
attractive force.

The observed paramagnetic effect is small. In terms of
dimensionless volume magnetic susceptibility, the peak
height increases with increasing magnetic field and ap-
pears to saturate around ∆χ ≈ +10−5. This is on
top of the paramagnetic background above Tc, which is
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about χ ≈ +10−4. We can estimate how much the dis-
tance between the vortices should change to cause such
a peak. For a triangular lattice, the intervortex distance

is, a =
√

2ϕ0/
√
3B. The magnetic susceptibility for uni-

form B is, χ = (B/Happ − 1) (as discussed above, the de-
magnetizing correction is not important in large fields of
the effect). Therefore, to the first order, the change in the
intervortex spacing, ∆a = a − a0 ≈ −∆χa0/2. Positive
∆χ means compression. Numerically, for µ0Happ = 9 T,
the spacing is a0 = 16.3nm and we find that the vortices
must move by a small distance, ∆a ≈ 9.7 × 10−5 nm.
Therefore, if some attractive force causes the observed
paramagnetic peak, it is extremely small yet finite. An
interesting and important aspect is that the situation is
highly anisotropic with a step instead of a peak observed
in the [100] direction. To explain this, we suggest that the
vortices tend to alight along the [111] crystallographic di-
rection, so that when a magnetic field is aligned in other
directions and in the absence of pinning, vortices rotate
toward [111] causing a reduction of the [100] component
of the magnetization vector. Since our magnetic mea-
surements are always performed along the direction of an
applied magnetic field, this leads to a step-like feature in
[100] orientation.

Throughout the paper, we emphasized a small but fi-
nite paramagnetic background. Considering the param-
agnetic nature of the described effect, it is possible that
normal-state magnetism plays some role, although the
mechanism is unclear.

In the discussion of the unusual effects observed, it
is important to estimate some relevant parameters for
Rh17S15. First, we evaluate the fundamental length
scales. Using the thermodynamic Rutgers relation, we
previously obtained the value of London penetration
depth of λ (0) = 550nm [34]. The only other work on sin-
gle crystals used magnetization measurements to deter-
mine the lower critical field, which yielded a similar value
of λ (0) = 490 nm [37], although such estimates have a
very large error bar. The coherence length is ξ(0) = 4nm
forHc2(0) = 20.5T. Therefore, the Ginzburg-Landau pa-
rameter κ ≈ 137.3 places Rh17S15 in an extreme type-II
limit. Overall, single crystals show a very small amount
of hysteresis with reversible magnetization dominating
over the irreversible part, even in the regions of the “fish-
tail” in M (H) loops. This is the case for all orientations
of the applied magnetic field. However, in the peak ef-
fect region, the hysteresis in the [111] orientation is about
ten time smaller than in the [100] orientation. This clean-
limit behavior is also consistent with the nearly perfect
T−linear behavior of λ (T ) at low temperatures [34]. Fur-
thermore, from the resistivity at the transition tempera-
ture, ρ(Tc) ≈ 12 µΩ · cm, the mean free path can be es-
timated using the electronic band-structure parameters,
ℓ = 3/(vFN (0) e2ρ) ≈ 91 nm, where the band-averaged
product vFN (0) = 1.1×1052s−1m−2J−1. This yields the

dimensionless scattering rate, Γ = 0.88ξ0/ℓ = 0.2 < 1,
placing the material in the clean limit.
Vortex-relevant parameters include: the lower criti-

cal field, Hc1 (0) = ϕ0 (lnκ+ 0.497) /(4πλ2) ≈ 29 G
for λ(0) = 550 nm and ξ(0) = 4 nm; the characteris-
tic energy scale, ε0 = ϕ2

0/
(
4πµ0λ

2(0)
)
= 5.6 meV/nm;

and vortex line energy, εl = ε0(lnκ + 0.497) =
30.2meV/nm. The thermodynamic critical field, Hc(0) =
ϕ0/

(
2
√
2πξ(0)λ(0)

)
= 0.11 T and the Ginzburg num-

ber that characterizes the width of the critical fluctu-
ations, Gi = (γkBTc/ε0ξ(0))

2
/8 = 5.3 × 10−5; here

we assumed anisotropy parameter γ = 1. A prac-
tical formula for this parameter is: Gi = 3.25 ×
10−16[nm−2K−2] (κγλ(0)[nm]Tc[K])

2
. The largest Gi

value is observed in high-Tc cuprates, of the order of 10
−2

or more. For low-Tc conventional superconductors it is
in the range of < 10−7 and much less. For example, in
niobium, assuming the clean case values of λ(0) = 33nm,
ξ(0) = 93 nm and Tc = 9.4 K [48], Gi = 4 × 10−12. In
iron-based superconductors, with the typical values of
λ(0) = 200 nm, ξ(0) = 3 nm and Tc = 33 K [49], we ob-
tain Gi = 8×10−5, see also [50]. Therefore, the Ginzburg
number of Rh17S15 is comparable with iron pnictides and
it is unusually large for low-Tc superconductors.

CONCLUSIONS

We report an unusual highly anisotropic reversible vor-
tex phase in single crystals Rh17S15. For H ∥ [111], there
is a pronounced peak in M(T ). This peak is reduced for
H ∥ [110]. For H ∥ [100], instead of a peak, a steep
step develops. Both the peak and the step amplitudes
increase with the increase of an applied magnetic field.
In all orientations, the warming and cooling scans are
reversible. For H ∥ [111], there is also a reversible peak
effect (inside the irreversible “fishtail”) in M(H) loops
with the same location as in M(T ) scans when plotted
on a T −H phase diagram. Non-magnetic point-like dis-
order induced by electron irradiation suppresses the un-
usual features. We suggest that the observed peak effect
may be caused by a weak attractive interaction between
vortices. Furthermore, H ∥ [111] appears to be the “easy
axis” for vortices. When a magnetic field is applied in a
different direction, the vortices rotate toward H ∥ [111],
leading to a reduction in the magnetization projection on
the measurement axis, which explains the step observed
in the H ∥ [100] orientation.

METHODS

Single crystal growth: Single crystalline samples
of Rh17S15 were synthesized out of the Rh-S eutectic
by using a high-temperature solution growth technique.
The details of growth and characterization are provided
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elsewhere [34, 51]. Briefly, elemental rhodium powder
and sulfur were combined in a fritted Canfield Crucible
set[52], sealed in a silica ampoule, slowly heated (over 12
hours) to 1150℃ and then slowly cooled from 1150℃ to
920℃ over 50 hours and decanted[53]. Millimeter-sized
single crystals of Rh17S15 with well-defined facets were
obtained.

Samples: Cuboid-shaped samples with visible (100),
(110) and (111) facets were selected for measurements.
Sample A, used for most figures and quantitative analy-
sis, had dimensions: 1.35× 1.25× 1.10 mm3 along three
orthogonal ⟨100⟩ directions. It had volume V = 1.72mm3

and weighed 12.68 mg. Sample B was 1.35 × 1.0 ×
0.95 mm3, V = 1.28 mm3 and weight 9.43 mg. We mea-
sured several other samples for statistics and consistently
observed reported here results.

Magnetization measurements: Magnetic moment
was measured using a Quantum Design vibrating sample
magnetometer (VSM) in a 9 T Physical Property Mea-
surement System (PPMS). Note that the magnetic mo-
ment is measured in CGS units, 1 emu = 1 erg/G =
10−3Am2. The samples were glued in proper orientation
on Pyrex cylinders fitted inside the brass half-cylinder,
a standar sample holder suitable for our samples. The
orientation was done by eye following well-defined crys-
tallographic planes. The same sample was repeatedly ori-
ented and measured, then irradiated, and then the same
set of measurements was repeated. Other samples from
different batches were measured.

Electron irradiation: The low-temperature 2.5 MeV
electron irradiation was performed at the “SIRIUS” facil-
ity of the Laboratoire des Solides Irradiés (LSI) at École
Polytechnique in Palaiseau, France. The general descrip-
tion of such experiments and specific details are provided
elsewhere [54–56]. Relativistic electrons are particularly
suitable for the creation of point-like defects in solids, be-
cause the energy transfer upon their collisions with ions
matches the knockout energy barriers, typically in the
10−100eV range in metallic compounds. A knocked out
ion becomes an interstitial and, together with the created
vacancy, forms the so-called Frenkel pair. The irradiation
is carried out with the sample immersed in liquid hy-
drogen at about 22 K to avoid immediate recombination
of Frenkel pairs and clustering of the produced defects.
Upon warming to room temperature, a metastable pop-
ulation of defects remains after some defects recombined
and migrated to surfaces and extended defects [54, 55].
The degree of annealing depends on the material and
in Rh17S15 is about 30%. The amount of the produced
disorder is gauged by the increase in resistivity after ir-
radiation. Public domain software developed by NIST
(https://physics.nist.gov) was used for electron propa-
gation and energy loss calculations and custom SECTE
software developed at the LSI at École Polytechnique was
used for the scattering cross-section calculations. In this
work, a single dose of 6.24×1018 electrons/cm2 was used.

The total cross-section to knock out either Rh or S at
2.5 MeV is 76.4 barn, assuming a typical displacement
threshold of 30 eV. This gives about one defect per ap-
proximately 30 conventional formula units (Z = 2) with
a mean distance between the defects of approximately 3
nm. The resistivity at Tc increased from 12 µΩ · cm to
approximately 30 µΩ · cm, corresponding to a threefold
increase in the scattering rate Γ, proportional to the con-
centration of defects. With the above estimate, Γ = 0.2
in the clean case, and it increases to Γ = 0.6 upon irradi-
ation that moves closer to the dirty limit of Γ > 1. The
increase in pinning due to additional disorder is evident
in the magnetization M(H) loops presented.
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