arXiv:1907.03839v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 8 Jul 2019

Coexisting spin resonance and long-range magnetic order of Eu in EuRbFe_4As_4

K. Iida,^{1, ∗} Y. Nagai,^{2, 3} S. Ishida,^4 M. Ishikado,^1 N. Murai,^5 A. D. Christianson,^{6, 7} H. Yoshida,^8 Y. Inamura,^5 H. Nakamura,^2 A. Nakao,^1 K. Munakata,^1 D. Kagerbauer,^9 M. Eisterer,^9 K. Kawashima,^{4,10} Y. Yoshida,^4 H. Eisaki,^4 and A. Iyo^4 1Neutron Science and Technology Center, Comprehensive Research Organization for Science and Society (CROSS), Tokai, Ibaraki 319-1106, Japan 2CCSE, Japan Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA), Kashiwa, Chiba 277-0871, Japan 3Mathematical Science Team, RIKEN Center for Advanced Intelligence Project (AIP), 1-4-1 Nihonbashi, Chuo-ku, Tokyo 103-0027, Japan 4National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology (AIST), Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-8568, Japan 5Materials and Life Science Division, J-PARC Center, Tokai, Ibaraki 319-1195, Japan 6Neutron Scattering Division, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831, USA 7Materials Science and Technology Division, Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831, USA 8Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, Hokkaido University, Sapporo, Hokkaido 060-0810, Japan 9Atominstitut, TU Wien, Stadionalle 2, 1020 Vienna, Austria 10 IMRA Material R&D Co., Ltd., Kariya, Aichi 448-0032, Japan (Dated: July 10, 2019)

Magnetic excitations and magnetic structure of EuRbFe4As4 were investigated by inelastic neutron scattering (INS), neutron diffraction, and random phase approximation (RPA) calculations. Below the superconducting transition temperature Tc = 36.5 K, the INS spectra exhibit the neutron spin resonances at Qres = 1.27(2) Å^{−1} and 1.79(3) Å^{−1}. They correspond to the Q = (0.5, 0.5, 1) and (0.5, 0.5, 3) nesting wave vectors, showing three dimensional nature of the band structure. The characteristic energy of the neutron spin resonance is Eres = 17.7(3) meV corresponding to 5.7(1)kB Tc. Observation of the neutron spin resonance mode and our RPA calculations in conjunction with the recent optical conductivity measurements are indicative of the s± superconducting pairing symmetry in EuRbFe4As4. In addition to the neutron spin resonance mode, upon decreasing temperature below the magnetic transition temperature TN = 15 K, the spin wave excitation originating in the long-range magnetic order of the Eu sublattice was observed in the low-energy inelastic channel. Single-crystal neutron diffraction measurements demonstrate that the magnetic propagation vector of the Eu sublattice is k = (0, 0, 0.25), representing the three-dimensional antiferromagnetic order. Linear spin wave calculations assuming the obtained magnetic structure with the intra- and interplane nearest neighbor exchange couplings of J1/kB = −1.31 K and Jc/kB = 0.08 K can reproduce quantitatively the observed spin wave excitation. Our results show that superconductivity and longrange magnetic order of Eu coexist in EuRbFe4As4 whereas the coupling between them is rather weak.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, new family of iron-based superconductors AeAFe_4As_4 with Ae = Ca, Sr, Eu and A = K, Rb, Cs (termed “1144”) were reported by Iyo et al^1. EuRbFe_4As_4^{2,3} can be regarded as an intergrowth of EuFe_2As_2 and RbFe_2As_2, both of which belong to so-called “122” family. Unlike solid solutions such as (Eu_{1−x}Na_x)Fe_2As_2^{4,5} and (Eu_{1−x}La_x)Fe_2As_2^6, in EuRbFe_4As_4, Eu^{2+} and Rb^+ ions occupy crystallographically inequivalent sites alternately between the FeAs layers along the c axis because of the large difference between their ionic radii^7. Consequently, EuRbFe_4As_4 crystallizes in the tetragonal symmetry (P 4/mmm), and no structural phase transition takes place down to 2 K^7. The unique structure of the 1144 compounds is that there are two different kinds of As sites in contrast to the single As site in the 122 compounds.

As is well established, the non-superconducting parent compound EuFe_2As_2 undergoes a spin-density-wave (SDW) order in the Fe sublattice accompanied by a tetragonal-to-orthorhombic structural phase transition below 190 K^{8,9}. Hole doping by substitution of Rb^+ for Eu^{2+} in EuFe_2As_2 gives rise to suppression of the SDW order in EuRbFe_4As_4, in favor of the occurrence of superconductivity below T_c = 36.5 K^{2,3}. Bulk property measurements indicated that EuRbFe_4As_4 shows behaviors similar to optimally doped 122 superconductors^{2,10}. The normal state of the FeAs layer in EuRbFe_4As_4 is paramagnetic metal^{11}. On the other hand, Curie-Weiss fitting on the magnetic susceptibility measurement suggests that Eu^{2+} ion has a local magnetic moment with S = 7/2 and the Curie-Weiss temperature θ is positive, suggesting that the dominant magnetic interaction between Eu^{2+} ions is ferromagnetic^{3,7,10,12}. Upon further cooling below T_c, the Eu sublattice shows a long-range magnetic order at T_N = 15 K^{3,10}. The Eu sublattice of parent EuFe_2As_2 undergoes a so-called A-type antiferromagnetic order below T_N = 19 K^{13,14}, and smaller T_N in EuRbFe_4As_4 is due to the longer interlayer distance between the Eu layers compared to EuFe_2As_2. In fact, upon increasing hydrostatic pressure, the lattice constant c (or interlayer distance of the Eu sublattice) decreases while T_N increases in EuRbFe_4As_4^{15,16}.

It is noticeable that no reentrant superconductivity was observed in EuRbFe_4As_4^{2,3} unlike observed in Eu(Fe_{0.89}Co_{0.11})_2As_2^{17}, Eu(Fe_{0.86}Ir_{0.14})_2As_2^{18}, Eu(Fe_{0.75}Ru_{0.25})_2As_2^{19}, Eu(Fe_{0.93}Rh_{0.07})_2As_2^{20}, and EuFe_2(As_{0.7}P_{0.3})_2^{21}.

Although s-wave superconductivity with a complete gap throughout the Fermi surface is reported by the optical conductivity measurements^{22}, the microscopic mechanism underlying the superconductivity in EuRbFe_4As_4 has not been completely elucidated yet. In particular, due to the large neutron absorption cross section of Eu, the neutron spin resonance^{23–32}, which provides a strong constraint on the relative signs of the superconducting gaps on different portions of the Fermi surfaces^{33–40}, has not been reported. In the meanwhile, the detailed magnetic structure of the Eu sublattice in EuRbFe_4As_4 is not determined yet using a microscopic technique such as neutron diffraction. Investigation of the magnetic structure by means of the microscopic technique is necessary because various types of the magnetic structures of the Eu sublattice are reported in the doped EuFe_2As_2 compounds^{13,14,41–43}. Moreover, there is no experimental report on the spin wave excitation from the long-range order of Eu^{2+} in EuRbFe_4As_4.

So far, there is no experimental evidence about the sign-changing superconductivity in Eu-containing ironbased superconductors, which can demonstrate that Eucontaining iron-based superconductors also belong to the same paradigm as other iron-based superconductors in spite of the local magnetic moments of Eu^{2+} between FeAs layers. Moreover, there is a longstanding issue about the possible interplay between the long-range magnetic order of Eu^{2+} local moments and the superconductivity of the FeAs layer in the Eu-containing iron-based superconductors^{18,41,44–53}. It is, therefore, important to report such coupling in the case of EuRbFe_4As_4 since EuRbFe_4As_4 contains no substitutional disorder. Measurements of magnetic excitations from the FeAs and Eu layers in (Q, ℏω) space in EuRbFe_4As_4 will give us the key ingredient to discuss the possible cooperative behaviors. In this paper, we investigated the neutron spin resonance by combination of inelastic neutron scattering (INS) measurements and random phase approximation (RPA) calculations. In addition, we also measured spin wave excitation and single-crystal neutron diffraction patterns to determine the spin Hamiltonian and the magnetic structure of the Eu sublattice. Finally, we will discuss the effect of the magnetic long-range order on the superconductivity in EuRbFe_4As_4.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS AND THEORETICAL METHODS

The details of the synthesis of EuRbFe_4As_4 is described in elesewhere^{1,2}, and a magnetic susceptibility measurement exhibits T_c = 36.5 K and T_N = 15 K in the current polycrystalline sample as shown in Supplemental Material^{54}. Polycrystalline EuRbFe_4As_4 with a mass of ∼ 4 g was used for our INS measurements. We performed high- and low-energy INS measurements using two Fermi-chopper spectrometers ARCS at Spallation Neutron Source (SNS)^{55} and 4SEASONS at Japan Proton Accelerator Research Complex (J-PARC)^{56,57}. Neutron incident energies E_i = 70.0 meV were used at ARCS while E_i = 8.5 meV at 4SEASONS, and energy resolutions (full width at half maximum) at the elastic channel were 3.2 and 0.36 meV, respectively. INS data were analyzed by the software suites Utsusemi^{58}. To reduce the effect of neutron absorption by Eu, thin-plate cans whose effective thickness were 1 mm (ARCS) and 0.5 mm (4SEASONS) were used. For the absolute intensity scale in the present INS measurements, incoherent scattering from EuRbFe_4As_4 was used after correction for neutron absorption^{59}. Single-crystal neutron diffraction measurements on EuRbFe_4As_4 were also carried out using the time-of-flight (TOF) single-crystal neutron diffractometer SENJU^{60} in J-PARC. A single crystal with dimension about 1 × 1 × 0.1 mm^3 was grown for neutron diffraction measurements, and the obtained lattice constants at 20.1 K are a = 3.85923(2) and c = 13.18563(7) Å for the space group P 4/mmm.

The first-principles calculation package employed is VASP^{61,62}, which adopts the PAW method^{63,64} and the GGA exchange-correlation energy^{65}. The number of k points is taken as 16 × 16 × 5, and self-consistent loops are repeated until the energy deviation becomes less than 10^{−6} eV, with the cutoff energy being 500 eV. The density functional theory often fails to handle f orbitals correctly due to self-interaction error of localized f-electrons. To avoid this failure, localized 4f electrons in Eu atoms are treated as core electrons in our calculations. In the RPA calculations, for the effective model, maximally localized Wannier functions from twenty Fe 3d bands are constructed^{66}. We employ the orbitalinteraction coefficient U_s = aU^{rs}_{qt,M} obtained by firstprinciples calculation for the 122 system^{67} and we put a = 1.7. The number of k point is 96 × 96 × 8 and the smearing factor is η = Δ_0/8 where Δ_0 denote superconducting gap. We take Δ_0 (−Δ_0) on the hole (electron) Fermi surfaces around Γ (M) point. We set Δ_0 = 0.1 eV to avoid numerical difficulty. We introduce a Gaussian cutoff for the gap Δ^ν_k = Δ^ν exp[−ϵ^ν_k/(4Δ_0)] with the normal-state energy dispersion ϵ^ν_k on the ν-th band^{68}.

Linear spin wave (LSW) calculations were performed using the SpinW software^{69}. The squared magnetic form factor of Eu^{2+} ion^{70} and ℏω-dependent energy resolution for E_i = 8.5 meV at 4SEASONS^{71} were included in the LSW calculations.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Figure 1(a) depicts the neutron scattering intensity (I) map from EuRbFe_4As_4 as a function of momentum (Q) and energy (ℏω) transfers. The data at 50 K was sub-

FIG. 1. High-energy INS results on EuRbFe4As4 measured at ARCS using Ei = 70.0 meV. In all panels, the temperature differences between T = 4 (or 20) and 50 K are shown. (a) Neutron scattering intensity map I(Q, ℏω). (b) Q dependences of the neutron scattering intensities with the energy window of ℏω = [15, 20] meV. Solid line represents the Q dependence of the neutron spin resonance mode with ℏω = [11, 16] meV in CaKFe4As4 measured at ARCS using Ei = 70.0 meV for reference^{72} . (c) Energy cuts with Q = [1.1, 1.4] Å^{−1}.

tracted from that at 4 K. There is a well localized excitation in both Q and ℏω: 1.1 ≤ Q ≤ 1.3 Å^{−1} and 13 ≤ ℏω ≤ 20 meV which are comparable to the neutron spin resonance in isostructural CaKFe_4As_4 (1.0 ≤ Q ≤ 1.4 Å^{−1} and 9 ≤ ℏω ≤ 16 meV)^{72}. Since the localized excitation increases in intensity at lower temperature, the observed excitation is magnetic in origin. To further classify the localized magnetic excitation in EuRbFe_4As_4, Q and ℏω dependences of the neutron scattering intensities [I(Q) and I(ℏω)] are investigated.

The temperature difference of I(Q) between 4 and 50 K is shown in Fig. 1(b). I(Q) is averaged over the energytransfer range of 15 ≤ ℏω ≤ 20 meV. A Gaussian function was fitted to the Q cut at 4 K, yielding the peak position of Q = 1.27(2) Å^{−1}. As in CaKFe_4As_4^{72,73}, the peak position in Q is close to both the Q = (0.5, 0.5) antiferromagnetic wave vector (1.14 Å^{−1}) and the in-plane propagation vector in the parent compound EuFe_2As_2 (1.13 Å^{−1})^9. As discussed later, the (0.5, 0.5) antiferromagnetic vector is in good condition for the nesting between the electron and hole pockets at the Fermi surface [Fig. 2(b)] via spin fluctuations^{33,34} as other iron pnictide systems. Thus, the observed Q dependence indicates that the dominant magnetic fluctuation of the FeAs layers in EuRbFe_4As_4 originates in the (0.5, 0.5) nesting. There is nonnegligible signal at higher Q, and the Gaussian fitting yields the peak center Q = 1.79(3) Å^{−1}. Recent single-crystal INS measurements on CaKFe_4As_4 reported the strong L dependences of the neutron spin resonance modes, representing three dimensional nature of the band structure^{73}. The low-energy spin resonance modes in CaKFe_4As_4 shows the maximum intensity at Q = (0.5, 0.5, L) with odd L. In the case of EuRbFe_4As_4, (0.5, 0.5, 1) and (0.5, 0.5, 3) correspond to 1.25 and 1.84 Å^{−1}, and the L dependence of the neutron spin resonance, therefore, naturally explains both the first and second peaks observed in the Q cut of EuRbFe_4As_4.

The temperature difference of I(ℏω) between 4 and 50 K is plotted in Fig. 1(c). I(ℏω) is averaged over 1.1 ≤ Q ≤ 1.4 Å^{−1}. The intensity at 4 K is enhanced over the energy range of 13 ≤ ℏω ≤ 23 meV, and the spectral-weight gain is transferred by the depletion at lower energies (ℏω ≤ 13 meV). These are the typical behaviors of the neutron spin resonance observed in many iron-based superconductors^{72–76}. In addition, the scattering intensity of the observed localized mode in EuRbFe_4As_4 is almost the same as that of the neutron spin resonance in CaKFe_4As_4^{72} [see the solid line in Fig. 1(b)]. Therefore, the observed localized magnetic excitation can be assigned to be the neutron spin resonance mode. By fitting a Gaussian function to I(ℏω) at 4 K using the data between 13 and 24 meV, the characteristic energy of the neutron spin resonance is estimated to be E_{res} = 17.7(3) meV which is equivalent to 5.7(1)k_BT_c, in agreement with the quantitative relationship between E_{res} and T_c widely reported in iron-based superconductors^{26–28,72–79}. The neutron spin resonance in EuRbFe_4As_4 is also studied by RPA calculations as in the following text.

We calculate the band structure and the Fermi surfaces of EuRbFe_4As_4 as shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). There are six two-dimensional cylindrical and one threedimensional small hole Fermi surfaces around Γ point and four cylindrical electron Fermi surfaces around M point, which are similar to those of CaKFe_4As_4^{72}. We calculate the dynamical spin susceptibility χ^{′′}(Q, ℏω) of EuRbFe_4As_4 on the basis of multiorbital RPA^{68} with the use of the effective twenty-orbital three-dimensional tight-binding model at T = 0. Figure 2(c) shows η − ℏω dependence of the dynamical spin susceptibility of EuRbFe_4As_4. Here, η is the parameter which indicates Q = (η, η, 0). The resonance peak due to the

FIG. 2. (a) Electronic structures and (b) Fermi surfaces for EuRbFe4As4. (c) Dynamical spin susceptibility χ^{′′}(Q, ℏω) of EuRbFe4As4 obtained by using the multiorbital RPA with the use of the twenty-orbital three-dimensional tight-binding model.

s_±-wave pairing states occurs around η = 0.5 or Q = (0.5, 0.5, 0), which is similar to those in other iron-based superconductors. The broadness of the peaks in the region 0.4 < η < 0.6 originates from the fact that there are many Fermi surfaces with different sizes. As mentioned above, the optical conductivity measurements^{22} reported the s-wave superconductivity in EuRbFe_4As_4. INS measurements and RPA calculations indicate the sign-changing superconducting gaps on different portions of the Fermi surfaces connected by the (0.5, 0.5) nesting vector^{80,81}. Combined with these results, we thus conclude that s_± superconducting pairing symmetry is realized in EuRbFe_4As_4 as in other iron based superconductors.

In addition to the spin resonance excitation, EuRbFe_4As_4 shows strong dispersive signals in the lowenergy inelastic channel (ℏω ≤ 5 meV) at 4 K as we can see in Fig. 1(a). To investigate in detail the excitation, low-energy I(Q, ℏω) maps at T = 10.5 and 25.0 K are

FIG. 3. Low-energy INS results of EuRbFe4As4 measured at 4SEASONS with Ei = 8.5 meV. Neutron scattering intensity maps at (a) T = 10.5 and (b) 25.0 K. (c) Calculated LSW intensity map of EuRbFe4As4 at 10.5 K. The magnetic structure depicted in Fig. 4(c) with the intra- and inter-plane nearest neighbor exchange couplings of J1/kB = −1.31 K and Jc/kB = 0.08 K^{10} was considered. White line shows the detector coverage boundary of 4SEASONS for Ei = 8.5 meV. (d) Experimental and calculated powder-averaged dispersion relations of the spin wave excitation at 10.5 K in EuRbFe4As4. Experimental dispersion relation was obtained by fitting I(Q) at each energy window.

presented respectively in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). At 25.0 K (> T_N), a quasielastic excitation was observed [Fig. 3(b)]. This is a common feature of the paramagnetic state of correlated localized spins^{82}. Indeed, the signature of the short-range correlation above T_N is also reported by the heat capacity measurement^{7,10}. In contrast, spin wave dispersion develops at 10.5 K (< T_N) due to the longrange magnetic order of the Eu sublattice [Fig. 3(a)]. The magnetic excitation arises from Q = 0 (or close to Q = 0), indicating that the dominant magnetic interaction and the corresponding magnetic structure are ferromagnetic as in conventional ferromagnetic spin systems^{82}. To determine the peak position of the spin dispersion relation at low Q and ℏω, I(Q) cuts at several energy windows are plotted in Supplemental Material^{54}. The Warren’s function^{83} was fitted to each Q cut, and the obtained powder-averaged dispersion relation whose shape is sinusoidal is plotted in Fig. 3(d).

To understand the spin-wave excitations from the Eu sublattice, the magnetic structure of Eu should be determined. We now discuss the magnetic structure of

FIG. 4. (a) Single-crystal neutron diffraction patterns along (00L) in EuRbFe4As4 at T = 4.3 and 20.1 K measured at SENJU. Solid line is the fitting result using the magnetic propagation vector k = (0, 0, 0.25). (b) Temperature dependence of the neutron scattering intensity of the magnetic Bragg reflection at Q = (0, 0, 1.25) in EuRbFe4As4. Dashed line is guide to the eye. (c) Magnetic structure of the Eu sublattice in EuRbFe4As4 with the magnetic propagation vector k = (0, 0, 0.25). Dashed lines represent the chemical unit cell. The exchange couplings J1 and Jc are also described.

the Eu sublattice in EuRbFe_4As_4. Easy-plane magnetic anisotropy of the Eu^{2+} moments in EuRbFe_4As_4 is reported by the single-crystal magnetic susceptibility^{10} and heat capacity^{84} measurements as in EuFe_2As_2^{85,86}. Furthermore, the recent Mössbauer spectroscopy study on EuRbFe_4As_4 also reported that the Eu moments are ferromagnetically aligned within the ab plane^7. Therefore, the remaining issue on the determination of the magnetic structure of the Eu sublattice in EuRbFe_4As_4 is how the two-dimensional in-plane ferromagnetic layers stack along the c axis. Magnetic Bragg reflections along the (00L) direction give crucial information to address the issue. As such, single-crystal neutron diffraction measurements along (00L) below and above T_N were performed. As shown in Fig. 4(a), at 4.3 K, several magnetic Bragg peaks were observed as satellite peaks beside the nuclear Bragg peaks with integer L, and the temperature dependence of the neutron scattering intensity of the magnetic Bragg peak at Q = (0, 0, 1.25) clearly represents the evolution of the long-rang magnetic order below T_N = 15 K [Fig. 4(b)]. Magnetic Bragg reflections appear at L = 0.75, 1.25, 1.75, 2.25, 2.75, and 3.25, yielding the magnetic propagation vector k = (0, 0, 0.25). As described by the solid line in Fig. 4(a), the neutron diffraction pattern along (00L) at 4.3 K is well fitted by considering k = (0, 0, 0.25); the amplitude and width of the Gaussian function for each peak as well as background are varied. It should be noted that the neutron diffraction results along (00L) can only determine the relative angle between the adjacent Eu layers but not the in-plane direction of the Eu moments. For determination of the in-plane anisotropy in EuRbFe_4As_4, the magnetization curves along ⟨100⟩ and ⟨110⟩ are measured at 2 K as shown in Supplemental Material^{54}. The ⟨110⟩ direction seems to be the easy axis, and the easy axis in EuRbFe_4As_4 is the same as that in EuFe_2As_2^{13,14}. The obtained magnetic structure is illustrated in Fig. 4(c). Three-dimensional antiferromagnetic order of the Eu sublattice can be seen, and the relative angle between Eu spins belonging to the nearestneighbor layers is 90^∘.

Comparison between semi-classical LSW calculation and spin wave excitation provides us abundant information about the spin Hamiltonian^{87}. Here, we consider the following spin Hamiltonian for EuRbFe_4As_4: H = J_1 ∑ i,j S_i · S_j + J_c ∑ i,j S_i · S_j where S is the spin operator of Eu^{2+} ions (S = 7/2). J_1 and J_c are the intraand inter-plane nearest neighbor exchange coupling constants between Eu^{2+} ions [Fig. 4(c)]. The magnetic structure determined by our single-crystal neutron diffraction measurements illustrated in Fig. 4(c) is considered. Since J_c is expected to be much smaller than J_1, we used the fixed value for J_c (0.08 K) determined by the single crystal magnetization measurements^{10}. Fitting calculated powder-averaged dispersion relation to the experimental result as shown in Fig. 3(d) yields the intra-plane ferromagnetic exchange constant J_1/k_B = −1.31(1) K. Similar intra-plane exchange coupling (J_1/k_B ∼ −1 K) was reported in EuFe_2As_2 based on the local spin density approximation with the Coulomb repulsion (LSDA+U)^9. Calculated LSW intensity map in Fig. 3(c) reproduces the experiment [Fig. 3(a)] well; we mention that the LSW spectra based on J_c = 0.08 K and 0 are almost the same as shown in Figs. 3(c) and Supplemental Material^{54}. Mean field approximation theory can estimate the Curie-Weiss temperature by the equation θ = −(z_1J_1 +z_cJ_c)S(S +1)/3k_B. Here, the number of the nearest neighbor bonds z_1 and z_c are 4 and 2 [Fig. 4(c)]. By using J_1 obtained by our LSW analysis and J_c^{10}, we estimate θ = 26.7 K in good agreement with the reported value (23.6 K) estimated by the susceptibility measurements^3. This result further corroborates the validity of our LSW analysis. Important to be noted is that the further distance interaction along c is required to account for the obtained magnetic structure [Fig. 4(c)] which is not the conventional A-type antiferromagnetic order. Since the further distance interaction along c is expected to be very small, it is difficult to determine such interaction unless measuring a single crystal, which is left for future work.

Finally, we discuss the coupling between the long-range magnetic order of the Eu sublattice and the superconductivity of the FeAs layers in EuRbFe_4As_4. Q and ℏω dependences of the neutron spin resonance below and above T_N are compared in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). Onset of the long-range order of the Eu sublattice does not induce any noticeable change in both Q and ℏω dependences of the neutron spin resonance mode within the accuracy of our INS measurements. It should be noted that T_c in EuRbFe_4As_4 is the highest among the 1144 systems although other 1144 compounds contain no local magnetic moment^{1–3}. EuRbFe_4As_4 do not exhibit the reentrant superconductivity below T_N^{2,3} as mentioned above. In Ni-doped EuRb(Fe_{1−x}Ni_x)_4As_4, the magnetic transition temperature of the Eu sublattice is independent of the Ni content x although T_c decreases rapidly^{12}. Moreover, substitution of nonmagnetic Ca decreases T_N while T_c is independent in the (Eu_{1−x}Cax)RbFe_4As_4 system^{88}. Therefore, we conclude that the long-range magnetic order in the Eu sublattice plays a minor role in the superconductivity of the FeAs layers in EuRbFe_4As_4. This may be reasonable because the Eu-4f bands locate 2.7 eV below the Fermi energy in EuRbFe_4As_4^{89} as in doped EuFe_2As_2 systems^{9,18,41,90,91}.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigate both the static and dynamic magnetism in EuRbFe_4As_4. On one hand, the spin resonance studied by INS measurements and PRA calculations in conjunction with the optical conductivity measurements^{22} presents the strong evidence in favor of the sign-reversed s_± superconductivity. Our results show that EuRbFe_4As_4 belongs to the same paradigm carrying s_± superconductivity as other iron pnictide systems although there is a static field from the long-range order of Eu^{2+}. On the other hand, neutron diffraction measurements and LSW analysis determined the magnetic structure and the spin Hamiltonian of the Eu sublattice. No signature of coupling between the long-range magnetic order of the Eu sublattice and the superconductivity of the FeAs layers in EuRbFe_4As_4 was observed in the (Q, ℏω) region probed in the current measurements. To our best knowledge, this is the first INS study on Eucontaining iron-based superconductors for investigating the superconducting pairing symmetry and possible interplay between superconductivity and long-range magnetic order of Eu.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank Ryoichi Kajimoto for helpful discussion. Magnetic susceptibility measurements were performed at the CROSS user laboratories. This research at SNS was sponsored by the Scientific User Facilities Division, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, U.S. Department of Energy. Travel expenses for the ARCS experiment were provided by the General User Program for Neutron Scattering Experiments, Institute for Solid State Physics, The University of Tokyo (GPTAS:16913), at JRR-3, Japan Atomic Energy Agency (JAEA), Tokai, Japan. The experiments at 4SEASONS and SENJU in J-PARC were conducted under the user program with the proposal numbers 2017A0005 and 2018B0008, respectively. The calculations were performed by the supercomputing systems SGI ICE X at JAEA. The present work was partially supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP15K17712, JP17K14349, and JP18K03552, and the Cooperative Research Program of “Network Joint Research Center for Materials and Devices” (20181072). ADC was partiality supported by the U.S. DOE, Office of Science, Basic Energy Sciences, Materials Sciences and Engineering Division. DK and ME were supported by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) I2814-N36.

∗ k iida@cross.or.jp 1 A. Iyo, K. Kawashima, T. Kinjo, T. Nishio, S. Ishida, H.

Fujihisa, Y. Gotoh, K. Kihou, H. Eisaki, and Y. Yoshida, J. Am Chem. Soc. 138, 3410 (2016).

2 K. Kawashia, T. Kinjo, T. Nishio, S. Ishida, H. Fujihisa, Y. Gotoh, K. Kihou, H. Eisaki, Y. Yoshida, and A. Iyo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 85, 064710 (2016).

3 Y. Liu, Y.-B. Liu, Z.-T. Tang, H. Jiang, Z.-C. Wang, A.

Ablimit, W.-H. Jiao, Q. Tao, C.-M. Feng, Z.-A. Xu, and

G.-H. Cao, Phys. Rev. B 93, 214503 (2016).

4 Y. Qi, Z. Gao, L. Wang, D. Wang, X. Zhang, and Y. Ma, New J. Phys. 10, 123003 (2008).

5 Y. Qi, L. Wang, Z. Gao, X. Zhang, D. Wang, C. Yao, C.

Wang, C. Wang, and Y. Ma, New J. Phys. 14, 033011 (2012).

6 T. Wu, G. Wu, H. Chen, Y. L. Xie, R. H. Liu, X. F. Wang, and X. H. Chen, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 321, 3870 (2009).

7 J.-K. Bao, K. Willa, M. P. Smylie, H. Chen, U. Welp, D.

Y. Chung, and M. G. Kanatzidis, Cryst. Growth Des. 18, 3517 (2018).

8 Z. Ren, Z. Zhu, S. Jiang, X. Xu, Q. Tao, C. Wang, C. Feng, G. Cao, and Z. Xu, Phys. Rev. B 78, 052501 (2008).

9 H. S. Jeevan, Z. Hossain, D. Kasinathan, H. Rosner, C.

Geibel, and P. Gegenwart, Phys. Rev. B 78, 052502 (2008). 10 M. P. Smylie, K. Willa, J.-K. Bao, K. Ryan, Z. Islam, H.

Claus, Y. Simsek, Z. Diao, A. Rydh, A. E. Koshelev, W.- K. Kwok, D. Y. Chung, M. G. Kanatzidis, and U. Welp, Phys. Rev. B 98, 104503 (2018).

11 M. A. Albedah, F. Nejadsattari, Z. M. Stadnik, Y. Liu, and G.-H. Cao, Phys. Rev. B 97, 144426 (2018).

12 Y. Liu, Y.-B. Liu, Y.-L. Yu, Q. Tao, C.-M. Feng, and G.-H.

Cao, Phys. Rev. B 96, 224510 (2017).

13 J. Herrero-Martín, V. Scagnoli, C. Mazzoli, Y. Su, R.

Mittal, Y. Xiao, T. Brueckel, N. Kumar, S. K. Dhar, A. Thamizhavel, and L. Paolasini, Phys. Rev. B 80, 134411 (2009).

14 Y. Xiao, Y. Su, M. Meven, R. Mittal, C. M. N. Kumar, T.

Chatterji, S. Price, J. Persson, N. Kumar, S. K. Dhar, A. Thamizhavel, and Th. Brüeckel, Phys. Rev. B 80, 174424 (2009).

15 D. E. Jackson, D. VanGennep, W. Bi, D. Zhang, P.

Materne, Y. Liu, G.-H. Cao, S. T. Weir, Y. K. Vohra, and J. J. Hamlin, Phys. Rev. B 98, 014518 (2018).

16 L. Xiang, S. L. Bud’ko, J.-K. Bao, D. Y. Chung, M. G.

Kanatzidis, and P. C. Canfield, Phys. Rev. B 99, 144509 (2019).

17 S. Jiang, H. Xing, G. Xuan, Z. Ren, C. Wang, Z. A. Xu, and G. Cao, Phys. Rev. B 80, 184514 (2009).

18 U. B. Paramanik, D. Das, R. Prasad, and Z. Hossain, J.

Phys.: Condens. Matter 25, 265701 (2013).

19 W.-H. Jiao, Q. Tao, J.-K. Bao, Y.-L. Sun, C.-M. Feng, Z.-A. Xu, I. Nowik, I. Felner, and G.-H. Cao, Euro. Phys. Lett. 95, 67007 (2011).

20 A. Löhle, A. Baumgartner, S. Zapf, M. Dressel, W. H. Jiao, and G. H. Cao, Phys. Rev. B 95, 195146 (2017).

21 Z. Ren, Q. Tao, S. Jiang, C. Feng, C. Wang, J. Dai, G.

Cao, and Z. A. Xu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 137002 (2009). 22 V. S. Stolyarov, A. Casano, M. A. Belyanchikov, A. S.

Astrakhantseva, S. Y. Grebenchuk, D. S. Baranov, I. A. Golovchanskiy, I. Voloshenko, E. S. Zhukova, B. P. Gorshunov, A. V. Muratov, V. V. Dremov, L. Y. Vinnikov, D. Roditchev, Y. Liu, G.-H. Cao, M. Dressel, and E. Uykur, Phys. Rev. B 98, 140506(R) (2018).

23 M. D. Lumsden and A. D. Christianson, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 22, 203203 (2010).

24 P. Dai, Rev. Mod. Phys. 87, 855 (2015). 25 D. S. Inosov, C. R. Phys. 17, 60 (2016).

26 A. D. Christianson, M. D. Lumsden, S. E. Nagler, G.

J. Mac-Dougall, M. A. McGuire, A. S. Sefat, R. Jin, B. C. Sales, and D. Mandrus, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 087002 (2009).

27 Y. Qiu, W. Bao, Y. Zhao, C. Broholm, V. Stanev, Z.

Tesanovic, Y. C. Gasparovic, S. Chang, J. Hu, B. Qian, M. Fang, and Z. Mao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 067008 (2009).

28 J. T. Park, D. S. Inosov, A. Yaresko, S. Graser, D. L.

Sun, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, Y. Li, J.-H. Kim, D. Haug, A. Ivanov, K. Hradil, A. Schneidewind, P. Link, E. Faulhaber, I. Glavatskyy, C. T. Lin, B. Keimer, and V. Hinkov, Phys. Rev. B 82, 134503 (2010).

29 P. Babkevich, M. Bendele, A. Boothroyd, K. Conder, S.

Gvasaliya, R. Khasanov, E. Pomjakushina, and B. Roessli,

J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 22, 142202 (2010). 30 D. S. Inosov, J. T. Park, P. Bourges, D. L. Sun, Y. Sidis, A.

Schneidewind, K. Hradil, D. Haug, C. T. Lin, B. Keimer, and V. Hinkov, Nat. Phys. 6, 178 (2010).

31 D. N. Argyriou, A. Hiess, A. Akbari, I. Eremin, M. M.

Korshunov, J. Hu, B. Qian, Z. Mao, Y. Qiu, C. Broholm, and W. Bao, Phys. Rev. B 81, 220503(R) (2010).

32 J.-P. Castellan, S. Rosenkranz, E. A. Goremychkin, D.

Y. Chung, I. S. Todorov, M. G. Kanatzidis, I. Eremin, J. Knolle, A. V. Chubukov, S. Maiti, M. R. Norman, F. Weber, H. Claus, T. Guidi, R. I. Bewley, and R. Osborn, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 177003 (2011).

33 I. I. Mazin, D. J. Singh, M. D. Johannes, and M. H. Du, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 057003 (2008).

34 K. Kuroki, S. Onari, R. Arita, H. Usui, Y. Tanaka, H. Kontani, and H. Aoki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 087004 (2008).

35 J. Rossat-Mignod, L. P. Regnault, C. Vettier, P. Bourges, P. Burlet, and J. Bossy, Physica C 185-189, 86 (1991).

36 H. A. Mook, M. Yethiraj, G. Aeppli, T. E. Mason, and T.

Armstrong, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 3490 (1993). 37 H. F. Fong, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, L. P. Regnault, A. Ivanov, G. D. Gu, N. Koshizuka, and B. Keimer, Nature (London) 398, 588 (1999).

38 P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, H. F. Fong, L. P. Regnault, J. Bossy, A. Ivanov, and B. Keimer, Science 288, 1234 (2000).

39 H. He, P. Bourges, Y. Sidis, C. Ulrich, L. P. Regnault, S. Pailhès, N. S. Berzigiarova, N. N. Kolesnikov, and B. Keimer, Science 295, 1045 (2002).

40 C. Stock, C. Broholm, J. Hudis, H. J. Kang, and C. Petrovic, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 087001 (2008).

41 W. T. Jin, W. Li, Y. Su, S. Nandi, Y. Xiao, W. H. Jiao, M.

Meven, A. P. Sazonov, E. Feng, Y. Chen, C. S. Ting, G. H. Cao, and Th. Brückel, Phys. Rev. B 91, 064506 (2015).

42 S. Nandi, W. T. Jin, Y. Xiao, Y. Su, S. Price, W. Schmidt, K. Schmalzl, T. Chatterji, H. S. Jeevan, P. Gegenwart, and Th. Brückel, Phys. Rev. B 90, 094407 (2014).

43 W. T. Jin, Y. Xiao, Z. Bukowski, Y. Su, S. Nandi, A.

P. Sazonov, M. Meven, O. Zaharko, S. Demirdis, K. Nemkovski, K. Schmalzl, L. M. Tran, Z. Guguchia, E. Feng, Z. Fu, and Th. Brückel, Phys. Rev. B 94, 184513 (2016).

44 Z. Ren, X. Lin, Q. Tao, S. Jiang, Z. Zhu, C. Wang, G. Cao, and Z. Xu, Phys. Rev. B 79, 094426 (2009).

45 A. Ahmed, M. Itou, S. Xu, Z. Xu, G. Cao, Y. Sakurai, J.

Penner-Hahn, and A. Deb, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 207003 (2010).

46 Z. Guguchia, J. Roos, A. Shengelaya, S. Katrych, Z.

Bukowski, S. Weyeneth, F. Murányi, S. Strässle, A. Maisuradze, J. Karpinski, and H. Keller, Phys. Rev. B 83, 144516 (2011).

47 S. Zapf, H. S. Jeevan, T. Ivek, F. Pfister, F. Klingert, S. Jiang, D. Wu, P. Gegenwart, R. K. Kremer, and M. Dressel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 237002 (2013).

48 A. Baumgartner, D. Neubauer, S. Zapf, A. V. Pronin, W.

H. Jiao, G. H. Cao, and M. Dressel, Phys. Rev. B 95, 174522 (2017).

49 Y. Liu, Y. Liu, W. Jiao, Z. Ren, and G. Cao, Sci. China- Phys. Mech. Astron. 61, 127405 (2018).

50 H. S. Jeevan, D. Kasinathan, H. Rosner, and P. Gegenwart, Phys. Rev. B 83, 054511 (2011).

51 I. Nowik, I. Felner, Z. Ren, G. H. Cao, and Z. A. Xu, J.

Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 065701 (2011).

52 G. Cao, S. Xu, Z. Ren, S. Jiang, C. Feng, and Z. Xu, J.

Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 464204 (2011).

53 V. K. Anand, D. T. Adroja, A. Bhattacharyya, U. B. Paramanik, P. Manuel, A. D. Hillier, D. Khalyavin, and Z. Hossain, Phys. Rev. B 91, 094427 (2015).

54 See Supplemental Material.

55 D. L. Abernathy, M. B. Stone, M. J. Loguillo, M. S. Lucas, O. Delaire, X. Tang, J. Y. Y. Lin, and B. Fultz, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 83, 015114 (2012).

56 R. Kajimoto, M. Nakamura, Y. Inamura, F. Mizuno, K.

Nakajima, S. Ohira-Kawamura, T. Yokoo, T. Nakatani, R. Maruyama, K. Soyama, K. Shibata, K. Suzuya, S. Sato, K. Aizawa, M. Arai, S. Wakimoto, M. Ishikado, S. Shamoto, M. Fujita, H. Hiraka, K. Ohoyama, K. Yamada, and C.-H. Lee, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80, SB025 (2011).

57 M. Nakamura, R. Kajimoto, Y. Inamura, F. Mizuno, M.

Fujita, T. Yokoo, and M. Arai, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 78, 093002 (2009).

58 Y. Inamura, T. Nakatani, J. Suzuki, and T. Otomo, J.

Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82, SA031 (2013).

59 G. Xu, Z. Xu, and J. M. Tranquada, Rev. Sci. Instrum.

84, 083906 (2013).

60 T. Ohhara, R. Kiyanagi, K. Oikawa, K. Kaneko, T.

Kawasaki, I. Tamura, A. Nakao, T. Hanashima, K. Munakata, T. Moyoshi, T. Kuroda, H. Kimura, T. Sakakura, C.-H. Lee, M. Takahashi, K. - Ohshima, T. Kiyotani, Y. Noda, and M. Arai, J. Appl. Crystallogr. 49, 120 (2016).

61 G. Kresse and J. Hafner, Phys. Rev. B 47, 558(R) (1993). 62 G. Kresse and J. Furthmüller, Phys. Rev. B 54, 11169 (1996).

63 P. E. Blöchl, Phys. Rev. B 50, 17953 (1994). 64 G. Kresse and D. Joubert, Phys. Rev. B 59, 1758 (1999). 65 J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

66 A. A. Mostofi, J. R. Yates, G. Pizzi, Y.-S. Lee, I. Souza, D. Vanderbilt, and N. Marzari, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 2309 (2014).

67 T. Miyake, K. Nakamura, R. Arita, and M. Imada, J. Phys.

Soc. Jpn. 79, 044705 (2010).

68 Y. Nagai and K. Kuroki, Phys. Rev. B 85, 134521 (2012). 69 S. Toth and B. Lake, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 27, 166002 (2015).

70 P. J. Brown, International Tables for Crystallography (Springer, Dordrecht, 2002).

71 K. Iida, K. Ikeuchi, M. Ishikado, J. Suzuki, R. Kajimoto, M. Nakamura, Y. Inamura, and M. Arai, JPS Conf. Proc. 1, 014016 (2014).

72 K. Iida, M. Ishikado, Y. Nagai, H. Yoshida, A. D. Christianson, N. Murai, K. Kawashima, Y. Yoshida, H. Eisaki, and A. Iyo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 093703 (2017).

73 T. Xie, Y. Wei, D. Gong, T. Fennell, U. Stuhr, R. Kajimoto, K. Ikeuchi, S. Li, J. Hu, and H. Luo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 267003 (2018).

74 S. Shamoto, M. Ishikado, A. D. Christianson, M. D. Lumsden, S. Wakimoto, K. Kodama, A. Iyo, and M. Arai, Phys. Rev. B 82, 172508 (2010).

75 M. Ishikado, Y. Nagai, K. Kodama, R. Kajimoto, M.

Nakamura, Y. Inamura, S. Wakimoto, H. Nakamura, M. Machida, K. Suzuki, H. Usui, K. Kuroki, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, M. Arai, and S. Shamoto, Phys. Rev. B 84, 144517 (2011).

76 A. D. Christianson, E. A. Goremychkin, R. Osborn, S.

Rosenkranz, M. D. Lumsden, C. D. Malliakas, I. S. Todorov, H. Claus, D. Y. Chung, M. G. Kanatzidis, R. I. Bewley, and T. Guidi, Nature (London) 456, 930 (2008).

77 A. E. Taylor, M. J. Pitcher, R. A. Ewings, T. G. Perring, S. J. Clarke, and A. T. Boothroyd, Phys. Rev. B 83, 220514(R) (2011).

78 S. Iimura, S. Matsuishi, M. Miyakawa, T. Taniguchi, K.

Suzuki, H. Usui, K. Kuroki, R. Kajimoto, M. Nakamura, Y. Inamura, K. Ikeuchi, S. Ji, and H. Hosono, Phys. Rev. B 88, 060501(R) (2013).

79 N. R. Davies, M. C. Rahn, H. C. Walker, R. A. Ewings, D. N. Woodruff, S. J. Clarke, and A. T. Boothroyd, Phys. Rev. B 94, 144503 (2016).

80 T. A. Maier and D. J. Scalapino, Phys. Rev. B 78, 020514(R) (2008).

81 M. M. Korshunov and I. Eremin, Phys. Rev. B 78, 140509(R) (2008).

82 D. Boldrin, B. Fåk, M. Enderle, S. Bieri, J. Ollivier, S. Rols, P. Manuel, and A. S. Wills, Phys. Rev. B 91, 220408(R) (2015).

83 B. E. Warren, Phys. Rev. 59, 693 (1941).

84 K. Willa, R. Willa, J.-K. Bao, A. E. Koshelev, D. Y.

Chung, M. G. Kanatzidis, W.-K. Kwok, and U. Welp, Phys. Rev. B 99, 180502(R) (2019).

85 D. Wu, N. Barišić, N. Drichko, S. Kaiser, A. Faridian, M.

Dressel, S. Jiang, Z. Ren, L. J. Li, G. H. Cao, Z. A. Xu, H. S. Jeevan and P. Gegenwart, Phys. Rev. B 79, 155103 (2009).

86 S. Jiang, Y. K. Luo, Z. Ren, Z. W. Zhu, C. Wang, X. F.

Xu, Q. Tao, G. H. Cao, and Z.-A. Xu, New J. Phys. 11, 025007 (2009).

87 S. W. Lovesey, Theory of Neutron Scattering from Condensed Matter (Oxford Science Publications, Oxford, 1984).

88 K. Kawashima, S. Ishida, K. Oka, H. Kito, N. Takeshita, H. Fujihisa, Y. Gotoh, K. Kihou, H. Eisaki, Y. Yoshida, and A. Iyo, J. Phys.: Conf. Ser. 969, 012027 (2018).

89 C. Xu, Q. Chen, and C. Cao, Communications Physics 2, 16 (2019).

90 H. S. Jeevan, Z. Hossain, D. Kasinathan, H. Rosner, C.

Geibel, and P. Gegenwart, Phys. Rev. B 78, 092406 (2008). 91 W. Li, J.-X. Zhu, Y. Chen, and C. S. Ting, Phys. Rev. B 86, 155119 (2012).