arXiv:2204.04463v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 9 Apr 2022

A Family of Lanthanide Noncentrosymmetric Superconductors La_4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Al, In)

Hang Su,^{1, 2} Feng Du,^{1, 2} Shuaishuai Luo,^{1, 2} Zhiyong Nie,^{1, 2} Rui Li,^{1, 2} Wu Xie,^{1, 2} Bin Shen,^{1, 2} Yunfeng Wang,^1 An Wang,^{1, 2} Toshiro Takabatake,^{1, 3} Chao Cao,^{1, 4} Michael Smidman,^{1, 2, ∗} and Huiqiu Yuan^{1, 2, 5, 6, †} 1Center for Correlated Matter and Department of Physics, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China 2Zhejiang Province Key Laboratory of Quantum Technology and Device, Department of Physics, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China 3Department of Quantum Matter, Graduate School of Advanced Science and Engineering, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima 739-8530, Japan 4Condensed Matter Group, Department of Physics, Hangzhou Normal University, Hangzhou 311121, China 5State Key Laboratory of Silicon Materials, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China 6Collaborative Innovation Center of Advanced Microstructures, Nanjing University, Nanjing, 210093, China (Dated: May 12, 2022)

We report the discovery of superconductivity in a series of noncentrosymmetric compounds La4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Al, In), which have a cubic crystal structure with space group F ¯43m. La4RuAl, La4RhAl, La4IrAl, La4RuIn and La4IrIn exhibit bulk superconducting transitions with critical temperatures Tc of 1.77 K, 3.05 K, 1.54 K, 0.58 K and 0.93 K, respectively. The specific heat of the La4T Al compounds are consistent with an s-wave model with a fully open superconducting gap. In all cases, the upper critical fields are well described by the Werthamer-Helfand-Hohenberg model, and the values are well below the Pauli limit, indicating that orbital limiting is the dominant pairbreaking mechanism. Density functional theory (DFT) calculations reveal that the degree of band splitting by the antisymmetric spin-orbit coupling (ASOC) shows considerable variation between the different compounds. This indicates that the strength of the ASOC is highly tunable across this series of superconductors, suggesting that these are good candidates for examining the relationship between the ASOC and superconducting properties in noncentrosymmetric superconductors.

I. INTRODUCTION

Noncentrosymmetric superconductors (NCS), where the crystal structure lacks an inversion center, have been identified as prime candidates for realizing unconventional superconducting pairing states [1], following the discovery of unconventional superconductivity in the heavy fermion antiferromagnet CePt_3Si [2]. When inversion symmetry is broken, an antisymmetric spin-orbit coupling (ASOC) can lift the degeneracy of the electrons near the Fermi level, allowing for superconductivity with a mixture of spin-singlet and spin-triplet pairing [3]. Subsequently, pressure induced superconductivity was realized in the noncentrosymmetric heavy fermion systems Ce(Rh, Ir)Si_3 [4, 5], Ce(Co, Ir, Rh)Ge_3 [6–8], and UIr [9], where large and anisotropic upper critical fields have been observed well in excess of the Pauli limit [10–12], but disentangling the influence on the superconductivity of the inversion symmetry breaking from the strong electronic correlations and magnetism has proved challenging. As such, weakly correlated noncentrosymmetric superconductors have also been investigated. For instance, in the Li(Pd_{1−x}Pt_x)_3B system, Li_2Pd_3B has two nodeless superconducting gaps, while in Li_2Pt_3B there is evidence for one of the gaps having line nodes, which has been ascribed to stronger singlet-triplet mixing upon increasing the ASOC, by replacing Pd with the heavier element Pt [13]. On the other hand, the properties of many reported weakly correlated NCS’s are consistent with purely swave pairing, including La(Rh, Pt, Pd, Ir)Si_3 [14–17], (Rh, Ir)_2Ga_9 [18, 19], Re-T (T = transition metal) [20– 24], and BiPd [25, 26], despite a number of these systems exhibiting an appreciable band splitting due to the ASOC [1]. As such, the relationship between the ASOC and nature of the superconducting order parameter, as well as the necessary conditions for significant singlettriplet mixing, still remains to be determined, requiring the study of additional classes of NCS where the ASOC can be tuned.

In recent years, time-reversal symmetry (TRS) breaking has also been detected in the superconducting states of a number of NCS [27], including LaNiC_2 [28], La_7(Ir, Rh)_3 [29, 30], Re-T [20, 21, 31, 32] and CaPtAs [33, 34], but in most cases the relationship between the broken time reversal and inversion symmetries is not resolved. In systems such as orthorhombic LaNiC_2, the low symmetry of the crystal structure excludes there being both TRSB and significant singlet triplet mixing [35], which led to the proposal of an internally-antisymmetric, non-unitary triplet state [36]. On the other hand, in higher symmetry structures such as the cubic α-Mn type structure of several Re-based NCS, there are symmetry allowed mixed parity states with TRSB [20], but the actual origin of the TRSB in these materials is yet to be determined. As such, it is of considerable interest to search for more families of NCS, in particular those crystallizing in cubic structures.

The La_4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Al, In) compounds belong to a large family of rare-earth based materials [37], which have the cubic Gd_4RhIn-type structure with the noncentrosymmetric space group F ¯43m [38]. The Gd_4RhIn-type structure is a ternary ordered variant of the centrosymmetric Ti_2Ni-type structure (space group F d¯3m) [39, 40]. The crystal structure of La_4T X is displayed in Fig. 1(a) [37]. Slightly distorted La_6T trigonal prisms form a rigid three dimensional network sharing corners and edges, with cavities that are occupied by La octahedra and X tetrahedra, where the T and X atoms are located on noncentrosymmetric sites. There are three inequivalent La sites, among which only the La(1) are centrosymmetric. Superconductivity has been reported in systems with a different structure but the same space group as the Gd_4RhIn-type, namely in the equiatomic half-Heusler compounds including nonmagnetic (Y, Lu)(Pd, Pt)Bi with topological electronic structures [41–44] and the magnetic superconductors RPdBi (R: magnetic rare earth) [45, 46], among which evidence for unconventional pairing states are also reported [47– 49].

In this study, we report the discovery of superconductivity in five La_4T X compounds using resistivity, magnetization and specific heat measurements, as well as electronic structure calculations. The occurrence of superconductivity in several systems with different atoms on the T and X sites suggest that the La_4T X superconductors are good candidates for examining the effects of tuning the ASOC on the superconducting and normal state properties.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

Polycrystalline samples of La_4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Ru, In.) were synthesized by arc-melting stoichiometric amounts of the constituent elements. In order to improve the sample quality, La and T were first melted together and the resulting boule was subsequently melted with X. After being turned over and remelted several times to ensure homogeneity, the samples were sealed in evacuated quartz ampoules and annealed for three weeks at 350^∘C and 700^∘C for X = Al and In, respectively, before being quenched in water. Note that the attempted synthesis of La_4RhIn by the above method was unsuccessful, where only a mixture of binary compounds was obtained. The crystal structures at room temperature were confirmed by powder x-ray diffraction using a Rigaku Ultima IV diffractometer with Cu Kα radiation. Resistivity measurements were performed using a standard four-probe method on a Physical Property Measurement System (PPMS, Quantum Design) with^3He option as well as an Oxford Instruments^3He refrigerator. The specific heat was also measured down to 0.4 K using the relaxation method in a PPMS. The ac magnetic susceptibility was measured down to 0.3 K using

TABLE I. Results of the Rietveld refinements of the powder xray diffraction results. The lattice parameters, profile factors, and atomic positions are shown. a Rp Rwp (Å) (%) (%) La4RuAl 14.0814(2) 7.98 10.72 La4RhAl 14.1826(4) 10.43 14.41 La4IrAl 14.1741(5) 16.26 22.42 La4RuIn 14.2428(2) 12.88 17.26 La4IrIn 14.3532(2) 13.23 18.31

x y z La(1) 0.5579(3) 0.25 0.25 La(2) 0.1924(3) 0 0 La(3) 0.3509(2) 0.3509(2) 0.3509(2) Ru 0.1375(2) 0.1375(2) 0.1375(2) Al 0.5702(7) 0.5702(7) 0.5702(7)

the mutual-inductance method with an ac magnetometer in a^3He refrigerator (Oxford Instruments), to characterize the superconducting transitions. DC magnetization measurements were carried out using a superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) magnetometer (MPMS) down to 2 K. Density functional theory (DFT) calculations were performed using the Vienna abinitio simulation package (VASP) to obtain the electronic band structure and density of states. The Perdew-Burke- Ernzerhoff (PBE) functional in the generalized gradient approximation (GGA) was applied. The Brillouin zone was sampled with 12 × 12 × 12 K meshes and the energycutoff was 450 eV.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Crystal structure

X-ray diffraction patterns of La_4T Al (T = Ru, Rh, Ir) and La_4T In (T = Ru, In) are shown in Figs. 1(b)-(f). All the experimental patterns are well indexed by the noncentrosymmetric Gd_4RhIn-type cubic structure [38], and they can be well-refined using this structural model. The results are displayed in Table. I, where the fitted lattice parameters are in good agreement with the reported values [37]. The atomic positions for La_4RuAl are also displayed in the table, and very similar values are obtained for the other four compounds. We note that although the Gd_4RhIn-type structure is an ordered variant of the Ti_2Ni-type structure, the latter leads to very different peak intensities, and therefore our XRD data cannot be refined with a Ti_2Ni-type model. The small additional peaks in the La_4T Al patterns may correspond to the binary phases La_5Al_4 or La_{16}Al_{13}, likely as a result of the incongruent melting of the ternary phases.

FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of La4RhAl. Atoms occupying different crystallographic sites are also shown separately. Powder x-ray diffraction patterns of polycrystalline (b) La4RuAl (c) La4RhAl (d) La4IrAl (e) La4RuIn and (f) La4IrIn. The red solid lines denote calculated results from Rietveld refinements using the Gd4RhIn-type structure and the blue solid lines denote the difference between the observed and calculated patterns. Small unindexed peaks are marked by an asterisk. The calculated Bragg peak positions are shown by the green vertical lines.

B. Zero-field superconducting properties

The temperature dependence of the electrical resistivity of La_4T Al (T = Ru, Rh and Ir) are shown in Figs. 2(a)-(c), in the vicinity of the superconducting transition temperatures T_c. The insets show the resistivity across the whole temperature range, and all the samples exhibit metallic behavior. The relatively large residual resistivity in the normal state ρ_0 (77−155 μΩ cm) and the small residual resistivity ratio RRR = ρ(300 K)/ρ(2 K) = 1.4−2.0 are possibly due to atomic disorder on the nominal Al 16e site [37]. At low temperatures, the resistivity drops to zero at 1.86 K, 3.28 K, and 1.73 K for La_4RuAl, La_4RhAl, and La_4IrAl, respectively. For La_4IrAl, the transition width is relatively broad, and there is a kink in the resistivity data, which could be due to sample inhomogeneity. The temperature dependence of the ac susceptibility are shown in Figs. 2(d)-(f). An abrupt decrease of the real part and a peak in the imaginary part indicate the presence of a superconducting transition, with T_c values similar to those determined from the resistivity.

The low temperature electronic specific heat C_e/T for each compound is displayed in Figs. 2(g)-(i), after subtracting the phonon contribution βT^2, which was determined from fitting the total specific heat in the normal state with C_p/T = γ_n + βT^2, where γ_n denotes the Sommerfeld coefficient. The fitting yields γ_n = 20.1(1), 29.3(2), and 21.3(1) mJ mol^{−1} K^{−2}, β = 1.35(3), 1.29(3) and 1.68(2) mJ mol^{−1} K^{−4} for La_4RuAl, La_4RhAl, and La_4IrAl, respectively. The relatively low values of γ_n suggest weak electronic correlations. The Debye temperatures θ_D are estimated from β using θ_D = (12π^4Rn/5β)^{1/3}, with the number of atoms per formula unit n = 6 and the molar gas constant R = 8.314 J mol^{−1} K^{−1}, yielding 204(2) K, 208(2) K and 191(1) K for the respective materials. The presence of transitions in the electronic specific heat indicate bulk superconductivity, with T_c values close to those found in the resistivity and ac susceptibility. The normalized specific heat jumps at T_c, ΔC/γ_nT_c are 1.23, 0.93 and 1.09 for the respective Ru, Rh and Ir variants, which are smaller than the BCS weak coupling limit value of 1.43. The deviation may be ascribed to the broad nature of the transitions, as well as reduced or anisotropic gap magnitudes. The electron-phonon coupling constant λ_{el−ph} can be estimated from McMillan’s theory [50] by

λ_{el−ph} =

1.04 + μ^∗ln(θ_D/1.45T_c) (1 − 0.62μ^∗)ln(θ_D /1.45T_c) − 1.04 (1) yielding 0.45−0.54, 0.52−0.62 and 0.44−0.53, for a screened Coulomb parameter of μ = 0.1−0.15. The relatively small values of λ_{el−ph} suggest weak electronphonon coupling. Among the three samples, a comparatively larger value of λ_{el−ph} is correlated with a higher value of T_c.

FIG. 2. Characterization of the superconducting transitions of La4RuAl, La4RhAl, and La4IrAl in zero field. (a) (b) and (c) show the respective temperature dependences of the resistivity near the transition, while the insets show the data up to room temperature. (d) (e) and (f) show the corresponding real and imaginary parts of the ac susceptibility, while (g) (h) and (i) display the electronic specific heat after subtracting the phonon contribution. The red solid lines and green and blue dashed lines show the results from fitting, respectively, with s-wave, p-wave, and d-wave models described in the text. The insets display Cp/T versus T^2 at low temperatures, where the red solid lines show the results from fitting to Cp/T = γn + βT^2.

The temperature dependence of the electronic specific heat can be expressed as C_e/T =dS/dT , where S(T ) is the superconducting contribution to the entropy. S(T ) can be calculated using [51] S(T ) = − 3γ_n k_B π^3 ∫_{2π} 0 ∫_∞ 0 [(1 − f)ln(1 − f) + flnf]dϵdϕ (2) f = [1 + exp( √ ϵ^2 + Δ^2(T )/k_B T )]^{−1} (3)

Δ(T ) = g_kΔ(0) tanh 1.82[1.018((T_c/T ) − 1)]^{0.51} (4)

where f is the Fermi function, ϵ is the relative electronic energy, and Δ(0) is the superconducting gap at zero temperature. For the angle-dependent component g_k, values of 1, sinθ, and cos2ϕ are used for the s-wave, p-wave, and d-wave models, respectively, where θ is the polar angle and ϕ is the azimuthal angle. The experimental data for all three compounds are well fitted by the weak-coupling s-wave model shown by the red lines in Fig. 2, with

Δ(0) = 1.78k_BT_c for La_4RuAl, 1.57k_BT_c for La_4RhAl, and 1.74k_BT_c for La_4IrAl. The data are not well described by the p-wave and d-wave models (dashed lines), and therefore the data are more consistent with a nodeless s-wave model, rather than the two models with a nodal gap. On the other hand, in order to confirm fully gapped behavior and precisely constrain the gap magnitude, further measurements to lower temperatures are necessary, especially in the case of La_4IrAl which has the lowest T_c.

We also investigated the superconducting properties of the X = In compounds, La_4RuIn and La_4IrIn. The temperature dependences of the resistivity, ac susceptibility and electronic specific heat are shown in Fig. 3. Both exhibit metallic behavior, as shown in the insets, with respective residual resistivities of 134 and 100 μΩ cm, and RRR of 1.9 and 1.6. La_4RuIn has a superconducting transition at around 0.58 K, with a relatively wide transition width, while La_4IrIn becomes superconducting below around 0.93 K. As shown in the insets, fitting the low

FIG. 3. Temperature dependence of the resistivity, ac susceptibility and electronic specific heat of La4RuIn and La4IrIn near Tc. Insets of (a) and (b): resistivity versus temperature from 0.5 K to 300 K. Insets of (e) and (f): Low temperature Cp/T versus T^2, the red solid lines show the fits to the data with the form Cp/T = γn + βT^2.

temperature specific heat above T_c yields γ_n of 15.9(1) and 21.1(2) mJ mol^{−1} K^{−2} for La_4RuIn and La_4IrIn, together with β of 2.51(2) and 2.09(2) mJ mol^{−1} K^{−4}. These correspond to θ_D of 169(1) and 177(1) K, which are lower than those of the X = Al compounds described above, consistent with the lower values of T_c. Using Eq. (1), λ_{el−ph} were estimated to be 0.36−0.45 and 0.39−0.48, implying weaker electron-phonon coupling strengths compared with the X = Al compounds. The electronic specific heat jumps ΔC/γ_nT_c of 0.82 for La_4RuIn and 1.01 for La_4IrIn are much smaller than the BCS value of 1.43. Polycrystalline samples of isostructural Lu_4RhAl and Lu_4RhIn were also successfully synthesized, and no superconductivity was observed from measurements down to 0.4 K.

C. In-field superconducting properties

Measurements of the dc magnetic susceptibility were carried out only for La_4RhAl as its T_c is higher than the low-temperature limit (2 K) of the available MPMS. Figure. 4(a) displays the low temperature dc magnetic susceptibility of La_4RhAl upon both zero-field cooling (ZFC) and field-cooling (FC) in an applied field of 1 mT, where the data are corrected for demagnetization effects. Here a demagnetization factor of N = 0.18 is estimated, considering a cuboid sample of dimensions 0.81 × 0.55 × 1.45 mm^3, with the field applied along the longest side [52]. A clear transition at around 3.1 K and a saturated diamagnetic signal value of 4πχ close to −1 in the ZFC curve provide evidence for full diamagnetic shielding in La_4RhAl. The large difference between the FC and ZFC curves is due to trapping of the magnetic flux, which is frequently observed in polycrystalline samples of type-II superconductors. Figure. 4(b) displays the field dependence of the magnetization M(H) measured at various temperatures below T_c using a ZFC protocol, which shows the typical behavior expected for a type-II superconductor. A linear fitting of the low-field region, M_{fit}, is shown by the solid line. The lower critical field μ_0H_{c1} was determined from the field where the magnetization deviates from the linear response by a small value of 0.1 emu/cm^3, as displayed in the inset of Fig. 4(c). Figure 4(c) displays the temperature dependence of the obtained μ_0H_{c1} after correcting for demagnetization effects, which were fitted with

μ_0H_{c1}(T ) = μ_0H_{c1}(0) [ 1 − ( T T_c )_2] (5)

yielding a zero temperature value of μ_0H_{c1}(0) = 10.1(2) mT.

Figure 5 displays the temperature dependence of ρ(T ) and C_e/T (T ) of La_4T Al under various applied fields. The superconducting transitions are gradually shifted to lower temperatures and become slightly broadened with increasing magnetic field. The specific heat jump becomes smaller, suggesting second-order transitions in field for the three materials, which is characteristic of type-II superconductivity. The upper critical fields μ_0H_{c2} plotted as a function of temperature are shown in Figs. 5(g)-(i). Here T_c are determined from where there is zero resistivity (blue) and the midpoints of the specific heat jump (red). Using the slope of the upper critical field near T_c (dμ_0H_{c2}/dT = −1.04 T/K, −1.49 T/K, and −1.16 T/K for the Ru, Rh, and Ir variants, respectively), the upper critical fields μ_0H_{c2}(T ) can be fitted by the Werthamer-Helfand-Hohenberg (WHH) model [53], with zero-field values μ_0H_{c2}(0) of 1.29(1) T, 3.31(2) T and 1.34(1) T, respectively. All of these are significantly below the Pauli limit (μ_0H^{Pauli}_{c2} = 1.86T_c). The Ginzburg-Landau coherence length ξ_{GL} was calculated to be 15.9(1) nm for La_4RuAl, 9.9(1) nm for La_4RhAl and 15.6(1) nm for La_4IrAl, using

μ_0H_{c2}(0) =

Φ_0 2πξ^2_{GL} (6) where Φ_0 = h/2e is the magnetic flux quantum. Using the lower critical value μ_0H_{c1}(0) = 10.1(2) mT (determined from magnetization measurements), the superconducting penetration depth λ_{GL} for La_4RhAl can be

FIG. 4. (a) Zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and field-cooled (FC) temperature dependence of the magnetic susceptibility of La4RhAl measured in an applied magnetic field of 1 mT. (b) Field dependence of the magnetization at various temperatures below Tc. The black solid line shows the linear fitting in the low field region. (c) Lower critical field μ0Hc1 versus temperature of La4RhAl. The solid line is the fitting result using Eq. (5). The inset illustrates the determination of μ0Hc1 (see text).

FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of (a), (b), (c): resistivity and (d), (e), (f): electronic specific heat of La4RuAl, La4RhAl, and La4IrAl, respectively, measured under various applied magnetic fields in the vicinity of Tc. The upper critical field μ0Hc2 versus T are respectively shown in (g), (h), and (i). Tc was determined from where there is zero resistivity and the midpoint of the specific heat transition. The solid lines correspond to fitting using the WHH model. The insets of panel (g)-(i) show the field dependence of the residual Sommerfeld coefficient γ0, plotted as γ0(H)/γn versus H/Hc2(0), where the values of γ0(H) are estimated by extrapolating C/T ∼ T^2 curves to zero temperature.

estimated to be 225(2) nm via

μ_0H_{c1}(0) =

Φ_0 4πλ^2_{GL} ln λ_{GL} ξ_{GL} (7) Therefore, the Ginzburg-Landau parameter κ_{GL} = λ_{GL}/ξ_{GL} is 22.7(3), which is much larger than 1/ √ 2, indicating type-II superconductivity in La_4RhAl. The thermodynamic critical field μ_0H_c(0) can be estimated

FIG. 6. Temperature dependence of the resistivity and specific heat of La4RuIn and La4IrIn in various applied magnetic fields. (e) and (f) show the corresponding upper critical fields, where Tc was determined from the onset of zero resistivity and the midpoints of the specific heat jump. The solid lines are the fits using the WHH model.

from

μ_0H_{c1}(0)μ_0H_{c2}(0) = (μ_0H_c(0))^2lnκ_{GL} (8)

yielding 104(3) mT for La_4RhAl.

The residual electronic specific heat coefficient γ_0(H) can give information about low-energy quasi-particle excitations near vortex cores and hence can characterize the superconducting pairing state. The magnetic field dependence of the normalized residual Sommerfeld coefficient γ_0(H)/γ_n are shown in the insets of Figs. 5(g) and (h), where the linear behaviors are consistent with s-wave superconductivity.

The upper critical fields of La_4RuIn and La_4IrIn were determined from ρ(T ) and C_e/T in various magnetic fields, as shown in Fig. 6. The μ_0H_{c2} values are displayed in Figs. 6(e) and (f). The WHH model can be used to fit the data yielding μ_0H_{c2}(0) of 0.22(1) T and 0.50(1) T for La_4RuIn and La_4IrIn, respectively, where both values are much smaller than the Pauli limit. The coherence length ξ_{GL} are calculated via Eq. 6 to be 38.7(1) nm (La_4RuIn) and 25.6(1) nm (La_4IrIn). The corresponding data are summarized in Table. I.

FIG. 7. DFT calculations of the electronic band structure and partial density of states of (a) La4RuAl, (b) La4RhAl, (c) La4IrAl, (d) La4RuIn, and (e) La4IrIn, plotted in the energy range ±0.3 eV from the Fermi level, taking spin-orbit coupling into account. (f) Total density of states of the five superconductors near the Fermi level.

TABLE II. Superconducting and normal state properties of La4T X. Here NDFT(EF ) and γ^{cal}_n correspond to the calculated values of the density of states at the Fermi level and the Sommerfeld coefficient, respectively, from DFT calculations. Tc μ0Hc2(0) ξ γn θD λ_{el−ph} NDFT(EF ) γ^{cal}_n EASOC^{EASOC}_{kB Tc} (K) (T) (nm) (mJ mol^{−1} K^{−2}) (K) (states eV^{−1} f.u.^{−1} ) (mJ mol^{−1} K^{−2}) (meV) La4RuAl 1.77 1.29(1) 15.9(1) 20.1(1) 204(2) 0.45−0.54 5.51 20.0 13 89 La4RhAl 3.05 3.31(2) 9.9(1) 29.3(2) 208(2) 0.52−0.62 6.35 24.3 16 63 La4IrAl 1.54 1.34(1) 15.6(1) 21.3(1) 191(1) 0.44−0.53 5.18 18.7 37 285 La4RuIn 0.58 0.22(1) 38.7(1) 15.9(1) 169(1) 0.36−0.45 2.53 8.7 17 341 La4IrIn 0.93 0.50(1) 25.6(1) 21.1(2) 177(1) 0.39−0.48 4.90 17.2 40 510

D. DFT calculations

Calculations of the band structure and density of states (DOS) of La_4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Al, In) were performed, taking into account spin-orbit coupling (SOC), which are shown in Fig. 7. Since the crystal structure contains four formula units per unit cell, the band structure is very complex and highly metallic, consistent with resistivity measurements. The electronic bands are clearly split due to the ASOC and the splitting magnitude near the Fermi level E_{ASOC} for each compound is listed in Table. I. The values are between 13 and 40 meV, which are moderately large compared with other NCSs [1]. As the SOC is related to the atomic number Z, the compounds with the heavier elements Ir and In have larger E_{ASOC} splitting than those with Ru, Rh, and Al. In addition, overall the Rh/Ir compounds can be regarded as electron doped compared to the Ru compounds. This effect is most prominent in the states around Γ, where the electron pockets in the Ru compounds are absent in Rh/Ir compounds. It is noted that numerous band-crossing-like features between X-W and U-L exist near the Fermi level in this compound. The band topology and its relation with the superconductivity in this family requires further study.

The partial DOS are shown on the right side of the corresponding band structure figures. The contributions to the DOS at the Fermi level N(E_F ) are dominated by La-d orbitals for all the materials, with smaller contributions from T-d, La-p and In-p orbitals. In La_4RhAl, the quasi-flat bands near the W point at ∼ E_f −30 meV and ∼ E_f +10 meV result in two van-Hove singularity like peaks in the DOS, which disappear in La_4IrIn as the SOC is enhanced. The values of the total N(E_F ) are summarized in Table. I, where it can be seen that the compounds with relatively higher T_c have comparatively larger N(E_F ). The relatively lower T_c values and larger band splitting of La_4T In may point to influence from the ASOC on N(E_F ) and T_c. The electronic specific heat coefficient can be estimated using γ^{cal}_n = 1 3 π^2k^2_B N(E_F )(1 + λ_{el−ph}) (9)

where λ_{el−ph} were experimentally determined as described above. The resulting values γ^{cal}_n = 20.0 (La_4RuAl), 24.3 (La_4RhAl), 18.7 (La_4IrAl), 8.7 (La_4RuIn), and 17.2 (La_4IrIn) mJ mol^{−1} K^{−2} are slightly smaller than the observed γ_n (Table. I), suggesting a small effective-mass enhancement due to electronic correlations.

To explore the relationship between superconducting properties and the ASOC strength, the ratio E_{ASOC}/k_B T_c for the five superconductors are listed in Table. I. La_4RuAl and La_4RhAl have low E_{ASOC}/k_B T_c values (89 and 63) comparative to those of nodeless Li_2Pd_3B (44). La_4IrAl, La_4RuIn and La_4IrIn have larger values of 285, 341 and 510, respectively, which are comparable to the nodal superconductors Li_2Pt_3B and CaPtAs with respective values of 831 [54] and 780 [33]. As such, it is of particular interest to probe the pairing states of these systems at lower temperatures, to look for unconventional superconducting properties. Furthermore, the calculated partial DOS of La_4T X indicate that there is a dominant contribution from La orbitals near E_F , and hence substitution on the La-site may allow for a wider range of ASOC splitting to be realized.

IV. SUMMARY

We report superconductivity in a series of noncentrosymmetric compounds La_4T X (T = Ru, Rh, Ir; X = Al, In) with the cubic Gd_4RhIn-type structure (space group F ¯43m), and characterize the superconducting properties by means of electrical resistivity, magnetization and specific heat measurements, as well as electronic structure calculations. Bulk superconductivity was found with T_c values of 1.77 K, 3.05 K, 1.54 K, 0.58 K, and 0.93 K for La_4RuAl, La_4RhAl, La_4IrAl, La_4RuIn, and La_4IrIn, respectively. Both the temperature and field dependences of the specific heat of La_4T Al are consistent with s-wave superconductivity, but confirmation of the gap structure requires different measurements sensitive to low energy excitations to be performed at lower temperatures. All the systems exhibit moderate upper critical fields, significantly less than the Pauli limit, indicating the dominance of orbital limiting. In the case of La_4RhAl, magnetization measurements show typical behavior of type-II superconductivity, with a Ginzburg- Landau parameter of 22.7(3). Electronic structure calculations reveal that the electronic bands near the Fermi level are split due to the ASOC, with a range of magnitudes of the band splitting that is larger in systems with heavier elements. Our results suggest that the La_4T X systems are a large family of noncentrosymmetric superconductors, where the effect of the ASOC on the bands near the Fermi level are highly tunable by elemental substitution, and therefore these are good candidates for examining the relationship between the ASOC and superconducting properties. As such, it is of particular interest to characterize the superconducting pairing states of these compounds, via both measurements to lower temperatures which are sensitive to the superconducting gap structure, as well as probing for broken time reversal symmetry using muon-spin relaxation or the Kerr effect.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the Key R&D Program of Zhejiang Province, China (2021C01002), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 11874320, No. 12034017, No. 11874137, and No. 11974306), the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2017YFA0303100), and Zhejiang Provincial Natural Science Foundation of China (R22A0410240).

∗ Corresponding author: msmidman@zju.edu.cn † Corresponding author: hqyuan@zju.edu.cn [1] M. Smidman, M. B. Salamon, H. Q. Yuan, and D. F.

Agterberg, Reports on Progress in Physics 80, 036501 (2017).

[2] E. Bauer, G. Hilscher, H. Michor, C. Paul, E. W. Scheidt, A. Gribanov, Y. Seropegin, H. Noël, M. Sigrist, and P. Rogl, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 027003 (2004).

[3] L. P. Gor’kov and E. I. Rashba, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 037004 (2001).

[4] N. Kimura, K. Ito, K. Saitoh, Y. Umeda, H. Aoki, and T. Terashima, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 247004 (2005).

[5] I. Sugitani, Y. Okuda, H. Shishido, T. Yamada, A. Thamizhavel, E. Yamamoto, T. D. Matsuda, Y. Haga, T. Takeuchi, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 75, 043703 (2006).

[6] R. Settai, I. Sugitani, Y. Okuda, A. Thamizhavel, M. Nakashima, Y. Ōnuki, and H. Harima, Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 310, 844 (2007).

[7] F. Honda, I. Bonalde, S. Yoshiuchi, Y. Hirose, T. Nakamura, K. Shimizu, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, Physica C: Superconductivity and its Applications 470, S543 (2010).

[8] H. Wang, J. Guo, E. D. Bauer, V. A. Sidorov, H. Zhao, J. Zhang, Y. Zhou, Z. Wang, S. Cai, K. Yang, A. Li, X. Li, Y. Li, P. Sun, Y.-f. Yang, Q. Wu, T. Xiang, J. D. Thompson, and L. Sun, Phys. Rev. B 97, 064514 (2018).

[9] T. Akazawa, H. Hidaka, T. Fujiwara, T. C. Kobayashi, E. Yamamoto, Y. Haga, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 16, L29 (2004).

[10] N. Kimura, K. Ito, H. Aoki, S. Uji, and T. Terashima, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 197001 (2007).

[11] R. Settai, Y. Miyauchi, T. Takeuchi, F. Lévy, I. Sheikin, and Y. Ōnuki, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 77, 073705 (2008).

[12] M.-a. Méasson, H. Muranaka, T. Kawai, Y. Ota, K. Sugiyama, M. Hagiwara, K. Kindo, T. Takeuchi, K. Shimizu, F. Honda, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 78, 124713 (2009).

[13] H. Q. Yuan, D. F. Agterberg, N. Hayashi, P. Badica, D. Vandervelde, K. Togano, M. Sigrist, and M. B. Salamon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 017006 (2006).

[14] V. K. Anand, A. D. Hillier, D. T. Adroja, A. M. Strydom, H. Michor, K. A. McEwen, and B. D. Rainford, Phys. Rev. B 83, 064522 (2011).

[15] M. Smidman, A. D. Hillier, D. T. Adroja, M. R. Lees, V. K. Anand, R. P. Singh, R. I. Smith, D. M. Paul, and G. Balakrishnan, Phys. Rev. B 89, 094509 (2014).

[16] Y. Okuda, Y. Miyauchi, Y. Ida, Y. Takeda, C. Tonohiro, Y. Oduchi, T. Yamada, N. Duc Dung, T. D. Matsuda, Y. Haga, T. Takeuchi, M. Hagiwara, K. Kindo, H. Harima, K. Sugiyama, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 76, 044708 (2007).

[17] V. K. Anand, D. Britz, A. Bhattacharyya, D. T. Adroja, A. D. Hillier, A. M. Strydom, W. Kockelmann, B. D. Rainford, and K. A. McEwen, Phys. Rev. B 90, 014513 (2014).

[18] T. Shibayama, M. Nohara, H. A. Katori, Y. Okamoto, Z. Hiroi, and H. Takagi, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 76, 073708 (2007).

[19] K. Wakui, S. Akutagawa, N. Kase, K. Kawashima, T. Muranaka, Y. Iwahori, J. Abe, and J. Akimitsu, Journal of the Physical Society of Japan 78, 034710 (2009).

[20] R. P. Singh, A. D. Hillier, B. Mazidian, J. Quintanilla, J. F. Annett, D. M. Paul, G. Balakrishnan, and M. R. Lees, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 107002 (2014).

[21] D. Singh, S. K. P., J. A. T. Barker, D. M. Paul, A. D.

Hillier, and R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. B 97, 100505(R) (2018).

[22] D. Singh, A. D. Hillier, A. Thamizhavel, and R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. B 94, 054515 (2016).

[23] T. Shang, G. M. Pang, C. Baines, W. B. Jiang, W. Xie, A. Wang, M. Medarde, E. Pomjakushina, M. Shi, J. Mesot, H. Q. Yuan, and T. Shiroka, Phys. Rev. B 97, 020502(R) (2018).

[24] J. Chen, L. Jiao, J. L. Zhang, Y. Chen, L. Yang, M. Nicklas, F. Steglich, and H. Q. Yuan, Phys. Rev. B 88, 144510 (2013).

[25] B. Joshi, A. Thamizhavel, and S. Ramakrishnan, Phys.

Rev. B 84, 064518 (2011).

[26] L. Jiao, J. L. Zhang, Y. Chen, Z. F. Weng, Y. M. Shao, J. Y. Feng, X. Lu, B. Joshi, A. Thamizhavel, S. Ramakrishnan, and H. Q. Yuan, Phys. Rev. B 89, 060507(R) (2014).

[27] S. K. Ghosh, M. Smidman, T. Shang, J. F. Annett, A. D. Hillier, J. Quintanilla, and H. Q. Yuan, Journal of Physics: Condensed Matter 33, 033001 (2020).

[28] A. D. Hillier, J. Quintanilla, and R. Cywinski, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 102, 117007 (2009).

[29] D. Singh, M. S. Scheurer, A. D. Hillier, D. T. Adroja, and R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. B 102, 134511 (2020).

[30] J. A. T. Barker, D. Singh, A. Thamizhavel, A. D. Hillier, M. R. Lees, G. Balakrishnan, D. M. Paul, and R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, 267001 (2015).

[31] D. Singh, J. A. T. Barker, A. Thamizhavel, D. M.

Paul, A. D. Hillier, and R. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. B 96, 180501(R) (2017).

[32] T. Shang, M. Smidman, S. K. Ghosh, C. Baines, L. J.

Chang, D. J. Gawryluk, J. A. T. Barker, R. P. Singh, D. M. Paul, G. Balakrishnan, E. Pomjakushina, M. Shi, M. Medarde, A. D. Hillier, H. Q. Yuan, J. Quintanilla, J. Mesot, and T. Shiroka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 257002 (2018).

[33] W. Xie, P. Zhang, B. Shen, W. Jiang, G. Pang, T. Shang, C. Cao, M. Smidman, and H. Yuan, Science China Physics, Mechanics and Astronomy 63, 237412 (2020).

[34] T. Shang, M. Smidman, A. Wang, L.-J. Chang, C. Baines, M. K. Lee, Z. Y. Nie, G. M. Pang, W. Xie, W. B. Jiang, M. Shi, M. Medarde, T. Shiroka, and H. Q. Yuan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 207001 (2020).

[35] J. Quintanilla, A. D. Hillier, J. F. Annett, and R. Cywinski, Phys. Rev. B 82, 174511 (2010).

[36] Z. F. Weng, J. L. Zhang, M. Smidman, T. Shang, J. Quintanilla, J. F. Annett, M. Nicklas, G. M. Pang, L. Jiao, W. B. Jiang, Y. Chen, F. Steglich, and H. Q. Yuan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 027001 (2016).

[37] F. Tappe, C. Schwickert, S. Linsinger, and R. Pöttgen, Monatshefte für Chemie-Chemical Monthly 142, 1087 (2011).

[38] R. Zaremba, U. C. Rodewald, R.-D. Hoffmann, and R. Pöttgen, Monatshefte für Chemie-Chemical Monthly 138, 523 (2007).

[39] P. Solokha, N. S. De, V. Pavlyuk, and A. Saccone, Chemistry of metals and alloys 2, 39 (2009).

[40] R. Pöttgen, in Including Actinides, Handbook on the Physics and Chemistry of Rare Earths, Vol. 58, edited by J.-C. G. Bünzli and V. K. Pecharsky (Elsevier, 2020) pp. 1–38.

[41] W. Wang, Y. Du, G. Xu, X. Zhang, E. Liu, Z. Liu, Y. Shi, J. Chen, G. Wu, and X.-x. Zhang, Scientific reports 3, 1 (2013).

[42] G. Xu, W. Wang, X. Zhang, Y. Du, E. Liu, S. Wang, G. Wu, Z. Liu, and X. X. Zhang, Scientific reports 4, 1 (2014).

[43] N. P. Butch, P. Syers, K. Kirshenbaum, A. P. Hope, and J. Paglione, Phys. Rev. B 84, 220504(R) (2011).

[44] F. F. Tafti, T. Fujii, A. Juneau-Fecteau, S. René de Cotret, N. Doiron-Leyraud, A. Asamitsu, and L. Taillefer, Phys. Rev. B 87, 184504 (2013).

[45] Y. Pan, A. Nikitin, T. Bay, Y. Huang, C. Paulsen, B. Yan, and A. De Visser, EPL (Europhysics Letters) 104, 27001 (2013).

[46] Y. Nakajima, R. Hu, K. Kirshenbaum, A. Hughes, P. Syers, X. Wang, K. Wang, R. Wang, S. R. Saha, D. Pratt, J. W. Lynn, and J. Paglione, Science Advances 1, e1500242 (2015).

[47] M. Meinert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 137001 (2016). [48] S. M. A. Radmanesh, C. Martin, Y. Zhu, X. Yin, H. Xiao, Z. Q. Mao, and L. Spinu, Phys. Rev. B 98, 241111(R) (2018).

[49] H. Kim, K. Wang, Y. Nakajima, R. Hu, S. Ziemak, P. Syers, L. Wang, H. Hodovanets, J. D. Denlinger, P. M. R. Brydon, D. F. Agterberg, M. A. Tanatar, R. Prozorov, and J. Paglione, Science Advances 4, eaao4513 (2018).

[50] W. L. McMillan, Phys. Rev. 167, 331 (1968). [51] M. Tinkham, Introduction to superconductivity (Courier Corporation, 2004).

[52] A. Aharoni, Journal of Applied Physics 83, 3432 (1998). [53] N. R. Werthamer, E. Helfand, and P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 147, 295 (1966).

[54] K.-W. Lee and W. E. Pickett, Phys. Rev. B 72, 174505 (2005).