arXiv:1206.2030v3 [cond-mat.supr-con] 21 Jan 2014

Anomalous impurity effects in the iron-based superconductor KFe_2As_2

A. F. Wang,^1 S. Y. Zhou,^2 X. G. Luo,^1 X. C. Hong,^2 Y. J. Yan,^1 J. J. Ying,^1 P. Cheng,^1 G. J. Ye,^1 and Z. J. Xiang,^1 S. Y. Li,^{2, ∗} and X. H. Chen^{1, †} 1Hefei National Laboratory for Physical Science at Microscale and Department of Physics, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei, Anhui 230026, People’s Republic of China 2Department of Physics, State Key Laboratory of Surface Physics, and Laboratory of Advanced Materials, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China

High-quality K(Fe1−xCox)2As2 single crystals have been grown by using KAs flux method. Instead of increasing the superconducting transition temperature Tc through electron doping, we find that Co impurities rapidly suppress Tc down to zero at only x ≈ 0.04. Such an effective suppression of Tc by impurities is quite different from that observed in Ba0.5K0.5Fe2As2 with multiple nodeless superconducting gaps. Thermal conductivity measurements in zero field show that the residual linear term κ0/T only change slightly with 3.4% Co doping, despite the sharp increase of scattering rate. The implications of these anomalous impurity effects are discussed.

PACS numbers: 74.70.Xa,74.25.fc,74.62.Dh

The iron-based superconductors, as a second high- T_c superconducting family after cuprates, have stimulated great interests.^{1–4} Since the symmetry and structure of the superconducting gap reflect the underlying electron pairing mechanism, extensive works have been done to clarify them.^5 However, so far there is still no consensus on this issue, particularly the origin of the nodal gaps in KFe_2As_2,^{6–11} LaFePO,^{12–14} LiFeP,^{15} BaFe_2(As_{1−x}P_x)_2,^{16–18} and Ba(Fe_{1−x}Ru_x)_2As_2.^{19} For the hole-doped Ba_{1−x}K_xFe_2As_2 (“122”) system, the angle-resolved photon emission spectroscopy (ARPES) expeirment revealed multiple nodeless gaps on both hole and electron Fermi surfaces at optimal doping x = 0.4,^{20} which was further supported by measurements of bulk properties such as thermal conductivity.^{21} On the overdoped side, nodeless gaps were also observed at x = 0.7 by ARPES,^{22} and at x = 0.77 by point contact Andreev reflection spectroscopy.^{23} Surprisingly, further increasing doping to the end member KFe_2As_2, in which only hole pockets exist,^{24} nodal superconducting gap was found by NMR, thermal conductivity, penetration depth, and ARPES measurements.^{6–10}

While the s_±-wave gaps in Ba_{0.6}K_{0.4}Fe_2As_2 are still not conclusive,^5 it is under hot debate whether the superconducting gap of KFe_2As_2 is d-wave with symmetry-imposed nodes^{9,25} or s-wave with accidental nodes.^{10,26,27} The thermal conductivity experiment showed evidences for d-wave superconductivity by comparing the results of dirty and clean KFe_2As_2 single crystals,^9 however, the ARPES experiment clearly observed eight nodes on the middle Fermi surfaces, suggesting accidental nodal s-wave superconducting gap in KFe_2As_2.^{10}

Recently, the heavily hole-doped Ba_{1−x}K_xFe_2As_2 sin-

∗Corresponding author; Electronic address: shiyan˙li@fudan.edu.cn †Corresponding author; Electronic address: chenxh@ustc.edu.cn

gle crystals are available, and more ARPES and thermal conductivity experiments have been done to figure out the doping evolution of superconducting gap structure.^{28–31} For the Ba_{0.1}K_{0.9}Fe_2As_2 (T_c = 9 K) single crystal, a special nodal s-wave gap structure, with isotropic gap on each Γ-centered hole pocket and a “⋎”- shaped nodal gap at the tip of the off-M-centered hole lobes, was revealed by ARPES experiments.^{29} This is consistent with the very small residual linear term κ_0/T observed by thermal conductivity measurements.^{31} Furthermore, the dramatic doping dependence of κ_0/T close to x = 1.0 also can not be explained by a d-wave superconducting gap in KFe_2As_2.^{31}

In this paper, we try to recover the electron Fermi surface in KFe_2As_2 alternatively by Co doping, and expect the enhancement of T_c and a crossover from nodal to nodeless superconducting state. However, unexpected doping effects are found in K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2. First, Co impurities suppress T_c very rapidly, and at only x = 0.042 no superconductivity can be observed down to 50 mK. This rapid suppression of T_c by impurities is different from that in Ba_{0.5}K_{0.5}Fe_2As_2 with nodeless gaps. Secondly, thermal conductivity measurements show that the residual linear term κ_0/T does not change much with 3.4% Co doping. These anomalous impurity effects may reflect the underlying nodal s-wave gap structure in KFe_2As_2.

K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 single crystals were grown by using KAs flux method. The starting materials for single crystal growth are KAs, Fe and Co powders. KAs flux was prepared by reacting stoichiometric K pieces and As powders at 200^∘C for 4 hours. KAs, Fe and Co powders were carefully weighed according to the ratio KAs: Fe: Co=12: 2-2x: 2x, with x = 0, 0.005, 0.010, 0.025 and 0.050. After thoroughly grounding, the mixtures were put into alumina crucibles and then sealed in iron crucibles under 1.5 atm of pure argon gas. The sealed crucibles were heated to 900^∘C in a tube furnace filled with inert gas and kept at 900^∘C for 6 hours, then cooled slowly to 600^∘C at 3^∘C/h to grow single crystals. The

KAs flux was washed out by alcohol and shiny black crystals with typical dimensions of 2 × 1 × 0.03 mm^3 were obtained. The single crystals are stable in air or alcohol for several days. The actual chemical compositions were determined by energy dispersive x-ray spectroscopy to be 0, 0.017, 0.034, 0.042 and 0.050 for the five nominal compositions, with a standard instrument error 10%. Below we will use the actual compositions. Resistivity and Hall coefficient were measured in a Physical Property Measurement System (PPMS, Quantum Design). Resistivity below 2 K and thermal conductivity were measured in a dilution refrigerator.

FIG. 1: (Color online) The XRD patterns for K(Fe1−xCox)2As2 single crystals with x = 0 - 0.050. The inset shows x dependence of the lattice parameter c estimated from the data in the main panel.

Figure 1 plots the x-ray diffraction (XRD) patterns for K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 single crystals. Only reflections of (0 0 2l) show up, suggesting good orientation along c-axis for all the crystals. The lattice parameter c was estimated from the XRD data and plotted in the inset of Fig. 1. For the pure KFe_2As_2, c = 13.876 Å is obtained, which is consistent with previous reports.^{32,33} It is found that c decreases linearly with increasing Co doping. At x = 0.050, c is reduced by ∼ 0.1%.

Figure 2 shows the temperature dependence of resistivity for K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 single crystals. The data were taken down to 50 mK for x = 0.042 and 0.050 samples. The transition temperature T_c is defined when the resistivity drops to 90% of the normal-state value. For the pure KFe_2As_2, T_c = 4.4 K and resistivity reaches zero at 4.2 K. The power-law fit ρ(T ) = ρ_0 + bT^α between 5 and 25 K yields a residual resistivity ρ_0 = 0.11 ± 0.01 μΩ cm and α = 1.89, from which a residual resistance ratio RRR = ρ(300K)/ρ_0 = 2017 is estimated. The extremely low ρ_0 and high RRR show that this crystal is very close to the clean limit. The RRR decreases dramatically from 2017 to 19 with increasing Co doping from 0 to 0.050 (see Table I), suggesting that the Co doping leads to large impurity scattering. At the same time, T_c decreases rapidly to zero at x ≈ 0.04.

Previously, the major role of Co doping in iron-based

FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) Temperature dependence of resistivity for K(Fe1−xCox)2As2 single crystals. (b) The zoomed plot for the low-temperature data shown in (a). The lines are the fits to ρ = ρ0 + aT^α, from which the residual resistivity ρ0 is extrapolated.

TABLE I: Lattice parameter c, residual resistivity ρ0, powerlaw exponent α, residual resistance ratio RRR and superconducting transition temperature Tc, varying with Co content x. x c ρ0 α RRR Tc (Å) (μΩ cm) (K) 0 13.876 0.11 1.89 2017 4.4 0.017 13.871 2.69 1.79 92 2.9 0.034 13.866 3.39 1.71 72 1.7 0.042 13.864 9.18 1.60 37 0 0.050 13.862 17.1 1.62 19 0

superconductors is to introduce electrons into the FeAs layer, which is evident from the evolution of electron and hole pockets with x in Ba(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2.^{34,35} The impurity effect of Co dopants is less concerned. That is why we try to use Co doping to recover the electron Fermi surfaces in KFe_2As_2 and expect the increase of T_c. However, the rapid suppression of T_c with x indicates that the impurity effect of Co dopants is playing the major role in K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2.

Recently, a weak T_c suppression effect from transition-metal impurities was observed in Ba_{0.5}K_{0.5}(Fe_{1−x}M_x)_2As_2 (M = Mn, Ru, Co, Ni,

Cu, and Zn).^{36} In Fig. 3, we plot the normalized T_c versus Co content for K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 and Ba_{0.5}K_{0.5}(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2.^{36} For comparison, similar data of d-wave superconductors YBa_2(Cu_{1−x}Zn_x)_3O_{6.93} (T_c(x=0) = 92 K), La_{1.85}Sr_{0.15}Cu_{1−x}Ni_xO_4 (T_c(x=0) = 37.7 K), and CeCo(In_{1−x}Sn_x)_5 (T_c(x=0) = 2.25 K) are also plotted.^{37–39} It is clearly seen that the impurity effect on T_c in K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 is very different from that in nodeless s-wave superconductor Ba_{0.5}K_{0.5}(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2, but mimics that in those d-wave superconductors.

FIG. 3: (Color online) The normalized Tc vs impurity content x for K(Fe1−xCox)2As2, s-wave superconductor Ba0.5 K0.5(Fe1−xCox)2As2, d-wave superconductors YBa2(Cu1−xZnx)3O6.93, La1.85Sr0.15Cu1−xNixO4, and CeCo(In1−xSnx)5.^{36–39}

The rapid suppression of T_c by Co doping in KFe_2As_2 is very unusual among all iron-based superconductors. As described earlier, recent ARPES and thermal conductivity experiments support nodal s-wave gap in KFe_2As_2. Theoretically, for a nodal s-wave superconductor, the impurities will make the gap more isotropic and do not effectively reduce the gap magnitude.^{40} This means its T_c should not decrease in such a rapid manner. However, recently we also find similar rapid suppression of T_c by Co doping in LiFeP and LaFePO. Therefore, the anomalous impurity effect on T_c may be an intrinsic property of these stoichiometric iron-based superconductors with nodal gap. In fact, there was no any real nodal s-wave superconductor before the discovery of iron-based superconductors. In this sense, further theoretical investigation is needed to revisit the impurity effect on the T_c of nodal s-wave superconductor.

An extraordinary feature of d-wave superconductor is the universal heat conduction upon increasing the impurity level, which has been clearly demonstrated in YBa_2(Cu_{1−x}Zn_x)_3O_{6.9}.^{41} The universal heat conduction results from the compensation between the increase of nodal quasiparticle density induced by impurities and the decrease of mean free path. For an accidental nodal swave superconductor, the heat conduction should not be universal.^{42} Reid et al. observed universal heat conduction by comparing clean and dirty KFe_2As_2 single crystals with 10 times difference of ρ_0, and argued that it is a compelling evidence for d-wave gap.^9 With the intentional Co doping, here we also check whether the heat conduction in K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 is universal.

FIG. 4: (Color online) The thermal conductivity of K(Fe1−xCox)2As2 with (a) x = 0, and (b) x = 0.034 in zero magnetic field. The solid lines are fits to κ/T = a + bT^2 for x = 0 sample, and κ/T = a + bT for x = 0.034 sample, respectively. The dash lines are the normal-state Wiedemann-Franz law expectation L0/ρ0, with L0 the Lorenz number 2.45 × 10^{−8} WΩK^{−2} and normal-state ρ0 = 0.116 and 3.56 μΩcm, respectively. For the x = 0 sample, its L0/ρ0 is divided by 5 to put into the panel.

Fig. 4 shows the thermal conductivity of superconducting K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 single crystals with x = 0 and 0.034 in zero magnetic field. For the pure KFe_2As_2 with ρ_0 = 0.116 μΩ cm, the data below 0.3 K can be fitted by κ/T = a + bT^2, with the residual linear term κ_0/T = a = 4.94 ± 0.09 mW K^{−2} cm^{−1} and b = 283 ± 2. However, for the x = 0.034 sample with ρ_0 = 3.56 μΩ cm, the data below 0.4 K obeys κ/T = a + bT , with κ_0/T = a = 3.95 ± 0.01 mW K^{−2} cm^{−1} and b = 2.43 ± 0.06. Previously, for a dirty KFe_2As_2 with ρ_0 = 3.32 μΩ cm, similar temperature dependence of κ/T = a + bT was observed, with b = 3.04.^7 Therefore, the T^2 term of κ is attributed to phonons, and the huge T^3 term observed in the clean KFe_2As_2 must come from the nodal quasiparticles. While the origin of this electronic T^3 term is still not clear,^{9,31} it is apparently suppressed by impurities in the K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 x = 0.034 sample.

From Fig. 4, while the ρ_0 is increased by 30 times, the κ_0/T of the x = 0 and 0.034 samples in zero field remain comparable (4.94 and 3.95 mW K^{−2} cm^{−1}). For the x = 0 sample, the value is less than 3% of its normal-state

Wiedemann-Franz law expectation κ/T = L_0/ρ_0, with L_0 the Lorenz number 2.45 × 10^{−8} WΩK^{−2}. For the dirty x = 0.034 sample, the value is more that 50% of its normal-state κ/T . Therefore, roughly universal heat conduction is also observed in K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2. Although the theoretical model with some assumed nodal s-wave gap structure suggests that the thermal conductivity is nonuniversal,^{42} it is hard to conclude that this comparable heat conduction is an evidence of d-wave gap in KFe_2As_2.^9 First, the superconducting gap structure of KFe_2As_2 is very complex, e.g., the “⋎”-shaped nodal gap at the tip of the off-M-centered hole lobes. Second, the impurity may slightly change the doping level, which can also cause a dramatic change of κ_0/T .^{31} One needs to carefully evaluate whether different effects can finally bring some kind of compensation on thermal conductivity in KFe_2As_2.

In summary, we have grown high-quality K(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2 single crystals and find that the superconductivity was suppressed quickly by Co doping at only x ≈ 0.04. Such an effective suppression of T_c by impurities is very different from that in nodeless s-wave superconductor Ba_{0.5}K_{0.5}Fe_2As_2, and it may be an intrinsic property of stoichiometric iron-based superconductors with nodal gap. A comparable heat conduction is observed in the x = 0 and 0.034 superconducting samples, however, a careful evaluation of different effects on κ_0/T is needed, taking into account the complex nodal s-wave superconducting gap structure of KFe_2As_2.

This work is supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11190021, 51021091, and 91021016), the National Basic Research Program of China (973 Program, Grant No. 2012CB922002, 2011CB00101, and 2012CB821402), Chinese Academy of Sciences, and the Program for Professor of Special Appointment (Eastern Scholar) at Shanghai Institutions of Higher Learning.

1 Y. Kamihara, T. Watanabe, M. Hirano, and H. Hosono, J.

Am. Chem. Soc. 130, 3296 (2008).

2 X. H. Chen, T. Wu, G. Wu, R. H. Liu, H. Chen, and D.

F. Fang, Nature (London) 453, 761 (2008).

3 J. Paglione and R. L. Greene, Nature Phys. 6, 645 (2010). 4 G. R. Stewart, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1589 (2011). 5 P. J. Hirschfeld, M. M. Korshunov, and I. I. Mazin, Rep.

Prog. Phys. 74, 124508 (2011).

6 H. Fukazawa et al., J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 78, 083712 (2009). 7 J. K. Dong, S. Y. Zhou, T. Y. Guan, H. Zhang, Y. F. Dai, X. Qiu, X. F. Wang, Y. He, X. H. Chen, and S. Y. Li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 087005 (2010).

8 K. Hashimoto, A. Serafin, S. Tonegawa, R. Katsumata, R. Okazaki, T. Saito, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, K. Kihou, C. H. Lee, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, H. Ikeda, Y. Matsuda, A. Carrington, and T. Shibauchi, Phys. Rev. B 82, 014526 (2010).

9 J.-Ph. Reid, M. A. Tanatar, A. Juneau-Fecteau, R. T. Gordon, S. René de Cotret, N. Doiron-Leyraud, T. Saito, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, K. Kihou, C. H. Lee, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, R. Prozorov, and Louis Taillefer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 087001 (2012).

10 K. Okazaki, Y. Ota, Y. Kotani, W. Malaeb, Y. Ishida, T.

Shimojima, T. Kiss, S. Watanabe, C.-T. Chen, K. Kihou, C. H. Lee, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, T. Saito, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, K. Hashimoto, T. Shibauchi, Y. Matsuda, H. Ikeda, H. Miyahara, R. Arita, A. Chainani, S. Shin, Science 337 1314. (2012).

11 F. F. Tafti, A. Juneau-Fecteau, M.-E. Delage, S. Rene de Cotret, J.-Ph. Reid, A. F. Wang, X. G. Luo, X. H. Chen, N. Doiron-Leyraud, and L. Taillefer, Nat. Phys. 9, 349 (2012).

12 J. D. Fletcher, A. Serafin, L. Malone, J. G. Analytis, J.

-H. Chu, A. S. Erickson, I. R. Fisher, and A. Carrington, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 147001 (2009).

13 C. W. Hicks, T. M. Lippman, M. E. Huber, J. G. Analytis, J. H. Chu, A. S. Erickson, I. R. Fisher, and K. A. Moler, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 127003 (2009).

14 M. Yamashida, N. Nakata, Y. Senshu, S. Tonegawa, K.

Ikada, K. Hashimaoto, H. Sugawara, T. Shibauchi, and Y. Matsuda, Phys. Rev. B 80, 220509 (2009).

15 K. Hashimoto, S. Kasahara, R. Katsumata, Y. Mizukami, M. Yamashita, H. Ikeda, T. Terashima, A. Carrington, Y. Matsuda, and T. Shibauchi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 047003 (2012).

16 Y. Nakai, T. Iye, S. Kitagawa, K. Ishida, S. Kasahara, T.

Shibauchi, Y. Matsuda, and T. Terashima, Phys. Rev. B 81, 020503(R) (2010).

17 K. Hashimoto, M. Yamashita, S. Kasahara, Y. Senshu, N.

Nakata, S. Tonegawa, K. Ikada, A. Serafin, A. Carrington, T. Terashima, H. Ikeda, T. Shibauchi, and Y. Matsuda, Phys. Rev. B 81, 220501(R) (2010).

18 Y. Zhang, Z. R. Ye, Q. Q. Ge, F. Chen, Juan Jiang, M.

Xu, B. P. Xie, and D. L. Feng, Nat. Phys. 8, 371 (2012). 19 X. Qiu, S. Y. Zhou, H. Zhang, B. Y. Pan, X. C. Hong, Y.

F. Dai, M. J. Eom, J. S. Kim, Z. R. Ye, Y. Zhang, D. L. Feng, and S. Y. Li, Phys. Rev. X 2, 011010 (2012).

20 H. Ding, P. Richard, K. Nakayama, K. Sugawara, T.

Arakane, Y. Sekiba, A. Takayama, S. Souma, T. Sato, T. Takahashi, Z. Wang, X. Dai, Z. Fang, G. F. Chen, J. L. Luo, and N. L. Wang, Europhys. Lett. 83, 47001 (2008).

21 X. G. Luo, M. A. Tanatar, J. -Ph. Reid, H. Shakeripour, N. Doiron-Leyraud, N. Ni, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Canfield, H. Q. Luo, Z. S. Wang, H. H. Wen, R. Prozorov, and L. Taillefer, Phys. Rev. B 80, 140503(R) (2009).

22 K. Nakayama, T. Sato, P. Richard, Y. -M. Xu, T. Kawahara, K. Umezawa, T. Qian, M. Neupane, G. F. Chen, H. Ding, and T. Takahashi, Phys. Rev. B 83, 020501(R) (2011).

23 X. H. Zhang, Y. S. Oh, Y. Liu, L. Q. Yan, S. R. Saha, N. P. Butch, K. Kirshenbaum, K. H. Kim, J. Paglione, R. L. Greene, and I. Takeuchi, Phys. Rev. B 82, 020515(R) (2010).

24 T. Sato, K. Nakayama, Y. Sekiba, P. Richard, Y. -M, Xu, S. Souma, T. Takahashi, G. F. Chen, J. L. Luo, N. L. Wang, and H. Ding, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 047002 (2009).

25 R. Thomale, C. Platt, W. Hanke, J. P. Hu, and B. A.

Bernevig, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 117001 (2011).

26 K. Suzuki, H. Usui, and K. Kuroki, Phys. Rev. B 84, 144514 (2011).

27 S. Maiti, M. M. Korshunov, and A. V. Chubukov, Phys.

Rev. B 85, 014511 (2012).

28 Y. Ota, K. Okazaki, Y. Kotani, T. Shimojima, W. Malaeb, S. Watanabe, C. -T. Chen, K. Kihou, C. H. Lee, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, T. Saito, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, and S. Shin, arXiv:1307.7922 (2013).

29 N. Xu, P. Richard, X. Shi, A. van Roekeghem, T. Qian, E. Razzoli, E. Rienks, G.-F. Chen, E. Ieki, K. Nakayama, T. Sato, T. Takahashi, M. Shi, H. Ding, Phys. Rev. B, 88, 220508(R) (2013).

30 D. Watanabe, T. Yamashita, Y. Kawamoto, S. Kurata, Y.

Mizukami, T. Ohta, S. Kasahara, M. Yamashita, T. Saito, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, S. Ishida, K. Kihou, C. H. Lee, A. Iyo, H. Eisaki, A. B. Vorontsov, T. Shibauchi, Y. Matsuda, arXiv:1307.3408 (2013).

31 X. C. Hong, A. F. Wang, Z. Zhang, J. Pan, L. P. He, X.

G. Luo, X. H. Chen, and S. Y. Li, arXiv:1401.0792 (2014). 32 K. Kihou, T. Saito, S. Ishida, M. Nakajima, Y. Tomioka, H. Fukazawa, Y. Kohori, T. Ito, S. Uchida, A. Iyo, C. -H. Lee, H. Eisaki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn, 79, 124713 (2010).

33 H. Chen, Y. Ren, Y. Qiu, W. Bao, R. H. Liu, G. Wu, T.

Wu, Y. L. Xie, X. F. Wang, Q. Huang, and X. H. Chen, Europhys. Lett. 85, 17006 (2009).

34 C. Liu, T. Kondo, R. M. Fernandes, A. D. Palczewski, E.

D. Mun, N. Ni, A. N. Thaler, A. Bostwick, E. Rotenberg, J. Schmalian, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Canfield, and A. Kaminski,

Nature Phys. 6, 419 (2010); C. Liu, A. D. Palczewski, R. S. Dhaka, T. Kondo, R. M. Fernandes, E. D. Mun, H. Hodovanets, A. N. Thaler, J. Schmalian, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Canfield, and A. Kaminski, Phys. Rev. B 84, 020509 (2011).

35 M. Neupane, P. Richard, Y. -M. Xu, K. Nakayama, T.

Sato, T. Takahashi, A. V. Federov, G. Xu, X. Dai, Z. Fang, Z. Wang, G. F. Chen, N. L. Wang, H. H. Wen, and H. Ding, Phys. Rev. B 83, 094522 (2011).

36 J. Li, Y. F. Guo, S. B. Zhang, J. Yuan, Y. Tsujimoto, X.

Wang, C. I. Sathish, Y. Sun, S. Yu, W. Yi, K. Yamaura, E. T. Muromachiu, Y. Shirako, M. Akaogi, and H. Kontani, Phys. Rev. B 85, 214509 (2012).

37 Y. Fukuzumi, K. Mizuhashi, K. Takenaka, and S. Uchida, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 684 (1996).

38 C. J. Zhang and H. Oyanagi, Phys. Rev. B 79, 064521 (2009).

39 M. Daniel, E. D. Bauer, S. -W. Han, C. H. Booth, A. L.

Cornelius, P. G. Pagliuso, and J. L. Sarrao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 016406 (2005).

40 L. S. Borkowski and P. J. Hirschfeld, Phys. Rev. B 49, 15404(R) (1994).

41 L. Taillefer, B. Lussier, R. Gagnon, K. Behnia, and H.

Aubin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79, 483 (1997).

42 V. Mishra, A. Vorontsov, P. J. Hirschfeld, I. Vekhter, Phys.

Rev. B 80, 224525 (2009).