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Superconductivity is characterized by vanishing electrical resistance and mag-
netic flux expulsion. For conventional type II superconductors, the magnetic flux
expulsion is incomplete in an applied magnetic field above a critical value and
magnetic flux penetrates the bulk of the superconductor in discrete quantized
magnetic flux tubes (vortices), each carrying a single quantum of flux (& /2e).
Investigating the unconventional superconductor UPt3 with a scanning supercon-
ducting quantum interference device (SQUID), we observed mobile half-quantum
vortices together with one quantum vortices. Cooling the material under a higher
magnetic field revealed the presence of lines of magnetic contrast resembling

domain walls. These observations agree with theoretical predictions for chiral su-
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perconductivity with a two dimensional complex order-parameter with sheets of

half-quantum vortices separating domains of opposite order-parameter chirality.

Introduction

A superconducting state is a coherent collective state of a macroscopic number of electrons, de-
scribed by a multielectron complex wavefunction. The wavefunction is constructed from bound
electron-electron pairs called Cooper pairs that are anti-symmetric under exchange of their con-
stituent electrons. If the crystal possesses inversion symmetry the pair wavefunction factorizes as a
product of spin and spatial parts. In conventional superconductors, the spatial part has the full sym-
metry of the crystal point group and the pair is in a spin singlet state (S=0) (/, 2). In unconventional
superconductors the spatial part of the Cooper pair wavefunction is no longer invariant under the
crystal point group. If the parity of the spatial part is even the superconductivity has S = 0, while
an odd parity requires spin S = 1. For some point groups unconventional superconductors with
multi-component order parameters are possible. These states open up new possibilities, including
the formation of fractional vortices and domains.

Unconventional pairing was first discovered in superfluid *He: of particular relevance to our
study of UPt3 is the A-phase of *He, which occurs just below the normal-superfluid transition
temperature 2 mK under pressure P > 20bar. This has a chiral p-wave (p, +ip,) order parameter
with § = 1 that breaks time-reversal symmetry and has nontrivial topology (3). UPts is an example of
a heavy-fermion metal in which the conduction electrons are strongly correlated by spin fluctuations
leading to a greatly increased electronic specific heat. Although many heavy-fermion metals are
unconventional superconductors (4), UPt3 stands out in having three distinct superconducting
phases (5-8) at ambient pressure in moderate magnetic fields. In zero applied magnetic field,
cooling from the normal state, the A-state appears at T} (7} is sample dependent in the range
510-560 mK for samples showing sharp transitions). This is followed by a transition to the B-phase

at T, where T} -7 = 50—80 mK. The C phase appears in magnetic fields H || ¢ > 0.4 T and is not



accessed in our measurements. The multiple superconducting phases point to a multi-component
order parameter with the separation between A and B states attributed to a weak local deviation
from hexagonal crystal symmetry; only a single component of the order is then present in zero field
in the A-phase. Evidence that the B-phase breaks time reversal symmetry (TRS) comes from (i)
small-angle neutron scattering (SANS) from the vortex lattice following different field paths (9),
(i1) internal fields detected with muon spin rotation (#SR) on poorer quality samples (/0) (the fields
detected with uSR may be induced by crystalline defects since they are not found in better quality
samples (/7)) (iii) a Polar Kerr effect (/2) and (iv) Josephson interferometry measurements (/3). The
low temperature B-phase is then a TRS breaking chiral state analogous with *He-A.. Such states are
predicted to host novel chiral textures including domain walls decorated by half-quantum vortices
(vortex sheets) separating regions of Cooper pairs with opposite chirality (3, /4-19). For UPt;
a chiral TRS breaking B-phase is possible for different order parameter symmetries (irreducible
representations) having different nodes in the gap function. The choice of order parameter has to
explain the observed field-temperature phase diagram, and the power law dependence of various
physical quantities (4, 20, 21) as well as more direct Josephson interferometry measurements. A
predominantly f-wave, odd-parity order parameter belonging to the E, irreducible representation
of the D¢y point group (22-25) appears to offer the most comprehensive explanation of these
measurements. Experimentally, vortex sheets between anti-phase domains were detected in bulk
3He A-phase by nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) spectroscopy in a rotating cryostat (26). Half-
quantum vortices have also been observed, but only in a nanoconfined polar phase of *He (27). Half
quantum vortices in a similarly confined distorted A-phase have not yet been seen experimentally,
but are predicted to carry Majorana zero modes (a zero energy state bound to vortex cores that is
an equal superposition of a conventional fermion and hole). Vortices with Majorana zero modes
obey non-Abelian statistics and could in principle be braided to make a topological quantum
computer (27). The theoretical determination of whether half quantum vortices on domain walls
in UPt3 carry Majorana zero modes is not yet clear and requires knowledge of the actual order

parameter (and the known Fermi surface). If half quantum vortices in UPt; are found to have



Majorana zero modes they would be much easier to manipulate than those in superfluid *He.

Besides *He, half-quantum vortices have been observed in engineered geometries of spin-singlet
high T, superconductors by scanning SQUID microscopy (SSM) (28) and in spin-triplet S-BiPd
polycrystalline rings by resistance oscillations (29). Indications for the presence of half-quantum
vortices were also reported in micrometer size Sro,RuQOy4 (30, 31), either by cantilever magnetometry
or magneto-transport, but could not be corroborated by SSM in bulk crystals (32). In hole doped
Ba;_ K FesAs,(x = 0.77), SSM detected magnetic features carrying fractional quanta of flux only
at temperatures above 0.8 T/T. (33). The fractional quantisation in this case is attributed to multiple
bands.

The theory for domain walls between the opposite time reversed states in the B-phase of UPt3
is well established (3, 15, 16, 18). It is energetically favorable to locate vortices on the domain walls
compared to in the bulk, leading to the formation of vortex sheets, and for these vortices to split
into pairs of fractional vortices (/6). The presence of domain walls has been argued to affect flux
penetration and flux motion (/6,22). The domain walls were assumed to be immobile in this context
presenting a barrier to flux motion. While these ideas have been applied to interpret measurements
of flux creep and flux noise, the direct observation of domain walls and vortex splitting are missing.
In this study, we report such direct observations of half-quantum vortices and vortex sheets in the
B-phase of heavy fermion UPt; in images taken with a scanning SQUID microscope (34, 35). The
observed features add support to the identification of TRS breaking state in the B-phase. What is
less expected is that we find that the domain walls are highly mobile, moving in response to small

temperature chan £ges.

Results

Half-quantum vortices

Two UPt3 single crystals from different batches (their detailed characterization is given in figure S3,

S4, S8) were investigated by SSM. A microSQUID (figure S1) was scanned over polished ab faces



of the crystals to map the emanating magnetic flux with an external magnetic field applied parallel
to the crystals’ c-axis. After field cooling the sample in a magnetic field close to zero, flux structures
were observed consistent with single vortices. A typical vortex is illustrated in Fig. 1A, (and figure
S2) measured for increasing temperature, starting from the low temperature B-phase up to T}.
The computation of the magnetic flux is achieved (after subtraction of a background plane) from
a 2-dimensional fit to a monopole magnetic charge model (36), equation S1, and corresponds to a
flux quantum ¢o. Magnetic field profiles are displayed in panel B, from which the peak magnetic
field B,,,4x is deduced. The profiles presented are smoothed by averaging the central point with the
8 data points around.

The temperature dependence of B,,,, is shown in panel C, with B,,,, = 35 uT at 0.3 K. The
dashed lines represent a fit with a power law model B,,,,=Bo(1-(T/T;)™), between 0.3 and 0.5 K,

from which we extracted the parameters Bo=38 + 1 uT, m=4.2 + 0.1, and T,=0.54 + 0.01K
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Figure 1: Temperature dependence of magnetic induction of a single vortex in UPt; (A)
Consecutive magnetic images of the same vortex as temperature is increased step-wise. (B) Profiles
through this vortex for temperatures from 0.3 to 0.5K. (C) The temperature dependence of the

maximum field at the center of the vortex.

In the B-phase integer quantum vortices are not the only flux structures detected. Weaker signals



from vortices with half of the maximum field amplitude are also visible in the magnetic image,
Fig. 2(A). The line-profiles of a 1d( vortex (line A) and a 0.5®( vortex (line B) are plotted in
Fig. 2(B), along with fits to the monopole model (equation S1) with nearly identical parameters for
penetration depth + SQUID sample distance (with @ as prefactor: 3.31 + 0.02 um and with (/2
3.26+ 0.02 um ). The magnetic field profiles of both single and half quantum vortices are isotropic
within the resolution of the measurements; i.e. are the same along orthogonal directions (see figure
S2).

In order to study whether half-quantum vortices are specific to the B-phase, we acquired
consecutive images after field cooling (FC), firstly in the B-phase at 0.3 K and then after increasing
the temperature to 0.475 K in the A-phase (repeated 7 times). Histograms of the frequency of the
field maxima values observed in all the images at each temperature are shown in Fig.2(C) and (D).
At 0.3 K (panel C), the strongest peak in the distribution is at 38 uT corresponding to 1®g vortices.
A second peak at half this value (19 uT) corresponds to half-quantum vortices. There are some
field maxima values above 38 uT that can be assigned to overlapping vortices. At 0.475 K (panel
D), the main peak is centered at 17 uT, which correspond to 1®q vortices at this temperature.
There are no maxima with lower field values. These observations are consistent with the presence
of half-quantum vortices in the B-phase, and their absence in the A-phase.

To investigate the stability of the half-quantum vortices in the B-phase the sample was cooled
to 0.3K in a field compensating the laboratory residual magnetic field, and images were acquired
during 1 hour at various temperatures in 25 mK steps without surpassing the set temperature
by more than 1 mK. The image at 0.3K (Fig.3A), contains five clear quantum vortices plus a
vortex/antivortex structure in the lower left corner. We discuss this last feature separately after first
discussing the main part of the image containing the 5 vortices. At 0.35 K (Fig.3B), in addition to
the four vortices situated in the upper half of the image whose positions are unchanged (pinned),
several half-quantum vortices appear in the lower half of the image. The fifth quantum vortex,
observed at 0.3 K close to the image center, seems to have split into two of these half-vortices, with

additional half-quantum vortices entering the image from the right to form an arc of half quantum



B

40
Mo,
A - 050,
y —~
Ve AA [205
[a0]
£
r‘ﬁl‘ 0
I* T T T 1
10 -5 0 5 10
D X-Xo (Km)
i 0.3K 0.475K | 45
—_ ] —_
v 15 1 7o)
< 10 ! <
S] 1 | 5 g
o 5 §(D0: o
04 . —L0
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60

B nax (UT) B nax (UT)

Figure 2: Vortices, antivortices and half-quantum vortices in the B-phase of UPt; . (A) An
image of the local magnetic field over a sample surface of UPt3 following cooling from above 7} to
0.3 K in close to zero applied magnetic field. Several vortices, two anti-vortices and a half-quantum
vortex are visible. The lines labeled A and B pass through the center of a vortex and a half-quantum
vortex respectively. (B) The field profiles along the lines shown in panel (A). The solid curves
are fits (see text) to these profiles with flux ¢g and ¢(/2 (and the same SQUID to sample surface
distance). (C) is a frequency histogram of local field maxima values from 7 such images captured
in 7 consecutive cool downs from above 7+ to 0.3 K in the B-phase. The vertical dashed lines show
the field maximum values corresponding to 0.5 ¢g and ¢ vortices. (D) The same procedure was
followed as in (C) except that the sample was cooled instead to 0.475 K in the A-phase. The vertical
dashed line shows the B value for full quantum ¢ vortices at this temperature; no half quantum

vortices were seen.

vortices. At 0.375K (panel C), all the half-quantum vortices have disappeared from the imaged
region and only 1® vortices are observed. The fifth vortex observed at 0.3 K has reappeared in the
same central location (x=25um, y= 22 um); it looks like the two half-quantum vortices formed from
the 5th vortex have therefore recombined at 0.4 K. The other two pairs of half quantum vortices

introduced at 0.35 K appear to have coalesced to leave behind two new single quantum vortices.
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Figure 3: Emergence and merging of half-quantum vortices in the B-phase of UPt;. (A) A
magnetic image obtained after cooling from abouve 7. in close to zero field to 0.3 K, then (B) after
subsequently increasing the temperature to 0.35 K and (C) after further increasing the temperature
to 0.375 K. In panel (B) the single 1dg vortex situated close to the center of the image in panel
(A) has split into two half-quantum vortices and four other half-quantum vortices have entered the
imaged region in the lower right quadrant forming an arc of half-quantum vortices. In panel (C)
the half quantum vortices have combined to leave only full quantum vortices. Further details are

discussed in the main text.

The interpretation of the structure in the lower left region is less clear cut. The image at 0.3 K
may represent a very small bubble of the minority chirality containing an anti-vortex surrounded
by a domain wall decorated with two half quantum vortices. The bubble is burst when threaded by
a domain wall crossing the image at 0.35 K; the measurement in this region may also be affected
by the field from the scanning SQUID but the image appears to comprise two pairs of half quantum
vortices/anti-vortices lying on the continuation of the arc along which the other half quantum

vortices are located. These combine to leave no vortices in image C.

Flux domains

To better characterize the domain structure in UPt3, we have recorded images of the magnetic field
distribution in different higher applied magnetic fields at different temperatures. In a conventional
type-II superconductor, in the mixed state above the first critical field, a regular vortex lattice

is expected and for UPt; regular vortex lattices have been observed with neutron diffraction in



magnetic fields higher than 100 mT/uo (9, 37). Our measurements are at much lower applied fields

of less than 1 mT.

Figure 4: Domain walls in the B-phase of UPt; . The images were acquired when decreasing
the temperature (from the A-phase to the B-phase) in a -0.4 mT/uo applied magnetic field. In the
B-phase, between 0.45 K and 0.44 K, an extended domain wall first starts to become discernible.
The contrast across the domain wall becomes very intense at 0.25 K and single vortices are visible

on either side of the domain wall (a cut through the data in panel D is shown in Fig. S5).

Fig. 4 shows the evolution of the magnetic field during a cool down from the A- to the B-phase
under an applied magnetic field of -0.4 mT/ug. In the A-phase, we observe an irregular arrangement
of flux, probably due to the softening of inter-vortex forces and weakening of the alignment of the
vortices with the applied field direction, both owing to the divergence of the penetration depth
as temperature approaches the superconducting-normal transition. The symmetry breaking field
(SBF), commonly assumed to arise from static anti-ferromagnetism, is known to have a correlation
length as short as 300 A (38), which is smaller than the penetration depth. A uniform or longer range
component of the SBF is required to explain the sharp thermodynamic transitions at 7 in the heat
capacity (39). The short range disorder of the SBF may however contribute to the inhomogeneity

of the vortex distribution in the A-phase.



Further cooling into the B-phase results in continuous lines of flux contrast forming below
0.440K (Fig. 4C) extending along lengths of at least 40 ym, which becomes much more intense
at 0.25 K. Above and below these lines, individual vortices are clearly visible (see also figure S5).
The lines are present only in the B-phase and correspond well with predictions for domain walls
between opposite chirality superconducting states. In Fig. 4D, the average flux captured by the
SQUID over the whole image is close to the applied -0.4 mT/ug value.

The shape of the domains enclosed by the lines of contrast evolve as a function of temperature.
To determine how the flux distribution changes with temperature, we first field cooled the sample
in 0.36 mT/po to 0.35 K and after a first image was acquired, increased the temperature to 0.4 K and
recorded a second image (warming cycle). Subsequently, the sample was heated above T, and field
cooled again in 0.37 mT/ug to 0.35 K measured and then cooled down to 0.3 K and measured again
(cooling cycle). The results are displayed in Fig. 5. At higher temperatures, domain walls seem
to be more extended (Fig. 5B-C), while at lower temperatures the walls enclose circular domains
squeezing the flux density enclosed. Fig. SD shows how a state with an extended domain structure,
with an almost uniform flux distribution, evolves into a state dominated by two circular structures
on cooling. It appears that the domain walls shorten with decreasing temperature. The dominant
feature of the magnetic field profile crossing a domain wall is the depletion of flux on the exterior
edge and an accumulation of flux on the interior edge visible in Fig. 4D. Detailed field profiles
crossing a domain wall (Fig. S5) confirm this. This is consistent with the walls pushing and pulling
on the neighboring flux lines when they move. When the sample is cooled quickly a region of
reduced vortex density appears to have been left along a line vacated by a wall, seen in Fig 5D.

The same type of domain walls/vortex sheets were observed in a second sample, with similar
domain shapes following field cooling (Figs. S6, S7). The contrast at the domain walls is stronger
in regions of high curvature, where the wall tension might be largest opposing a stronger field
gradient across the wall (Fig. S7D). These measurements also showed that the circular form of the
domain walls does not depend on the sense of the field (positive or negative). After each cool down

the domain walls nucleate at different locations.
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Figure 5: Temperature evolution of domain structure. The figure compares consecutive magnetic
images for warming and cooling in a small applied field. (A) is the magnetic image following cooling
from above T} to 0.35 K in an applied field 0.37 mT/uy. (B) is the image after subsequently warming
the sample to 0.4 K. (C) Is the image following cooling from above 7} to 0.35 K in 0.36 mT/p.
(D) is the image following subsequently cooling the sample further to 0.30 K. Circular domains are
found in images (A) and (D). A region of reduced flux density is observed in (D) at the position

occupied by the domain wall in (C).

Discussion

Our results show clear evidence of half-quantum vortices and vortex sheet formation in single
crystals of the heavy fermion compound UPt3. These features are present once the sample is cooled
in a magnetic field between zero and ~1 mT/ug parallel to the c-axis in the B phase, but not in
the A-phase. In this context it has already been established that the Meissner effect is very weak
(at best 2-3% of diamagnetic shielding at 0.5 mT/ug (40, 41)). The sheets are continuous, and
define different superconducting domains. The presence of domains with opposite chirality offer
a compelling explanation of these observations. It is however perhaps surprising that domains are
present at all since domain walls cost energy. For a TRS broken state, a planar sample (as studied)

would naturally contain domains owing to a demagnetizing field. Domains in the B-phase may also
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result from orientation domains in the A-phase from which the B-phase forms.

The contrast at the walls is strongly correlated with the wall curvature. The magnitude of the
field is consistently higher on the interior side of the wall. There is no clear evidence for additional
contributions arising from chiral currents that would also be present across straight sections of
wall (42); our measurement resolution in small applied fields is insufficient to detect the presence
of chiral currents of even the largest magnitude predicted by theory, relative to the field produced
from nearby vortices (see SM). The observed magnetic field profiles when approaching domain
walls are dominated by flux pinning, resulting in field gradients extending over more macroscopic
lengths of ~ 10 um compared to the penetration depth (the length scale over which chiral currents
are screened).

The domain wall surface energy y can be estimated from the field profile across the wall and
radius of curvature R of the domain wall alone. Itis y = R AP with AP the pressure across the wall
due to the Lorentz force acting between the current density (determined from the field gradient
across the wall) and the flux in the wall. The current density is calculated assuming the measured
field change across the wall occurs over a penetration depth (see SM). The data in Fig 4 (cuts
through the data are shown in Fig. S5) gives Yexpr. = 5 X 107 Jm~2 at 0.25K and 0.4 mT. This
value can be compared to a theoretical estimate based on the Ginzburg-Landau and microscopic
theory. The theoretical estimate for y is determined from the loss of condensation energy density
due to the suppression of the order parameter at the wall times the distance perpendicular to the
wall over which the suppression occurs. For a BCS superconductor the condensation energy density
is % gT(O)lAl2 with g1(0) the density of states per volume per spin at the Fermi level and |A| the
magnitude of the gap with |A| ~ 1.76kpT, for T /T, < 0.5 (the BCS constant 1.76 is modified
only slightly for a non-conventional superconductor with |A| replaced by the gap averaged over the
Fermi surface (43)). At the domain wall in UPt3 only one component of the two component order
parameter is suppressed; the energy cost is therefore reduced by around 65% (see SM) compared to
fully suppressing the superconductivity. The gradient energy and loss of condensation energy give

equal contributions to the wall energy in the absence of gradient coupling terms. The density of
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states is obtained directly from the normal state specific heat coefficient. Inserting these values and
setting the distance over which the condensation energy is suppressed equal to the coherence length
& =110A gives a theoretical wall energy yineory ~ 5 X 107° Jm~2. The good agreement between
the experimental and the theoretical estimates of the wall energy support the identification that the
walls are boundaries between anti-phase superconducting domains.

What is clear from our measurements is that the domain wall energy and surface tension
increase strongly as the temperature is reduced below 7 causing the domain walls to shrink,
compressing the flux on their interior side and leaving a lower flux density on their exterior side,
over a typical length scale of 10 um. This dominates any field difference across the walls that might
be due to edge currents.The large displacements of the domain walls in response to changes of
temperature contrast with fixed positions of vortices in the bulk. At low temperature we observed
that the minority domains contract into almost circular bubbles in agreement with predictions from
Landau-Ginzburg theory (44). These bubbles survive down to the lowest temperature accessible in
our experiments of 0.25 K. It would be interesting to determine whether domains and bubbles are
also present at higher fields than those we examined.

In very low field and at 350 mK we were able to resolve individual half quantum vortices
along an arc as predicted to occur along chiral domain walls (3, 15, 18,44, 45). This provides clear
additional evidence that the B-phase breaks TRS. The background field in this case is small with
vortices / half quantum vortices widely spaced. This provides a much smoother background to
look for the presence of chiral currents. The maximum theoretical magnitude of the chiral current
for the most favorable choice of order parameter would give a step of 8uT across the wall for
a surface-SQUID distance of 1.8um (the calculation and a simulated profile is given in the SM
and Fig S10B). Clearly no such step is seen in the measurements with an experimental resolution
of £1.5uT (the field profile measured along different lines crossing the domain wall in Fig 3B
are shown in Fig. S9). Bulk chiral currents much smaller than the maximum value estimate are
expected for Saul’s Ey, state. The detected field step would also be reduced for all order parameters

if the chiral currents did not extend to the sample surface. Thus, while our measurements place a
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constraint on the magnitude of currents extending to the surface, they do not constrain how large
any chiral currents may be in the bulk and therefore do not rule out different order parameter choices
that are otherwise compatible with chiral domains.

In future studies it would be interesting to pattern the crystals with a focused ion beam (46)
to create preferential pinning sites for both the walls and vortices, as well as to examine how the
vortices and walls respond to electrical and/or heat currents. The presence of half-quantum vortices
on the domain walls, makes UPt3 a strong candidate for hosting Majorana zero modes (/9). We
hope our measurements will motivate scanning tunneling microscopy and other measurements that
can directly probe the excitation spectra in the half quantum vortices to look more directly for zero

bias resonances from such modes, as well as further theoretical work.
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Materials and Methods

Scanning SQUID Microscopy setup

The microscope operates in a reversed dilution refrigerator. The micrometer sized SQUID is scanned
over the sample surface.The SQUID chip is attached to a home built scanning force microscope
with a quartz tuning fork as force detector. The difference in the length of the DC-SQUID branches
makes the critical current-flux transfer function unambiguous at zero flux. A room temperature
copper solenoid is used to apply magnetic field. Acquiring an image takes between 15 and 30
minutes depending on the image size. The fast scanning direction is the y direction for the Figures
1-5, S6 and S7 fast scanning is along the x direction.

e

Tuning Fork

.~ sQuip

- UPt,

junctions

Figure S1: SQUID-Probe and microscope setup. Left: Aluminum SQUID of 1um diameter at
1 um distance from an edge of a Si chip. Right the Si chip fixed on a quartz tuning fork is ready to

scan the surface of a UPt3 single crystal.
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Crystal

A single crystal ingot of UPt3 was grown by Czochralski Method (RRR=580). A parallelepiped
(1.5x1x0.65 mm?) was spark cut from the ingot, polished and annealed at 950 °C for seven days in
UHV. The specific heat of the sample was measured using a PPMS QD 3He system with T., of
0.514K and transition width 25 mK (Fig. S4). The transition from the A- to the B-phase occurs at

0.46K with width ~ 25 mK.

Monopole model of the magnetic stray field of a vortex

In a conventional type-II superconductor, the magnetic field induces vortices with one ®g. The
magnetic field profile of the vortex’s z-component of the stray field above a superconductor can be

expressed by the stray field of a magnetic monopole:

@ (z+ 1.27A(T))
27 (r2 + (z + 1.272(1))2)3/%’

B,(r,T) = (S1)

z being the height above the sample surface, A the magnetic penetration depth and r the radial
distance from the vortex center. The factor 1.27 has been determined (36) in order to describe the
magnetic field close to the vortex.

In S2(A,B) we show two orthogonal magnetic field profiles of one vortex acquired at 0.3K.
The field profiles coincide, demonstrating that any deviation from cylindrical symmetry of the
field distribution is too small to be detected in our measurements. It is impossible to determine
independently the penetration depth and SQUID sample distance (height) from the formula EQN
S1. The fitting parameters are a field offset (not included in EQN S1) and 1.274 + z. The offset is 5

uT and 1.272+2z=3.02um. For half-quantized vortices ¢y is replaced with ¢ /2.

S2



B

- 40
vs B o
* A }% - 10,f 30
i =
A —20%
R . [10
i B

X-Xg (km)
Figure S2: Characterization of a single vortex UPt; . Panel (A) is the magnetic image of a single

vortex in close to zero applied magnetic field. In panel (B) flux profiles along the axes labeled A

and B in panel (A) are shown. The dash dotted lines are fits to the monopole model.

Sample properties: resistivity, specific heat, susceptibility
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Figure S3: Temperature dependence of electrical resistivity of UPt; crystal. Resistivity of a
UPt3 sample cut from the same Ingot as the crystal studied, measured at the CEA Grenoble. The

onset of the superconducting transition is at 0.556K and the resistance is zero below 0.54K.
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Figure S4: Determination of the transition temperatures of the A and B phases for the given
UPt; crystal.Specific heat of the UPt3 crystal used in the SSM measurements at zero magnetic field,
measured in a *He PPMS system from Quantum Design. The blue curve is the local susceptibility
of the crystal as a function of temperature. The later measurement was obtained with the scanning
SQUID microscope setup. A room temperature solenoid applied magnetic fields of + 50 uT. The

difference in the SQUID signal for + and — 50 uT applied field corresponds to a local susceptibility.
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Figure S5: Visualization of vortices and vortex sheet Fig A: Larger image of Fig.4(D) (T=0.25
K and H= -0.4 mT/ug. Vortices appear as dark spots. The domain wall is a region of highly in-
homogeneous and intense magnetization.

Fig (B) 3 line profiles across the domain wall, the variation in magnetization at the domain wall
is between 0.1- 0.15 mT. The average magnetization is close to the magnetic field (-0.4 mT/ug)

applied prior to cooling below T.. Weak flux expulsion of 2-3% (40, 41) has been observed in UPt3.
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Other crystal

Scanning SQUID images acquired several years earlier and shown in Figs. S6 and S7 taken on
a different crystal (its heat capacity is shown in Fig. S8) (47). The microscope used was the first
generation microscope (47). The SQUID had an inner dimension of 1um, the lead inductances were
balanced, at zero flux such that the SQUID’s critical current was maximum. Thus transforming
the periodic critical current modulation to magnetic induction becomes ambiguous, for example
in Fig S7(C) at the lower left corner shows a minimum in the yellow region at the dark circular
domain, this is attributed to the lowering of the critical current away from its maximum at zero
flux. Horizontal streaks in the images are due to the SQUID touching the crystal surface. At the
time the microscope was not equipped with coarse displacements in the x, y plane. Images of the
same cool down were all acquired within the range of the sample scanner.

The images confirm that the formation of vortex structures is a generic property of the super-
conducting state in the B-phase of UPt3 single crystals. These images have been taken subsequently

during the same cool down.

Domain wall energy; experimental estimate

In magnetic field B/ug the vortex spacing in the bulk (for a hexagonal lattice) a is
2¢0
a= \/% . (S2)
For a magnetic field of 450 uT/ug, a = 2.3um.

To estimate the magnetic pressure exerted on the domain wall from our measurements, the
distance over which the magnetic field changes across the wall is needed. This distance is too
short to be resolved in our measurements. The penetration depth 4 ~ 0.75um at 0.25 K (see later)
implying that the field gradient at the wall is dB/dz ~ AB/A with AB the step in the field either side

of the wall. This induces a current density J = ;%' The magnetic pressure on the wall is calculated

from the flux per unit length I'¢o/a multiplied by J

1 dB
p= L% (S3)
Mo dz a
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with I" the enhancement of the flux density along the wall compared with in the bulk. Some of our
measurements indicate a slight excess of flux at the domain wall, but this is not more than 20%
above the bulk value, suggesting I' ~ 1.2.

The measured field change across the wall is ABpyes ~ 150uT (Fig S5(B)). For a surface-SQUID
distance of 1.8 um the change at the surface is approximately double AB s (see below and Fig.
S9A). For AB ~ 300uT and a radius of curvature R ~ 14 ym from Fig. S5(B), with I = 1.2,

P =0.34 Nm™2 and yexpt = PR = 5 x 1078 Jm™2.

Domain wall energy; theory estimate

In the Ginzburg-Landau expansion, the homogeneous part of the free energy density for a two
component order parameter = {1,172} appropriate to UPts is
2

1 1
F =—an-ij+Bi({-n)’ +Baln-n* = Z—l —§(|w+|2 +y-?) + Z(|¢+|4 + 1y + BLlvs Ply-I?

(S4)

with ¢, = w/% (n1 £iny),and B, = % + g—f 7] is the complex conjugate of 5 and the dot product
denotes a sum over products of the same component.
This results in a TRS broken chiral state for 8, > % B2/B1 > 0. The SBF is not included in the

above expression. It results in two transitions from which 8, can be determined from (4)

AC™[T.
B (ACT) 55
B (AC*/TY)
with AC* the jumps in heat capacity at 7.". For the heat capacity data in Fig. S4, 8,/81 = 0.54(2).
The uniform Free energy density is minimized forastate [4| = 0, [¢_| = lor |y 4| = 1,|¢-| =0

with ¥ = ¥y = —a?/4;. A domain wall switches between these two minima. At the domain wall

| +| = |@—|. With this constraint the minimum condensation energy at the wall is increased by

AT _ BB
Fo 1+B/B1

(S6)
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Since « is large (¢« ~ 50 for UPt3 ) the potential energy density at the center of the wall can
be determined independently of the gradient energy. If there are no gradient coupling terms the

gradient energy makes an identical contribution to the condensation energy. The wall energy is then

_ 2150 B2/Bi
Ytheory = 1 +,82/,81 (S7)

with 7 the length scale over which the order parameter is suppressed. The above formula is used
in the main text with #o replaced with the BCS estimate of the uniform state condensation energy.
If gradient mixing terms are present or for an applied magnetic field there will be additional
contributions. For Sauls’ (22) E3, model the gradient coupling parameters are estimated to be close
to zero.

The order parameter changes on the length scale t ~ & ~ 110A with & the coherence length,
which also determines the radius of the vortex cores. The energy gain from locating vortices on the
wall is then (2&/a)tAF, which can be neglected compared with the preceding estimate of the wall
energy.

The expression S7 evaluates to Yiheory = 5 X 107% Jm™2.

Estimate of the field from chiral currents

Chiral currents arise from gradient coupling terms in the Ginzburg-Landau theory, resulting in a
sharp step (on the length scale of ~ &) in the magnetic field across a wall. The Gradient terms in

the Free energy are

K —f( 1+C C — .
?‘grad/%:;wi(— . 1(D§+D§)iczB)wi—71Zi] - (DaxiD)) ys  (S8)

With gradient coupling coefficients C; = (K, + K3)/(2K;) and C; = (K, — K3)/(2K;) where
K1, K>, K3 are the parameters defined in the literature (4, 22). D = V + i(27/¢)A and the bar
denotes a complex conjugate. Different models give different coupling values. Most have C, ~ 0,
but differ in the assignment of C; with C; ~ 0 for Sauls’ E», model while C; ~ 1 for the Ey,
model (C; > 1 would result in spontaneously modulated state and require retaining terms beyond

quadratic in the gradients). C, # 0 couples the order parameter directly to the magnetic field and
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would result in the superconductivity having an intrinsic moment. We take C; to be zero in the
following. Cy couples the field to the gradient of the order parameter (48). Assuming translational
invariance parallel to the domain wall (perpendicular to x) the order parameter can be parameterized
by (Y+,¢-) = p(x) (cos[0(x)], sin[6(x)]e’?) where 6 changes from § = 0 atx = —0 to 6 = /2
at x = +oo. p(x) is symmetric about the domain wall with zero derivative at x = 0, whereas
6(x) — 6(0) is anti-symmetric. In the large x = /l\/m limit p is then determined by minimizing
the homogeneous free energy at each position and can be replaced by p(6). The Free energy
plus magnetic energy B?/2uq is then minimized with respect to the vector potential A (and ¢).

Integration of the resulting expression gives the field step across the domain wall

C
AB = % ! ﬂz (S9)
1+ B2 2mA
Bi
with
b0 Bi
A== . S10
2n ,uoozKl ( )

The field profile is screened over a length A, ~ A/V1+ C; far from the wall (when the order
parameter approaches its uniform value). For C; # 0 magnetic field variations at shorter distances
are no longer characterized by a single length scale. Nevertheless, experimental results are often
interpreted in such terms. Values can be deduced from the magnetic contrast observed with small-
angle neutron scattering. This was measured for B ~ 0.2T, which should be compared with the the
B — C transition field Bgc/ug > 1 T for T = 0 — 400 mK (217, 37). Assuming a constant value
for the coherence length ¢ ~ 110A gives 4, ~ 10,000 A at 350 mK. A slightly shorter value of
A, ~ 9000 A was obtained at the same temperature and 18 mT with uSR based on the standard
deviation of the field distribution (the same study gives 4, ~ 7500A at 250 mK, used in the previous
section) (49).

If we take C; ~ 1 and 4, ~ 9000 A, AB ~ 250 uT. This is the value in the bulk and
might be expected to be strongly screened approaching the sample surface. Chiral currents are

also not topologically protected and are expected to be suppressed or strongly reduced in f-wave
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superconductors (considered to be the dominant orbital pairing channel in UPt3) compared to

p-wave ones (19, 50).

Measured field profiles

In our geometry the surface is perpendicular to the c-axis and the applied field H,pp || c. The field
deep in the bulk is thus parallel to c. An accurate calculation of how the magnetic field at the surface
is related to that deep inside the bulk requires a detailed model for screening inside the sample
similar to the analysis for a single vortex in a conventional superconductor (36). The field at height
z can then be found from the surface field by a straightforward application of magneto-statics.

In this section we consider two approximations to relate the field deep in the bulk to that at
the surface. We assume that either (i) the current density is independent of the distance z from
the surface inside the superconductor or (ii) the field B; in the direction normal to the surface is
independent of z inside the superconductor i.e. B;(x,z = 0) = B,(x, bulk). For approximation (i)
the ratio B,(x,0)/B,(x,bulk) = 1/2. The resulting profile at arbitrary height above the surface z

relative to the field at the surface is calculated from a standard application of magneto-statics,

1 [ B.(x’,0
BZ(X,Z)=;/ dx'M (S11)

(x —x)2+272

Approximation (ii) is expected to better describe the field profile from a dense array of flux
lines since all the magnetic flux has to exit the sample across the surface. The resulting profile for
the field at height z from the surface is shown in Fig. S9(A), with parameters appropriate to the
scans in Fig S5(B). This shows that the peak field at the surface (equal to that in the bulk for this
approximation) is approximately double the peak field measured by the SQUID at z = 1.8um in
Fig. S5(B).

The field due to chiral currents does not carry a net flux. Approximation (i) (with constant
currents) is therefore more appropriate. Setting the background field to O, the field step from
—AB/2 to +AB/2 across the wall occurs over the coherence length (much too short to resolve in

our measurements) with the field either side of wall screened over the length scale 4,,. For the

S10



SQUID distance in Fig. S5(B) the field step detected due to chiral currents is therefore expected to
be reduced from the step at the sample surface by a factor of over 16 (Fig S9B). The large reduction
is due to the smaller length scale of the field variation. Assuming the chiral currents retain their
bulk profile up to the surface, the value of the field change detected by the SQUID relative to the
bulk field profile is reduced by a further factor of 2. The detected field step would then be 8uT
across the wall for C; = 1. In practice the screening may be stronger than assumed in this estimate,

resulting in a smaller field step.
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Figure S6: Coexistence of vortices and domains in crystal B. Formation of circular magnetic
flux structures in UPt3: (A) Magnetic image taken after applying 0.04 mT/uo FC at a T~0.35K. The
dark blue region close to the circular domain wall is void of vortices. The dimensions of the image
are 62 x31um. (B) Subsequent scan after field cooling under 0.1 mT/ug. The dimensions of the
image are 62 um X 62 um. (C) Subsequent scan after field cooling under 0.2 mT/ug, at T~0.35K.

The dimensions of the image are 62um X 62um
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Figure S7: Vortex sheet and domains depend on direction and amplitude of the magnetic field
during field cooling, crystal B Formation of domain walls for different applied fields during field

cooling into the B-phase, T~0.35K: (A) -0.3 mT/ug, (B) 0.3 mT/uy, (C) -0.4 mT/ug, (D) 0.4 mT/uy.

Images (A-D) are from the same cool-down at the same location.
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Figure S8: Specific heat with double transition of crystal B. Specific heat presented as C over
T as function of T for the sample presented in the supplementary data, acquired using *He PPMS

system from Quantum Design at CEA Grenoble.
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Figure S9: Chiral currents are not observed. Four line profiles are presented in (A), same image
as Fig 3 (B) (T=0.35 K), the arrows indicate the sens. The red, pink and black lines pass through the
half vortex alignment. The blue line is a reference line. Crosses are data points. (B,C) the red and
pink circles indicate the position of the half vortex alignment. The red and pink lines are calculated
profiles using the monopole model with a penetration depth + SQUID sample distance of 3.04 yum
and offset of -5 4T (B) an -2 uT (C). (D) The black line is a fit of two vortices 1®d(y and 0.5®
with a penetration depth + SQUID sample distance of 3.04 um. (E) The blue crosses represent a
reference line, indicating a noise in the scans of the order of + 1.5uT. In the limit of the resolution

the line profiles can be modeled with a superposition of the stray field of vortices.
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Figure S10: Shows magnetic profiles normal to the surface at two different distances from the
surface. The dashed curves show a profile at z = 0, the solid curves give the corresponding
calculated field at the SQUID height z = 1.8 um. In Panel (A) the shape of the profile at z = 1.8 um
is similar to that in Fig S4B, showing that the measured peak field is approximately a factor of 2
smaller than the field at the sample surface. Panel (B) shows the result for a much sharper field
profile of the type predicted due to chiral currents screened over a distance A4, = 0.9um. The field

profile at z = 1.8 um has been multiplied by 10. The amplitude of the field step at the SQUID
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position is reduced by a factor of just over 16 relative to that at the surface in this case.
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