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Rare-earth diantimonides display intriguing ground states often associated with structural order,
which can be manipulated in thin film geometries. In this study, we report epitaxial synthesis of
one such compound, YbSb2, on III-V substrates using molecular-beam epitaxy. The synthesized
thin films exhibit large, non-saturating, linear magnetoresistance across a wide magnetic field range.
Additionally, they demonstrate superconducting properties, with a critical temperature of ≈ 1.025
K and a critical field of ≈ 83.85 Oe, consistent with the reports in bulk single crystals. While YbSb2
has been classified as a Type-I superconductor in its bulk form, our findings provide evidence of
a mixed state in the epitaxial thin films. This work paves the way for controlling the electronic
ground state in this class of materials through thin film engineering

I. INTRODUCTION

Rare-earth diantimonides (RSb2) exhibit a va-
riety of interesting physical properties, includ-
ing superconductivity[1–4], antiferromagnetism and
metamagnetism[5–8], heavy fermion behavior[4], charge
density waves[9], and topological nodal lines[1, 10, 11].
These compounds have a layered structure, where anti-
mony (Sb) atoms form a square net sandwiched between
corrugated R-Sb atomic sheets (see Fig. 1(a,b)). The
crystal structure of RSb2 is highly sensitive to the total
electron count on the Sb square net, which is influenced
by the valence state of the rare-earth ions. Under
ambient pressure rare-earth ions with a 3+ valence
typically stabilize an orthorhombic SmSb2 structure
(space group: Cmca)(see Fig. 1(b)). In contrast, ions
with a 2+ valence results in a distorted monoclinic
structure, as seen in EuSb2 (space group: P21/m). In
the case of YbSb2, a small admixture of Yb3+ ions at
predominantly Yb2+ sites stabilizes a more symmetric
ZrSi2-type orthorhombic crystal structure (space group:
Cmcm) (Fig. 1(a)). Similar to other layered intermetal-
lic compounds with two-dimensional square nets, the
ground states of these materials depend sensitively on
the lattice structure, stacking order, and symmetries.
This allows for tunability of their physical properties
through external parameters such as pressure and chem-
ical doping[2, 4]. Epitaxial synthesis of RSb2 compounds
can open new avenues for controlling their electronic
and magnetic properties via substrate-induced bi-axial
strain, dimensional confinement, and stabilization of
metastable phases.

∗Author to whom correspondence should be addressed: shou-
vik.chatterjee@tifr.res.in

Here, we report simultaneous observation of large, non-
saturating linear magnetoresistance and superconductiv-
ity in epitaxial thin films of YbSb2 synthesized on GaSb
substrates. Epitaxial integration of rare-earth dianti-
monides, such as YbSb2, with III-V semiconductors will
allow application of substrate induced bi-axial strain,
which can be varied due to composition controlled tun-
ability of lattice parameters in III-V substrates, as has
been demonstrated for rare-earth monopnictides [12]. Al-
though epitaxial thin films of YbSb2 have been synthe-
sized before[13], to the best of our knowledge, there is
no report of magnetotransport in YbSb2 or of supercon-
ductivity in YbSb2 thin films. Square-net compounds
with non-symmorphic space group such as YbSb2 are ex-
pected to host linearly dispersive Dirac bands[14, 15],
which might play an important role in their magneto-
transport properties. Interestingly, magnetoresistance in
YbSb2 thin films is found to be non-saturating and re-
mains quasi-linear reaching 350% at 8.8 T and 2 K. The
non-linear Hall transport in YbSb2 establishes the pres-
ence of multiple carriers, which is in accordance with
the calculated Fermi surface[16]. YbSb2 thin films show
superconductivity with a T𝑐 ≈ 1.025 K with an out-of-
plane critical field H𝑐⊥ ≈ 84 Oe. The estimated super-
conducting coherence length(𝜉) and penetration depth(𝜆)
in the epitaxial thin films are 198 nm and 404 nm, re-
spectively. Although YbSb2 is reported to be a Type-I
superconductor[3] in the bulk form, it is a weak Type-
II superconductor in the thin film limit, where we find
evidence for a mixed state.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Epitaxial thin films were synthesised inside a
molecular-beam epitaxy (MBE) chamber with a base
pressure better than 9×10−11 mbar. First, around 200

ar
X

iv
:2

41
1.

04
87

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

up
r-

co
n]

  7
 N

ov
 2

02
4

mailto:shouvik.chatterjee@tifr.res.in
mailto:shouvik.chatterjee@tifr.res.in


2

[110]

[1
10

]

GaSb
SbYb

Sm
[0

01
]

[1
00

]

[010]

[1
00

]

[001]

[0
10

]

Ga

[001]

[1
00

]

YbSb2

(b) (c)

(d) (e)

(a)

0 μm 4

Min

Max[110] GaSb

YbSb2 (not annealed)

YbSb2 (annealed)

[001]

[001]

[100]

[100]

[110]

(f)

(g)

YbSb2

GaSb

YbSb2

GaSb

AlOX
Ga Yb

50 nm

Sb

Figure 1: (a) YbSb2 and (b) SmSb2 crystal structure. (c)
Epitaxial relationship between YbSb2 and GaSb atomic lay-
ers. (d) RHEED images at different stages of the growth of
YbSb2 epitaxial layers on GaSb. (e) AFM topography of an
annealed YbSb2 thin film having an RMS roughness of 0.3 nm
over a 5𝜇m×5𝜇m field of view. (f) HR-TEM image showing
the atomic arrangement of YbSb2 and GaSb with an atom-
ically sharp interface. (g) Cross-sectional EDX scan of the
heterostructure showing chemically abrupt interface between
GaSb and YbSb2.

nm of GaSb smoothing layer was grown on a GaSb(001)
substrate after the native oxide was thermally desorbed
from the substrate under an Sb overpressure. Epitaxial
YbSb2 atomic layers were synthesised on top of the GaSb
homoepitaxial layers with a growth rate of ≈ 0.6 nm/min,
where Yb and Sb were co-deposited from individually cal-
ibrated effusion cells. During the growth process in-situ
reflected high energy electron diffraction (RHEED) was
used to monitor the surface evolution. The thin films
were capped with ≈ 8 nm of AlO𝑥 protective layer us-
ing an e-beam evaporator before exposing them to the
ambient atmosphere, which is essential to prevent sam-
ple degradation [17, 18]. Structural characterization was
performed ex situ by four-circle x-ray diffraction (XRD)
using Cu K𝛼 radiation. The atomic scale structure
of the YbSb2 thin films was studied by high-resolution
transmission electron microscopy (HR-TEM) and energy-
dispersive x-ray spectroscopy (EDX) using FEI Tecnai

F30 in cross-section. Thin films were further charac-
terized by atomic force microscopy (AFM) and scan-
ning electron microscopy (SEM). Hall bars of width 75
𝜇m were fabricated using standard optical photolithogra-
phy technique. Normal state magnetotransport measure-
ments were performed in a commercial PPMS (Quan-
tum Design) using standard low-frequency a.c. lock-
in technique. Magnetotransport measurements probing
superconductivity were performed inside a home-built
3He cryostat with a low dc current (5 𝜇A). Penetration
depth measurements were performed in a 3He cryostat
using a two-coil mutual inductance technique operating
at 30 kHz. In this measurement, a 8 mm diameter su-
perconducting film is sandwiched between a quadrupo-
lar primary coil and a dipolar secondary coil, such that
the superconducting film partially shields the magnetic
field produced by the primary coil from the secondary.
The degree of shielding is dependent on the penetra-
tion depth, 𝜆, and the skin depth, 𝛿 which correspond
to the inductive and dissipative response of the thin
film, respectively. Therefore, by measuring the out-of-
phase and in-phase component of the mutual inductance
(𝑀 ′ & 𝑀 ′′) as a function of temperature, we can ob-
tain 𝜆 and 𝛿 by solving the coupled Maxwell and London
equations using finite element analysis. Details of this
procedure is given in refs. [19–23]. For the mutual induc-
tance measurements the amplitude of the a.c. current in
the primary coil was kept fixed at 0.01 mA, which cor-
responds to a peak magnetic field on the film ≈ 40 𝜇Oe.
The advantage of this technique is that it allows deter-
mination of the absolute value of the penetration depth
over the entire temperature range without any prior as-
sumption on the temperature dependence of 𝜆.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

YbSb2 has an orthorhombic crystal structure (Cmcm)
with bulk lattice parameters, a = 4.561 Å, b = 16.72 Å,
c = 4.268 Å[16], where the 𝑎-𝑐 plane share a lattice co-

incidence with GaSb(001) (𝑎𝐺𝑎𝑆𝑏/
√
2 = 6.095 Å /

√
2 ≈

4.31 Å) substrates, with a lattice mismatch of ∼ −5.8%
and ∼ 0.97% along 𝑎 and 𝑐 directions, respectively. Ac-
cordingly, the atomic layers of YbSb2 are expected to
grow with the 𝑏 axis out-of-plane and the unit cell ro-
tated 45 degrees in-plane with respect to GaSb(001) (see
Fig. 1(c)). Furthermore, the surface atomic arrangement
of the Sb atoms on the GaSb(001) surface provides an ex-
cellent template for epitaxial integration of YbSb2 atomic
layers. YbSb2 being the most antimony rich compound
in the Yb-Sb system, it can be synthesized under an ex-
cess Sb flux. For a Yb:Sb flux ratio of ≈ 1:4.8, YbSb2
epitaxial layers can be synthesized between 280◦C and
400◦C. However, at higher temperatures thin film sur-
face becomes rougher. The ideal growth condition is be-
tween 310◦C and 330◦C, where thin films with surface
rms roughness less than 1 nm can be synthesized with-
out any defect phase, as shown in Figs. 1(e) and 2(a).
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A reduction in Sb flux under above conditions results
in the observation of defect phases corresponding to the
different phases belonging to the Yb-Sb system [24, 25].
RHEED images taken during the growth process is shown
in Fig. 1(d). Sb-rich c(2×6) surface of GaSb(001)
quickly changes to a (2×1) reconstruction on deposition
of YbSb2 atomic layers. The film quality in terms of
roughness and crystal quality improved greatly when an-
nealed for a short time at 500°C substrate temperature
under an Sb overpressure(see Fig. 1(d)). HR-TEM and
cross-sectional EDX images, shown in Figs. 1(f) and 1(g),
respectively, confirms sharp hetero-epitaxial interface in
the thin films with minimal inter diffusion. Out-of-plane
𝜃-2𝜃 XRD scan, shown in Fig. 2(a), confirms that YbSb2
thin films are single phase with the 𝑏-axis oriented along
the out-of-plane direction. Azimuthal 𝜙 scan, shown in
Fig. 2(b), along with the RHEED images (Fig. 1(d)) es-
tablish the epitaxial relationship of YbSb2 with respect
to GaSb where (010)[001]YbSb2 | |(001)[110]GaSb, in ac-
cordance with the earlier report[13]. The lattice param-
eters in epitaxial thin films of YbSb2 (𝑎 = 4.524 Å, 𝑏=
16.666 Å, 𝑐 = 4.308 Å) are determined from reciprocal
space maps (RSM)[25], which are similar to the bulk sin-
gle crystals. Smooth surfaces in YbSb2 thin films results
in the observation of both Laue (Fig. 2(a)) and Kiessig
fringes[25], from where we estimate a film thickness of
≈ 23 nm. Rocking curve measurements on YbSb2(060)
and GaSb(002), shown in Fig. 2(c), establish very high
quality of our thin films, where film mosaicity is nearly
limited by that of the substrate.

Having established the structural aspects of YbSb2
thin films, we now turn towards their magnetotrans-
port properties. All the transport measurements are
done on a Hall bar device where the current flows along
the [001] direction. At temperatures above 100 K, the
electrical transport is dominated by the thermally acti-
vated carriers from the narrow-gap semiconducting GaSb
substrate. At lower temperatures, metallic behavior is
observed where the transport is dominated by YbSb2
atomic layers and contribution from GaSb substrate is
exponentially reduced, as shown in Fig. 3(a)[17]. The
temperature dependence of resistivity in absence of mag-
netic field can be well explained by phonon scattering and
follows a Bloch-Grüneisen (BG) functional form given

by 𝜌(𝑇) = 𝜌0 + 𝐴( 𝑇
𝜃𝐷

)5
∫ 𝜃𝐷/𝑇
0

𝑧5

(𝑒𝑧−1) (1−𝑒−𝑧 ) 𝑑𝑧. The esti-

mated BG temperature is ≈ 96 K, which is similar to the
Debye temperature of 91.5 K estimated from the Lin-
demann melting formula in ref. [24]. However, at lower
temperatures, below 15 K, the data is better approxi-
mated by 𝜌(𝑇) = 𝜌0 + 𝐴𝑇3, which is shown in the inset of
Fig. 3(a) (see also Supplementary Information[25]). This
is indicative of the Bloch-Wilson limit and possibly sug-
gests a dominant role of exchange scattering of conduc-
tion electrons off Yb local moments (𝑠- 𝑓 exchange) at
low temperatures, as has been observed in other rare-
earth intermetallic systems[26]. We note that although a
T2 dependence of resistivity has been reported below 45
K in the bulk samples[16], a closer inspection in our thin
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Figure 2: (a) Out-of-plane 𝜃-2𝜃 scan of a 23 nm thick YbSb2
thin film. Substrate peaks are marked by asterisks. The
inset shows the Laue oscillation around YbSb2(060) diffrac-
tion peak. (b) Azimuthal 𝜙-scan of the asymmetric planes
of GaSb(022), YbSb2(131) and YbSb2(260). The scans are
shifted in the 𝑦-axis for a better visualization. (c) A com-
parison of the rocking curve of YbSb2(006) and GaSb(002)
diffraction peaks.

films reveals that the resistivity exhibits a T3 dependence
below 15 K, above which it exhibits a gradual transition
to a linear behavior, as is expected from the low Debye
temperature in YbSb2. Therefore, when the fit is per-
formed over a wider temperature range, it erroneously
predicts a quasi-T2 behavior[25].

Magnetoresistance (𝑀𝑅 =
𝜌(𝐻 )−𝜌(0)

𝜌(0) × 100%) in YbSb2
shows non-saturating behavior, which increases dramat-
ically at low temperatures (see Fig. 3(b)). At low tem-
peratures, the MR is quite linear and reaches a value of
≈ 350% at 2 K, while it is only ≈ 7% at 80 K, both at
a magnetic field of 8.8 T. Linear, non-saturating mag-
netoresistance(LMR) in YbSb2 gradually evolves into
a more parabolic behavior at elevated temperatures.
YbSb2 thin films exhibit a positive non-linear Hall resis-
tivity, shown in Fig. 3(c), which indicates the presence of
multiple charge carriers with dominant hole-like conduc-
tion. This is in accordance with earlier results on ther-
moelectric power coefficient in bulk single crystals[24].
The quasi-linear MR behavior at low temperatures indi-
cates that the large MR in YbSb2 cannot be exclusively
attributed to electron-hole compensation where the MR
is expected to exhibit approximately a quadratic mag-
netic field dependence[27–29]. Accordingly, a two-carrier
Drude model given by
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Figure 3: (a) Longitudinal resistivity as a function of tem-
perature. In the regions (i) and (iii) magneto-transport is
dominated by the film and substrate respectively. Region (ii)
marks the crossover. Inset shows the comparison between
𝜌(𝑇) = 𝜌0 + 𝐴𝑇3 and BG fit below 15 K. (b) MR as a function
of magnetic field at different temperatures. (c) Hall resistivity
as a function of magnetic field at different temperatures. (d)
Carrier concentration and mobilities estimated from a two-
carrier model (see text) at different temperatures.

𝜌𝑥𝑦 (𝐻) = 1

𝑒

(𝑛ℎ𝜇2ℎ − 𝑛𝑒𝜇
2
𝑒) + 𝜇2

ℎ
𝜇2𝑒 (𝜇0𝐻)2 (𝑛ℎ − 𝑛𝑒)

(𝑛ℎ𝜇ℎ + 𝑛𝑒𝜇𝑒)2 + 𝜇2
ℎ
𝜇2𝑒 (𝜇0𝐻)2 (𝑛ℎ − 𝑛𝑒)2

(𝜇0𝐻)

(1)

𝜌𝑥𝑥 (𝐻) = 1

𝑒

(𝑛ℎ𝜇ℎ + 𝑛𝑒𝜇𝑒) + (𝑛𝑒𝜇𝑒𝜇2ℎ + 𝑛ℎ𝜇ℎ𝜇
2
𝑒) (𝜇0𝐻)2

(𝑛ℎ𝜇ℎ + 𝑛𝑒𝜇𝑒)2 + 𝜇2
ℎ
𝜇2𝑒 (𝜇0𝐻)2 (𝑛ℎ − 𝑛𝑒)2

(2)

cannot simultaneously fit the magnetic field de-
pendence of both longitudinal (𝜌𝑥𝑥) and Hall (𝜌𝑥𝑦)
resistivities[25]. In eqns. 1 and 2, 𝑛𝑒, 𝑛ℎ, 𝜇𝑒, 𝜇ℎ rep-
resent electron and hole carrier concentrations, electron
and hole carrier mobilities, respectively. In order to ob-
tain an approximate estimate of the carrier concentra-
tion and mobilities in YbSb2, a fit to the Hall data was
performed using the two-carrier model (eq.1), where the
estimated longitudinal resistivity at zero field (𝜌𝑥𝑥 (0))
from the fit parameters was constrained to be similar to
the measured value. The results from such a fit are shown
in Fig. 3(d). We obtain hole and electron carrier concen-
trations at 2 K as 4.95 × 1020 cm−3 and 3.1 × 1021 cm−3,
with the corresponding mobilities of 1586.74 cm2V−1s−1

and 895.63 cm2V−1s−1, respectively. More details can be
found in the Supplementary Information[25].

In order to understand the LMR behavior in YbSb2 we
adopt a phenomenological model where the observed MR
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is decomposed into a linear and a quadratic component.

MR(𝐻,𝑇) = 𝑙 (𝑇) |𝜇0𝐻 | + 𝑞(𝑇) (𝜇0𝐻)2 (3)

The temperature dependence of the estimated parame-
ters 𝑙 and 𝑞 and their corresponding ratio 𝑙/𝑞 is shown in
Fig. 4(b). While 𝑞 exhibits a modest increase of 1736.49%
between 80 K and 2 K, increase in 𝑙 is 17876.25%, which
is larger by an order of magnitude. We note that it is
also possible to approximate the MR curves over the en-
tire magnetic field range by a single power law, MR(%)
= 𝑎′𝐵𝑛 where 𝑛 gradually increases with temperature.
However, 𝜌(𝐻,𝑇) in YbSb2 does not follow Kohler's
scaling[30], as shown in Fig. 4(d). This indicates that the
LMR behavior in YbSb2 likely arises due to contributions
from different carriers that follow different scaling behav-
iors under magnetic field, in light of which our attempt
at disentangling the linear and quadratic components of
MR should be the correct approach.
Many different mechanisms have been proposed for the

LMR behavior, which has been observed in a variety of
material systems. These proposed mechanisms can be
broadly classified into two categories viz. those that de-
pend on disorder in the system and the others that rely
on the underlying electronic bandstructure. The semi-
classical models involving disorder predict the emergence
of linear MR both in highly disordered systems[31–33] or
in weakly disordered high-mobility samples[34–36]. The
former scenario can be readily ruled out in the high qual-
ity epitaxial thin films of YbSb2 with relatively high car-
rier mobilities. For the latter case, a transition from a
quadratic to a linear behavior is expected at a crossover



5

field (𝐵𝐿), where both MR and 𝐵𝐿 scales with the car-
rier mobility. No such crossover is observed in our ex-
periments where the quasi-linear field dependence of MR
persists till very low fields. Furthermore, it is clearly
observed that MR does not scale with the carrier mo-
bility, as shown in Fig. 4(c). LMR behavior has also
been predicted to arise from a guiding center diffusion
model, which involves smoothly varying disorder poten-
tial over much longer length scales compared to the cy-
clotron period. However, it predicts a Hall angle that
is independent of magnetic field and is close to 1, which
is not observed in YbSb2 thin films[25, 37, 38]. Finally,
in all the scenarios discussed above involving extrinsic
origin of LMR, such behavior is expected to persist at
high temperatures and typically exhibits Kohler's scal-
ing. However, none of these characteristics are observed
in YbSb2 thin films. (see Figs. 3(b),4(d)).

Among the possible electronic origins of LMR, one
possibility is reaching the extreme quantum limit as
described by Abrikosov[39] , where the difference be-
tween the lowest two Landau levels is comparable to
the Fermi energy (E 𝑓 ). Large carrier concentration
of YbSb2, which is of the order of 1020𝑐𝑚−3, makes
this situation extremely unlikely. Another possibility
is that the LMR behavior is induced by topological
band structure [40–43]. A topological nodal line struc-
ture has been predicted to exist in a related compound
YbBi2, where, however, magnetoresistance exhibits a
quadratic field dependence (𝐵2) and has been attributed
to electron-hole compensation[29]. The LMR behavior
has also been observed in a number of quasi-2D sys-
tems with charge density wave (CDW) or spin density
wave (SDW) order, which gaps out large portions of the
nested Fermi surface[44–46]. Such a situation can ex-
hibit LMR arising from sharp edges in the Fermi sur-
face, which can dominate MR since it would involve
large angular frequency[47]. We note that LMR behav-
ior has been observed in a few other square-net rare-earth
diantimonides[5, 48]. Although there is no direct observa-
tion of CDW in those systems, it has been speculated to
be related to the observed LMR. Although LMR behav-
ior in YbSb2 has many similarities with those observed
in density wave systems[47], we have not observed any
direct evidence of density wave ordering in YbSb2 thin
films. Although our present study establishes that LMR
in YbSb2 is likely related to its electronic bandstructure,
elucidation of its origin requires further investigation.

The epitaxial YbSb2 thin films exhibits superconduc-
tivity, shown in Fig.5(a), with a sharp resistive 𝑇𝑐 of ≈
1.025 K. This is similar to the reported value in bulk
single crystals[3]. Similar 𝑇𝑐 is also obtained from two-
coil mutual inductance measurement where 𝑀 ′ shows a
sharp drop at 𝑇𝑐 confirming the bulk nature of the ob-
served superconductivity. The critical current density at
0.3 K is found to be 1.2×105A/cm2 (see Fig. 5(b)). The
in-plane (𝐻𝑐∥) and out-of-plane (𝐻𝑐⊥) critical fields were
obtained at different temperatures from the magnetore-
sistance curves below T𝑐, shown in Figs. 6(a,b). The

.
2

1

0

 ρ
xx

 (µ
Ω

 c
m

)

1

0

 M′
 M′N

0.6 1.0
T (K)

1.4

(a) (b)

0

4

8

12

Jc
 (1

04 
A/

cm
2 )

H (kOe)

0

4

8

12Jc (10
4 A/cm

2)

0 1 2 3

0.0 0.5
T (K)

1.0

Figure 5: (a) Longitudinal resistivity (𝜌𝑥𝑥) and the out-of-
phase component of mutual inductance (𝑀′) normalised to
its value at 1.4 K (𝑀′

𝑁
), as a function of temperature at zero

magnetic field. (b) The critical current density (𝐽𝑐) as a func-
tion of in-plane magnetic field at 𝑇 = 0.3 K(in blue) and as a
function of temperature at 𝐻 = 0 Oe(in red).

0 40 80

1.0

0.6

0.2

1.0

0.6

0.2

420

 1.05K
 1K
 0.9K
 0.8K
 0.7K

 0.6K
 0.5K
 0.4K
 0.3K

 1.05K
 1K
 0.9K
 0.8K
 0.7K
 0.6K
 0.5K
 0.4K
 0.31K

0

40

80

0.2
0.4

16
12

20

d 
(n

m
)

24

0.6 T(K)0.8
0.6
T(K) T(K)

T(K)M
′, 

M
′′ (

10
0 

nH
)

1.0 1.0

1.61.20.8

0.80.6

1

3

5

0

4

0

1

2

3

H H

H (Oe)

H
c

(O
e)

H (kOe)

H
c

(kO
e)

R
Rn

R
Rn

(a)

(c) (d)

(b)

 λ
-2
, δ

-2
 (μ

m
-2
)

 λ-2

 BCS fit
 δ-2

Measured

M′

M′′

×10
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BCS fit is shown with a black dotted line. Inset shows out-
of-phase and in-phase components of the mutual inductance
from which the 𝜆−2 is calculated.

critical field (𝐻𝑐) was taken to be the value of 𝐻 where
the resistance saturates to normal state resistance. Al-
though YbSb2 has been reported to be a Type-I super-
conductor in the bulk form[3], sufficiently thin films are
expected to exist in a mixed state under a magnetic field
when 𝑑<𝜆2/𝜉, where 𝑑, 𝜆 and 𝜉 are film thickness, pen-
etration depth, and superconducting coherence length,
respectively[49, 50]. Under such conditions, an estimate
of the thin film thickness can be obtained from 𝐻𝑐,⊥ and
𝐻𝑐,∥ as
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𝑑 =

√︄
6𝜙0𝐻𝑐⊥
𝜋𝐻2

𝑐∥
(4)

where 𝜙0 is the flux quantum[49]. Following eqn. 4,
the estimated superconducting film thickness at all tem-
peratures is ≈ 18.4 ± 1.4 nm, shown in Fig. 6(c), slightly
smaller than the estimated thickness from x-ray measure-
ments (see Fig. 2(a) and ref. [25]). The temperature de-
pendence of 𝐻𝑐,⊥ can be well described by a conventional
one-band Werthamer-Helfand-Hohenberg(WHH) theory,
shown in Fig. 6(c), which describes the orbital limited up-
per critical field in Type-II superconductors in the dirty
limit where spin-paramagnetic effects and spin-orbit scat-
tering can be neglected. The smooth extrapolation of
the WHH fit to zero temperature gives 𝐻𝑐,⊥ (0) = 83.85
Oe, from where the coherence length is estimated as

𝜉 (0) =
√︃

𝜙0

2𝜋𝐻𝑐,⊥ (0) ≈ 198 nm.

In Fig.6(d) we plot 𝜆−2 and 𝛿−2, obtained from two-
coil mutual inductance measurements, as a function of
temperature. For an s-wave conventional superconductor
in the dirty limit, the temperature dependence of 𝜆−2 is
given by[51, 52]

𝜆−2 (𝑇) = 𝜆−2 (0)Δ(𝑇)
Δ(0) tanh

(
Δ(𝑇)
2𝑘𝐵𝑇

)
(5)

where Δ is the superconducting energy gap and 𝑘𝐵
is the Boltzmann constant. The temperature varia-
tion of 𝜆−2 can be fitted well to eqn. 5 taking Δ(0) =

1.76𝑘𝐵𝑇𝑐 = 0.159meV and assuming the usual Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrieffer(BCS) temperature variation of Δ(𝑇).
From the fit, we extract 𝜆(0) = 404 nm, which gives

a Ginzburg-Landau number 𝜅 =
𝜆(0)
𝜉 (0) ≈ 2.04, consistent

with the observed weak Type II superconductivity. Fur-
thermore, the thickness of our thin films is indeed much
smaller than 𝜆2/𝜉, which makes our estimation of the co-
herence length consistent, providing evidence for the re-
alization of mixed state in YbSb2 thin films. The larger
𝜆 and smaller 𝜉 as compared to the earlier reported value
in YbSb2 single crystals[3] can probably be attributed to
larger disorder scattering in our thin film. However, we
note that the estimation of 𝜆 and 𝜉 in ref. [3] involved
simplistic assumptions of the underlying band structure
in YbSb2, which is complex and anisotropic. In contrast,
here we directly estimate 𝜆 and 𝜉 values without requir-
ing these assumptions.

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have investigated epitaxial synthesis
of superconducting YbSb2 thin films on GaSb(001) sub-
strate and have identified the optimal growth conditions.
Our normal state transport revealed large linear, non-
saturating magnetoresistance in YbSb2 at low tempera-
tures, which plausibly originates from its complex and

possibly topological electronic structure. We confirm the
presence of both hole and electron-like carriers in YbSb2,
responsible for the observed non-linear Hall effect. The
superconducting critical temperature (𝑇𝑐) and critical
field (𝐻𝑐) in YbSb2 thin films are similar to what has
been observed in bulk single crystals. Although YbSb2
is reported to be a Type-I superconductor in the bulk
form, we provide evidence for the realization of mixed
state in epitaxial thin films. Measured superconducting
coherence length (𝜉) and penetration depth (𝜆) gives a
Ginzburg-Landau number (𝜅) of ≈ 2.04, which establishes
YbSb2 thin films as a weak Type-II superconductor. The
ability to synthesize these compounds in a thin film form
can pave the way to control their physical properties by
means of novel tuning parameters such as substrate in-
duced bi-axial strain, proximity effect, and dimensional
confinement, available in thin film geometries.
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Castañeda, M. R. Osorio, E. Salas-Colera, et al., Phys.
Rev. B 92, 235153 (2015).

[10] E. O’Leary, L.-L. Wang, Y. Kushnirenko, B. Schrunk,
A. Eaton, P. Herrera-Siklody, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Can-
field, and A. Kaminski, Phys. Rev. B 110, 035145 (2024).

[11] Y. Qiao, F. Wang, H. Wang, Z. Tao, Z. Jiang, Z. Liu,
S. Cho, F. Zhang, Q. Meng, W. Xia, et al., Science China
Physics, Mechanics & Astronomy 67, 247411 (2024).

[12] H. S. Inbar, D. Q. Ho, S. Chatterjee, A. N. Engel,
S. Khalid, C. P. Dempsey, M. Pendharkar, Y. H. Chang,
S. Nishihaya, A. V. Fedorov, et al., APL Materials 11
(2023).

[13] A. Guivarc’h, Y. Ballini, P. Auvray, J. Caulet, M. Minier,
G. Dupas, and G. Ropars, Journal of Applied Physics 74,
6632 (1993).

[14] S. Klemenz, S. Lei, and L. M. Schoop, Annual review of
materials research 49, 185 (2019).

[15] I. Lee, S. Hyun, and J. Shim, Physical Review B 103,
165106 (2021).

[16] N. Sato, T. Kinokiri, T. Komatsubara, and H. Harima,
Phys. Rev. B 59, 4714 (1999).

[17] S. Chatterjee, S. Khalid, H. S. Inbar, A. Goswami, F. C.
de Lima, A. Sharan, F. P. Sabino, T. L. Brown-Heft, Y.-
H. Chang, A. V. Fedorov, et al., Physical Review B 99,
125134 (2019).

[18] S. Chatterjee, S. Khalid, H. S. Inbar, A. Goswami,
T. Guo, Y.-H. Chang, E. Young, A. V. Fedorov, D. Read,
A. Janotti, et al., Science Advances 7 (2021).

[19] M. Mondal, Phase fluctuations in a conventional s-
wave superconductor: Role of dimensionality and dis-
order (2013), 1303.7396, URL https://arxiv.org/abs/

1303.7396.
[20] S. J. Turneaure, E. R. Ulm, and T. R. Lemberger, Jour-

nal of applied physics 79, 4221 (1996).
[21] S. J. Turneaure, A. A. Pesetski, and T. R. Lemberger,

Journal of applied physics 83, 4334 (1998).

[22] A. Kamlapure, M. Mondal, M. Chand, A. Mishra, J. Je-
sudasan, V. Bagwe, L. Benfatto, V. Tripathi, and P. Ray-
chaudhuri, Applied Physics Letters 96 (2010).

[23] S. Basistha, S. Mandal, J. Jesudasan, V. Bagwe, and
P. Raychaudhuri, Superconductor Science and Technol-
ogy 37, 085027 (2024).

[24] R. E. Bodnar, H. Steinfink, and K. S. V. L. Narasimhan,
Journal of Applied Physics 39, 1485 (1968).

[25] see Supplementary Information (2024).
[26] R. Barnes and E. Jones, Solid State Communications 5,

285 (1967).
[27] Y. Wang, L. Wang, X. Liu, H. Wu, P. Wang, D. Yan,

B. Cheng, Y. Shi, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, et al.,
Nano Letters 19, 3969 (2019).

[28] Z. Yuan, H. Lu, Y. Liu, J. Wang, and S. Jia, Phys. Rev.
B 93, 184405 (2016).

[29] X. Sun, F. Tang, X. Shen, W. Sun, W. Zhao, Y. Han,
X. Kan, S. Cong, L. Zhang, Z. Han, et al., Phys. Rev. B
105, 195114 (2022).

[30] J. M. Ziman, Electrons and phonons: the theory of trans-
port phenomena in solids (Oxford university press, 2001).

[31] M. Parish and P. Littlewood, Nature 426, 162 (2003).
[32] J. Hu and T. F. Rosenbaum, Nature Materials 7, 697

(2008).
[33] R. Xu, A. Husmann, T. Rosenbaum, M.-L. Saboungi,

J. Enderby, and P. Littlewood, Nature 390, 57 (1997).
[34] Z. Wang, L. Yang, X. Li, X. Zhao, H. Wang, Z. Zhang,

and X. P. Gao, Nano letters 14, 6510 (2014).
[35] A. Narayanan, M. Watson, S. Blake, N. Bruyant,

L. Drigo, Y. Chen, D. Prabhakaran, B. Yan, C. Felser,
T. Kong, et al., Physical Review Letters 114, 117201
(2015).

[36] V. Saini, S. Sasmal, R. Kulkarni, and A. Thamizhavel,
Applied Physics Letters 119 (2021).

[37] J. C. Song, G. Refael, and P. A. Lee, Physical Review B
92, 180204 (2015).

[38] I. A. Leahy, Y.-P. Lin, P. E. Siegfried, A. C. Treglia, J. C.
Song, R. M. Nandkishore, and M. Lee, Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences 115, 10570 (2018).

[39] A. A. Abrikosov, Europhysics Letters 49, 789 (2000).
[40] C. Wang and X. Lei, Physical Review B 86, 035442

(2012).
[41] J. Feng, Y. Pang, D. Wu, Z. Wang, H. Weng, J. Li,

X. Dai, Z. Fang, Y. Shi, and L. Lu, Phys. Rev. B 92,
081306 (2015).

[42] S.-B. Zhang, H.-Z. Lu, and S.-Q. Shen, New Journal of
Physics 18, 053039 (2016).

[43] S. Zhang, Y. Wang, Q. Zeng, J. Shen, X. Zheng, J. Yang,
Z. Wang, C. Xi, B. Wang, M. Zhou, et al., Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences 119 (2022).

[44] M. Naito and S. Tanaka, Journal of the Physical Society
of Japan 51, 228 (1982).

[45] A. Rötger, J. Lehmann, C. Schlenker, J. Dumas, J. Mar-
cus, Z. Teweldemedhin, and M. Greenblatt, Europhysics
Letters 25, 23 (1994).

[46] A. A. Sinchenko, P. D. Grigoriev, P. Lejay, and P. Mon-
ceau, Phys. Rev. B 96, 245129 (2017).

[47] Y. Feng, Y. Wang, D. M. Silevitch, J.-Q. Yan,
R. Kobayashi, M. Hedo, T. Nakama, Y. Ōnuki, A. V.
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