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Inspired by recent remarkable sets of experiments on UTes: discoveries of the fourth horizontal
internal transition line running toward a tetra-critical point (TCP) at H=15T, the off-axis high field
phases, and abnormally large Knight shift (KS) drop below T¢ for H||a-magnetic easy axis, we ad-
vance further our theoretical work on the field (H)-temperature (7') phase diagram for H ||b-magnetic
hard axis which contains a positive sloped Hco departing from TCP. A nonunitary spin-triplet pair-
ing with three components explains these experimental facts simultaneously and consistently by
assuming that the underlying normal electron system with a narrow bandwidth characteristic to the
Kondo temperature ~60K unsurprisingly breaks the particle-hole symmetry. This causes a special
invariant term in Ginzburg-Landau (GL) free energy functional which couples directly with the 5f
magnetic system, giving rise to the T, splitting and ultimately to the positive sloped H.2 and the
horizontal internal transition line connected to TCP. The large KS drop can be understood in terms
of this GL invariance whose coefficient is negative and leads to a diamagnetic response where the
Cooper pair spin is antiparallel to the applied field direction. The present scenario also accounts
for the observed d-vector rotation phenomena and off-axis phase diagrams with extremely high
He2270T found at angles in between the b and c-axes and between the be plane and a-axis, making

UTe; a fertile playground for a topological superconductor.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Much attention has been focused on the recently found
heavy Fermion superconductor UTe,;M. Since the upper
critical fields Hco for the principal directions all surpass
the Pauli paramagnetic limiting field, it is regarded as a
prime candidate for a spin-triplet superconductor that is
quite rare in nature except for UPt321Y, UBe 3 and
its Th-doped materials’®8 among abundant candidate
materials. In these superconductors, the phase diagrams
of the field (H) and temperature (7)) plane consists of
multiple distinctive phases. This is a hallmark of a triplet
pairing because of its rich internal degrees of freedom
associated with the spin and orbital spaces in the pairing
function. This is exemplified by the textbook case of the
p-wave superfluid >He where the phase diagram in the T
vs P (pressure) plane is divided into the ABM (A) and
BW (B) phases*’. Thus investigating the phase diagram
in UTes may be a fruitful route to identify the pairing
symmetry realized.

UTe; has been discovered by Ran et al* in 2019 with its
transition temperature T, = 1.6K. Since then, there are
a variety of experimental and theoretical works devoted
to uncovering the realized Cooper pair symmetry>4. The
system belongs to the so-called heavy Fermion materials
in general with the enhanced electron effective mass and
the Kondo coherent temperature ~30K. Initially it was
thought that because of various similar physical proper-
ties it is a sister compound of the ferromagnetic supercon-
ductors UGes, URhGe, and UCoGe, but no static long-
ranged ferromagnetic order has been found. Instead, an-
tiferromagnetic spin fluctuations are discovered:® =V, As
for the pairing symmetry®# (A) the spin triplet pairing

may be realized because of the Knight shift experiments
showing the drop (unchanged) of the spin susceptibilities
for H || b and c-axes (a-axis). (B) The time reversal sym-
metry is broken. (C) The chiral current on a sample edge
is found. (D) The point nodes are oriented to the a-axis.

Since these experiments were mainly done by using
T, = 1.6K samples, experiments using the new gener-
ation samples with T, = 2.1K challenge some of these
conclusions. We are warned that some of the experimen-
tal facts are robust against sample quality, but some of
the conclusions may be changed. For example, the over-
all structure of the phase diagram in the H-T plane for
H || b-axis with the field-reinforced positive sloped Hco
is hardly changed. However, we need to further refine
the important details of the existing phase diagram to
narrow down the possible pairing symmetry in UTes.

According to the recent report by Sakai et al?L' by using
the new generation high-quality samples with T,=2.1K22/
the three transition lines in the H-T phase diagram (H ||b-
axis) meet at a point of H=15T comprising a tetra-
critical point (TCP). This newly found fourth horizon-
tal internal line runs almost parallel to the T-axis. To-
gether with the previous discovery of the double tran-
sition in the specific heat measurement?? corresponding
to another two transition lines, it is understood that at
least three phases exist in the H-T plane. These ex-
perimental facts encourage us to further investigate this
material with the high possibility of a spin-triplet pairing
state realized. In particular, we are urged to reproduce
this characteristic H-T' phase diagram with an appropri-
ate pairing state, which could narrow down the possible
pairing symmetry.

Here we put forth further our theoretical work#*¢8 in
the light of the above new experimental facts and re-



produce the renewed phase diagrams with the horizon-
tal fourth transition line for H || b-axis“t and extremely
high H.o for off-axis directions®”. We also develop our
thoughts based on the nonunitary triplet scenario to ex-
plain the revised Knight shift (KS) experiments3" by
using the high-quality samples with T,=2.1K together
with the previous NMR results?1#%, They show that KS
decreases below T, for all three directions; a, b, and c-
axes. At first sight, this surprising result may be taken
as a signature either for a spin singlet pairing or for the
B phase-like state in the superfluid 3Heél? where the d-
vector has simultaneously the three components, making
KS decrease in all directions. In this paper, we argue that
neither spin singlet scenario nor the B phase-like state
can consistently and coherently explain various compiled
experimental facts which are summarized as follows:

(1) In the H-T plane for H||b-axis, the intermediate phase
(MSC) is sandwiched between the low phase (LSC) and
high field phase (HSC) at 15T2%35, The phase boundary
of LSC-MSC comprises the fourth horizontal internal line
ending at TCP. And H%(T) has an unusual positive slope
above 15T starting from TCP, namely dH% /dT > 0.

(2) MSC is characterized by the flux flow staté?! in the
H-T plane for H || b-axis. The vortices in MSC are eas-
ily depinned under external currents, suggesting that an
exotic vortex lattice is formed in this field region around
15T, which coincides with the region where the d-vector
is rotating mentioned below.

(3) The highest upper critical field Hey occurs at nar-
row angle regions centered at § = 35° measured from
the b-axis toward the c-axis®* %% and at ¢ ~ 10° mea-
sured from the be-plane toward the a-axis®”, reaching a
surprisingly large value of more than 60T compared with
T.=1.6K~2.1K. This high field region appears just above
the meta-magnetic transition H,,. This phenomenon is
similar to, but distinctive from the so-called reentrant
superconducting phase observed in the sister compound
URhGe, which appears in more wider angle region®! 3,
For H || b-axis H%(T) abruptly stops at Hy, (|| b) = 35T.
(4) In KS by the 12*Te-NMR, experiments, the decrease
AK, along the a-axis is extremely large?" compared with
the other two for the b-axis and c-axis, which are com-
parable, namely |AK,| > |AKp| ~ |AK 29 Since
for the B phasel™4 in 3He all three KS values are equal,
corresponding to the spin susceptibility xo = xp = Xc =
—% x~ with yn the Pauli spin susceptibility in the normal
state. The KS data are different from this fact and also
from the spin-singlet state where x, = xp = Xc = —XN-
(5) According to the NMR experiments®#¥ on the
T.=1.6K samples, with increasing H||b (||c) the decrease
of KS gradually diminishes, recovering to the normal xn
value. This starts from 5T (a few T) and ends at 15T
(5T) above which the decrease of KS ceases completely.
Namely, the d-vector gradually rotates from the parallel
direction to the perpendicular direction relative to the
external field.

(6) Under pressure, the truly multiple phases are ob-
served and systematically evolving both as a function of

45H51

P and the field orientation. In particular, for H || a-axis
the phase diagram consists of more than three phases,
showing that the order parameters must be three com-
ponents.

(7) There exist several important experiments to show
the unconventional nature of the pairing symmetry®2.
This includes the time-reversal symmetry breaking de-
tected by polar Kerr effect®?, the broken chiral symmetry
at sample edges seen by STM-STS spectroscopies®®, the
gap structure with point nodes through various bulk ther-
modynamic measurements®®2%, They point to an uncon-
ventional pairing state realized in UTe;. Some of those
data are under discussion®®? to finally pin down the
precise pairing symmetry.

The main purposes of the present paper are three-
fold, the first is to coherently explain these experimental
facts with minimum assumptions: the off-axis high field
phases3™ U with record high H,s, in particular, the newly
found phase diagrams? with the fields tilted from the bc-
plane toward the a-axis, which was not covered before4®.
The second is to revisit the phase diagram for H || b-axis
containing newly discovered intermediate phase around
TCP at 15T with the horizontal fourth transition line4!
in order to sharpen our understanding. The third is to
explain the Knight shift experiment performed on the
second generation high-quality samples with T.=2.1K,
which shows the unusual drop for H || a-axis®’. These
should be understood consistently and coherently. This

task was not done in our series of papers on this mate-
riaf22H28

The arrangement of the present paper is as follows: In
the next section II, we outline our theoretical framework
to analyze the experimental data mentioned. Then, we
revisit the H-T phase diagram for H || b-axis, emphasiz-
ing the horizontal fourth transition line toward TCP in
Sec III. In Sec IV we reproduce the off-axis phase dia-
grams, focusing on why the extremely high field H.o is
possible and why it is narrowly confined. In the following
Sec V, we investigate the unusual Knight shift problems
observed in detail, which is one of the main highlights of
the present paper. We devote to the discussion in Sec VI
and give a conclusion and summary in the final section.

The main difference from our series of papers?#28 Jies
in the fact that we further advance our theory, keeping
the same theoretical framework. The formulation is the
same as before, however, we repeat it for completeness
as a full paper which is self-contained. In particular,
we are now able to explain the newly found remarkable
experimental facts: the horizontal fourth internal transi-
tion line, the off-axis phase diagrams, and the abnormally
large Knight shift change for H || a-axis simultaneously
and coherently. These new experiments become possi-
ble only by using newly synthesized high-quality samples
with T,=2.1K22,



II. GINZBURG-LANDAU THEORY FOR
THREE COMPONENTS

A. Assumptions

We start with the most general Ginzburg-Landau (GL)
theory for a spin triplet staté?428 to analyze the experi-
mental data on UTes. We place three basic assumptions
in the present paper:

(1) We assume a nonunitary A-phase-like pairing state
described by the complex d-vector d(k) = ¢(k)n =
o(k)(n' +in”) with n’ and n” being real vectors. ¢(k) is
the orbital part of the pairing function.

(2) The pairing function is classified under the overall
symmetry SO(3)5Pin x Dgrbital x [7(1)guag¢ with the spin,
orbital, and gauge symmetry, respectively®?0l assuming
the weak spin-orbit coupling scheme®¢3, The justifica-
tion for this weak spin-orbit coupling (SOC) scheme lies
in the experimental fact that the d-vector rotation be-
gins from the low fields, ~1 T for the c-axis®?, and ~5
T and its gradual rotation is completed at 15T for the b-
axis32. This indicates that the spin-orbit coupling, which
locks the d-vector to crystalline lattices, is weak. We note
that in the strong SOC scheme the gradual d-vector ro-
tation is not possible because the d-vector locking energy
is infinitely strong. The d-vector may suddenly change
when the two phases transform by a second-order or first-
order phase transition because the spin symmetry is re-
duced to the crystalline symmetry Doy, yielding four one-
dimensional irreducible representations®*6l, These rep-
resentations have distinct and non-degenerate transition
temperatures except for the accidental degeneracy.

(3) To stabilize the nonunitary triplet pairing state®, we
assume the ferromagnetic fluctuations*62"6% slower than
the Cooper pair formation time. This allows us to in-
troduce non-vanishing root-mean-square average /(M2)
along the magnetic easy a-axis. This effective symme-
try breaker makes the nonunitary state stable, otherwise
unitary states obviously win over the nonunitary state.
We do not need the static and/or spontaneous ferromag-
netic transition, which is absent in UTe; even in the sam-
ples with T.=2.1K®%, According to the recent NMR ex-
periment on high-quality samples, Tokunaga et al®? dis-
cover extremely slow longitudinal magnetic fluctuations
on their 75 measurements in the normal state although
they do not specify whether or not ferromagnetic or an-
tiferromagnetic.

We note that this postulation is supported by several
previous examples similar to this situation: In UPt3 the
antiferromagnetic order at Ty=7K lifts the degeneracy
in the two-dimensional Eq, representation, but this anti-
ferromagnetism is not a static and long-ranged order as
checked by a variety of thermodynamic measurements,
but only observed by the elastic neutron scattering’,
meaning that the antiferromagnetic fluctuations are fast
enough thermodynamically and slow enough for neutron
measurements. Yet they work as a symmetry breaker to
split the SC transition temperature into two®1Y, An-

other example comes from the electron-doped cuprates
where the antiferromagnetic fluctuations are reported to
yield the band folding brought by a magnetic wave vector
observed by photoemission experiments™

The SO(3)%" triple spin symmetry for the Cooper
pair spin space allows us to introduce a complex three-
component vectorial order parameter n = (g, M, Ne)-
The spin space symmetry is weakly perturbed by the
5f localized moments of the U atoms through the “ef-
fective” spin-orbit coupling felt by the Cooper pairs in
the many-body sense. Our framework based on the weak
SOC is sufficiently flexible to include the strong SOC as
a limit™™ Ag detailed in the following, the three com-
ponents of the order parameter originally had the same
transition temperatures under the spin rotational sym-
metry, which is broken by either the applied field or the
influence of the underlying magnetic subsystem.

B. GL free energy functional

Under Dyl symmetry, the GL free energy func-
tional up to the quadratic order of n is expressed by

F = F2 + Fyaa (1)

where the free energy F' consists with the bulk part Féi{k
and the gradient term Fgraq. Fach is given by

Féak =ao(T —Teo)n-n* +bM-n> +ikM - x n*(2)

and

Fgrad: Z {Ka‘Dmnu‘Q+Kb|Dynu‘2+Kc‘Dz77V|2}(3)

v=a,b,c

where b in Eq. (2] is a positive constant. The last in-
variant in Eq. (2 is essential for the following analyses
and results from the nonunitarity of the pairing func-
tion in the presence of the moment M, which breaks the
SO(3)*P" spin symmetry. K,, K, and K, in Eq. are
the effective masses along the a b, and c-axes, respec-
tively under an applied field with the vector potential A.
D, =—iV;+ %Ai is the gauge invariant derivative, with
®y being the quantum flux and A; the vector potential
component for the i-direction (i = a, b, ¢).

The magnetic coupling x, which is a key parameter for
characterizing UTes, is originally estimated™ as

_ 5 N'(0)
K= Tcmln(l.MQC/Tc), (4)

where N'(0) is the energy derivative of the normal density
of states (DOS) N(0), and ) is the energy cut-off. This
term results from the electron-hole asymmetry near the



Fermi level. k indicates the degree of this asymmetry.
This may be significant for a narrow band or the Kondo
coherent band in the heavy Fermion material UTey;. We
can estimate N'(0)/N(0) ~ 1/Ey with the Fermi energy
Er. Because T,=2 mK and Fr=1 K in 3He, x ~ 1073,
while for UTey T, ~1K and Er ~ Tk with the Kondo
temperature Tk ~30 K&, x ~ 107!, We also note that
the sign of k can be either positive or negative, depending
on the detailed energy dependence of DOS at the Fermi
level because it is o< N'(0). If k > 0 (k < 0), the 171
(J4) pair appears at higher T. Thus, the KS remains
unchanged (decreases) below T.. We will find later that
k < 0 in UTey. That is, we now determine the sign of &

We introduce 7+ = (n, & in.)/v/2 for M = (M,,0,0)
where we define the a-axis as the magnetic easy axis. 74
(n—) corresponds to the spin 11 (}J) pair or the A;(As)
phase. The spin quantization axis is defined relative to
the M direction, i.e., the magnetic easy a-axis. Because
of the magnetic coupling term i«xM - ) x n*, the spin
direction for the Cooper pair may change. Here it is
convenient to introduce the Cooper pair spin moment
direction S as

77 xn*
()
U
We notice the case: when the direction S is fixed, the
magnetization M direction is chosen to lower the mag-
netic coupling energy ixM -1 x nn*. From Eq. the
quadratic term Féi{k becomes

F2\ = ao{(T = Toa) s> + (T = Teo) - |?
HT —Tes)al?’t  (6)

with
K
Tc1,2(Ma) = TCO =+ *Maa
ago
b
TC3(MCL) =T — ;OMg (7)

Although the actual second transition temperatures are
modified by the fourth order GL terms#226 we ignore
this correction and maintain the expressions for the tran-
sition temperatures for clarity.

The root-mean-square average v/ (M2) of the FM fluc-
tuations along the magnetic easy a-axis was simply de-
noted by M,, shifting the transition temperature T,y and
split it into Ty, Tye, and T,.3 given above. According to
this, T.1 (T,2) increases (decreases) linearly as a func-
tion of M,, whereas T,.3 decreases quadratically as Mf
from the degeneracy point M, = 0. The three transi-
tion lines meet at M,=0, where the three components n;
(i = +,—,a) are all degenerate. Thus, away from the
degenerate point at M,=0, the Ay phase beginning at

Te3 quickly disappears from the phase diagram in gen-
eral. Below Tco, the two components 1y and 7n_ co-
exist, symbolically denoted by A;+As. Note that, be-
cause their transition temperatures are different, A;+As
is not the so-called A-phase, which is unitary, but here
is generically nonunitary except at the degenerate point
M,=0 where the totally symmetric phase is achieved
with the time reversal symmetry preserved. This occurs
under pressure at the critical pressure P..=0.15GPa for
T.=2.1K samples when T,1=T.>. The A;+A5 phase is
the so-called distorted A phase*’. Similarly, below T3,
all the components coexist; A1+As+Ay is realized. The
naming such as Aj, A, and Ay is retained even when
the spin quantization axis changes according to the d-
vector rotation under fields. Thus A; and A, are meant
to distinguish between the spin 11 pair and spin || pair
with respect to the spin quantization axis. Hereinafter,
we redefine the notation k/ag — k.

C. Upper critical field

To construct the phase diagrams for various field ori-
entations, we need to derive the H.o expression. This
can be done by starting with the free energy functional
in Eq. (1) where Eq. (2) is rewritten as in Eq. @ The
form of Eq . ) shows that the H.; for the three com-
ponents each starting at Ty; (j = 1,2, 3) given by Eq.(7)
intersect each other, never av01d1ng or leading to a level
repulsion. The level repulsion may occur for the pair-
ing states belonging to multi-dimensional representations
(see for example [76H79] in UPt3). Thus, each component
is independent within the quadratic terms. The total GL
free energy density F', consisting with Egs. and @
under the external magnetic field H in terms of the su-
perconducting order parameter 7+ is given by

F = Z{aO(T — Ted)|mil?

==+
+ K, |Donil? + Kp|Dynil? + Ke| D2, (8)

The variation with respect of i} results in

ao(T — To)n; + (Ko D3 + KD + K.D?)n; = 0. (9)
The upper critical field H.o is given as the lowest eigen-
value of the linearized GL equation or Schrodinger type
equation of a harmonic oscillator80

HG(T) =

o o (Too £ kM, —T) (10)

with j=a, b, and c-axis. We have introduced, af =
P b _ B ®

VI 100 0 = gr i G0, and af = 5—R—=ag.

These coefficients determine the initial slopes of the up-

per critical fields. HC(; ) and HC(2 ) are the upper critical
fields for 11 and || pairs, or the A1 and A, phases.



Expressing Eq. in a form by suppressing the index
j, we obtain in a general form:

HCQ — OéoHM(HCQ) = Oéo(Tco — T) (11)

The right-hand side of Eq. is now

HEP(T) = ao(Teo — T) (12)

for an unperturbed upper critical field owing to the or-
bital depairing limit with T,y whose maximum value is
given by HAP(T = 0) = agTw. On the left-hand side of
Eq. we define the effective field Heg by

Heff = Hext — QOK,M(HeXt). (13)

This implies that the external field Heyt is reduced by
ok M (Hexy), a situation similar to that in CeRhgAsy?
and also somewhat to the Jaccarino and Peter mech-
anism® in a spin-singlet superconductor. The upper
bound of the orbital depairing field of H%P(T) for the
a-axis, for example, is determined by

%0
271’\/ Kch

This is given by the expression in the clean limit:
HAP(T) = ®¢/2r€2, where the coherence length ¢ =
hop /7T At HAP(T = 0), the inter-vortex distance be-
comes comparable to the core size £. From now on, we
suppress the subscript ext; thus, Heyxy — H.

At T = 0, the absolute value of Heg is bounded by

HZE (T = 0) = agTe = aTo.  (14)

|Hey — ageM (Heo)| < HEP(T =0) = agTo  (15)

for Heo(0) to be a solution of Eq. (11]). The right-hand
side is determined by the material parameters in terms
of the Fermi velocity vg through the coherent length &
and the transition temperature T.g. Thus, the absolute
upper limit (AUL) HAYY(0) can be enhanced at T — 0
over H%P(T = 0), namely,

HE™M(T) > HG"(T). (16)

HAVY(T) is a clue to understand the extremely high up-

per critical field in UTes as seen shortly.

IIT. PHASE DIAGRAM FOR H | b—AXIS WITH
TETRA-CRITICAL POINT

A. Construction of the phase diagram

We start to investigate the phase diagram for H || b-
axis, which has the richest structure with a tetra-critical

point among three principal directions. To understand
it, let us first examine the magnetization curve M(H ||
b) = My(H) measured by Miyake et al®¥. As shown in
the lower panel of Fig. by the red line, M, (H) exhibits a
meta-magnetic first-order phase transition at Hy,, = 34T
with the large magnetization jump ~ 0.5up/U-atom.
Correspondingly, as defined in Eq. the effective mag-
netic field Hqg exerted to the conduction electrons, which
is denoted by the green curve is reduced strongly com-
pared with the external field Hqyy shown there. We have
fixed the parameter values as follows: ag = 27T /K taken
from the experimental data determined by 2.1K sam-
ples®¥. k = 2.7K/up. This yields T,;=2.1K, T,o=1.25K,
and T.=0.44K under the assumption M, = 0.3up/U-
atom.

For the A; phase with the transition temperature
T.1=2.1K, the allowed region for their H(?Qrb (A1) = aoTey
in Eq. denoted by the light gray band is exceeded
at ~22T. Thus the A; phase ceases to exist beyond this
field at T = 0.

On the other hand, the A phase with T.o=0.4K which
has a narrower allowed region (dark gray band) defined
by H%P(A3) = aoT.o compared with that for the A;
phase by a factor Tio/Te1=0.2. Thus this Ao phase ter-
minates at a lower field around 7T. However, once the
d-vector rotation occurs at H,,;=15T so that the Cooper
pair spin S becomes parallel to the b-axis to reduce the
Zeeman energy, then it appears again and grows with
Teo = Teo + kMy(H). Note the switching —M,(H) to
+M,(H) in Eq. @ upon the d-vector rotation. As dis-
played in the upper panel of Fig.[I] the intersection point
at Hietra=15T where the four second order phase transi-
tion lines meet to form a tetra-critical point (TCP). The
rising Tco(Mp) line terminates at the meeting point with
the curve starting at HAU“. This defines the absolute
upper limit of H%P(A,) for the Ay phase beyond which
the green curve is outside the allowed region colored by
the dark gray.

Note that HAVY(T) for H,, < HAV™(T) < HAYY(T =
0) does not exist because the green curve is outside the
allowed region indicated by the dark gray above Hy,.
Therefore, it exists only in the field region between the
intersection point and the point below H,. We also no-
tice that the green line H.g returns eventually to the
allowed region in higher fields denoted by HAY" (upper)
and HAUL(lower), but in this field the DOS available for
superconductivity is below the normal DOS, thus is not
eligible for the Ay phase to reappear as explained shortly.

B. Tetra-critical point with horizontal fourth line

As seen from Fig. c), along H.o starting at T, =2K,
the A; phase characterized by n, + in, becomes non-
vanishing. At the tetra-critical point (TCP), n, + in,
emerges associated with T.s. Thus along the H o line
just at TCP where n,=0, the d-vector can complete the
rotation from n,+in, to n,+in.. Simultaneously, above
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FIG. 1: Upper panel (a): Constructed phase diagram for
H || b-axis in the T vs H plane. The A, the mixture A1+As,
and A, correspond to LSC, MSC, and HSC respectively along
the H axis. Note that the As exists in the lowest H and lowest
T around the origin. The dotted lines are not realized. Lower
panel (b): Heg(H) is indicated by the green curve, which is
derived from the observed magnetization curve My(H) de-
noted by the red line. H,o is the field where the d-vector
rotation completes, starting around 5T. The two horizontal
bands colored by light and dark gray indicate the allowed field
regions H%P(A1) and H3P(As) for the A; and A, phases re-
spectively. The dotted green line is not realized. The green
line reenters the allowed region at HAU" (lower)=58T and ex-
its at H2"" (upper)=73T in the higher field (see Fig. [3).

this particular field Hrcp=15T in T" = 0, this As phase
enters the allowed region denoted by the dark gray as
seen from the green line of the lower panel of Fig.
Thus the fourth internal transition line toward TCP is
always horizontal in the H-T phase diagram. It is true
for the phase diagrams for H || b-axis under pressure (see
Figs. [I9(b1), (b2), and (b3)).

Here it is important to notice that if the crossing of
the second order phase transition lines is due to the de-
generacy of the orbital part of the pairing function n,
with ¢ being the orbital index, there always exists the
so-called gradient coupling term (D;n;)*(D;n;) with D;
the gauge invariant derivative in the GL functional™,
This invariant inevitably leads to “the level repulsion”
so that the four transition lines are always anti-crossing.
This means that since the experimental data exhibit no
anti-crossing, the degeneracy comes from the spin part
of the pairing function. We emphasize that this experi-
mental observation of the tetra-critical point is crucial in
choosing the proper pairing function.

Therefore, as shown in Fig.[2| (b) the A; phase is simply
overlapped by the A, phase in Fig. 2| (a) to complete the
overall phase diagram shown in Fig. [2[ (¢). This means
physically that the two A; and As phases interact weakly,
allowing us to treat it in the weak coupling GL framework
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FIG. 2: (a) and (b) indicate the H-T phase diagrams for
the A; and A, phases separately. From (a), it is understood
that the As phase is reentrant. The isolated high field part
conforms to HSC. (c) shows the combined total phase dia-
gram for H || b-axis in the H-T plane. The tetra-critical
point (TCP) at Hrcp=15T consists of the horizontal forth
line above which the A2 phase reappears, the positive sloped
H.s belongs to Az, and the negative sloped internal line comes
from A;. The dotted lines are not realized, displayed for guid-
ance. The expected straight dotted line starting at Tco=0.4K
is not realized. (d) shows the phase diagrams for H || a-axis
and H || c-axis, containing the small pocket region for the A
phase.

as we apply. The forth order term of the interaction
between them in our GL functional can be neglected.
The overlapping part between H=15T and 27T denoted
by the darker color in Fig c) consists of the mixture of
the A; phase and As phases.

C. Horizontal fourth line

According to the experimental data by Sakai, et al2l,
the fourth phase transition line toward TCP is almost
horizontal. Here we elaborate its reasons why it is so:
(1) We first notice that this transition line comes from the
order parameter Ay with the down spin of the Cooper
pair whose quantization axis ||b-axis. This state only
senses the M; component, which is a fundamental as-
sumption throughout the present paper, even during the
d-vector rotation process.

(2) Thus the green curve for M(H) in Fig. [2|is relevant
after the d-vector rotation is completed.

(3) The equi-M, lines are all horizontal at the lower tem-
perature region in Fig. [2(c), meaning that Fig. [I[b) is
basically applicable for finite temperatures.

(4) The position R in Fig. 2{(c) at T=0 for H,o with M, =
My(Hyot) must connect to the point Q with the same M,
which is on the T line with Teo = Tep + £My(Hyot)-

(5) Namely, Q satisfies the condition for the phase bound-
ary. By increasing H under the fixed T', Q becomes the



onset for the Ay phase.
(6) Moreover the Q point is precisely the point which al-
lows the completion of the d-vector rotation because the
three components of the order parameter are all degen-
erate there.

In Appendix A, we examine the phase diagram for the
T.=1.6K samples.

IV. OFF-AXIS HIGH FIELD PHASES

When the field is tilted from the b-axis by a few degrees
either toward the a-axis or the c-axis, the above phase
diagram in Figs.|l|and c) is smoothly modified. This is
because the projection of M;,(H) onto the external field
is reduced, thus correspondingly H.g becomes smaller,
resulting in H5A2UL < H,. The whole part of the A,
phase appears below H,, while a part of the Ay phase is
masked by Hy, for H || b-axis in Fig

A. H-T phase diagram in b — ¢

When the field is tilted by the larger angles § measured
from the b-axis toward the c-axis, the high field phase, or
HSC appears above Hy, for a certain angle region. The
forgoing arguments for H || b-axis are extended to this
case by changing
(1) the magnetization curve M, (H) taking the projection
onto the applied field (see Fig. 8(b) in Ref. 26).

(2) the allowed region +ag(0)Tee where

ag(0) = afcos b + ai(1 — cosb) (17)

with af (af) the value for the b (c)-axis by taking
into account the observed H.s anisotropy for the LSC
phase due to the Fermi velocity change. o is esti-
mated by the initial slope of Heo at T,=2.1K as a8 =
—dHe/dT = —27T/K (a§ = —6T/K), which is known
experimentally®d, We assume the angle dependence of
a(f) to be true for the high field A; phase too because
the Fermi velocity is the same for both phases. Formally,
HAVL(9) is given by

N)Teo
HAUL(g) — o (0)Te 1
a2 (6) 1 — ap(0)kxpcosb (18)

where X, is the susceptibility along the b-axis. This
means that the extra-enhancement of HAU"(#) may come
from this renormalization in the denominator. However
in the following we maintain to use the simplest formula
without the renormalization for our analysis.

(3) the d-vector rotation field is assumed to vary as

Hrot (9 == 0)

Hror(0) = cos 6

; (19)
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FIG. 3: The constructed phase diagram in the H-T plane
for = 35°. The left side panel: The allowed region denoted
by the gray band with +H°™"(0 = 35°)=18T. Hea(0 = 35°)
is showed by the red line together with those with 8 = 0°(]|
b) and 40° for reference. Above Hy, it enters the allowed
region up to HAUY, stabilizing the A, phase as shown in the
right panel where the whole H-T phase diagram is displayed
including the A; phase. Hyot(60 = 35°) = 16T/ cos35° =
19.5T just fails to yield the tetra-critical point. There is no
MSC at this angle.

reflecting the fact that the projection of M, onto the
external filed matters since the coupling energy is pro-
portional to kM(H) - 1 x n*. This idea is the same as
Hn(0) = Hy(0 = 0)/cos(f) for the metamagnetic tran-
sition, which is known to hold experimentally=.

We display an example of this procedure for § = 35°
in Fig. [3| where the panel on the left hand side shows the
effective field Hqg as a function of the external field H by
the red curve relative to the allowed region and the re-
sulting phase diagram is in the right panel. Since the red
curve for the A, phase comes back in the allowed region
above H, and stays up to HAU", the Ay phase reentrants
above Hy, while in the lower field, it disappears. Here the
meta-magnetic transition is important for the A, phase
to reappear because Heg is greatly reduced there. Also
the extra DOS v(H)(> ~) becomes available just above
H,, as explained later.

We note here that the combination between HA(6)
and the realized field region for v(H) > yn determines
the high field A, phase. As shown in Fig.[d]for H || (011)-
direction (# ~ 23.8°) the phase diagram is most intricate
where the MSC phase and HSC phase coexist. As seen
from Fig. 4l Heg(H) denoted by the red line is within
the allowed region in between H, ot < Heg < HQUL ~30T
below H,,. Then it reappears above H,, up to the field for
the extra DOS to be available. Note that HAU"(upper)
is far above, but it is not realized.

To understand how H.o(f) becomes maximal around
0 ~ 40°, we summarize various lines which constrain the
realized H., in Fig. As seen from it, LSC containing
the Ay + As phase at the bottom occupies the lowest field
region and varies as a function of § according to the Fermi
velocity or mass anisotropy. MSC appears in the middle
fields above H,ot, which forms the tetra-critical point in
the H-T phase diagram for a given 6. This is followed
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FIG. 4: Phase diagram for § = 24°. The left side panel:
The allowed region denoted by the vertical gray band with
+HA(0 = 24°). H.g(0 = 24°) is showed by the red line
together with those with H || b and § = 45°. Above Hp
it enters the allowed region up to HA® (upper). The upper
bound of the Az phase as shown in the right hand panel is
limited by the region v > -n. In the middle fields, the A,
phase reappears above Hyor. We note that Hyot (6 = 24°) =
16T/ cos24° = 17.5T yields the tetra-critical point at that
field.
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FIG. 5:  The phase diagram in the H-0 plane. The gray
band is defined by the upper and lower HA'". The green
band is defined by the region for v(H) > ~. In the over-
lapping region of the two bands HSC(A2) phase appears,
yielding the highest H.o around # = 35°. In the low an-
gle 6 region HSC(A2) phase appears below Hy, below which
MSC(A2+A3) exists. Inside MSC(A;) in lower field bot-
tom region MSC(A2+A») appears. Hy, and H.ot behave like
o 1/cos(f). The red squares are the superconducting tran-
sitions®*® . The round green dots in # = 0° and 28° are the
upper limit of the observed points*284 at which v(H) = .

by HSC(A3) appearing just above H,o; and below Hy,.
As H,o(0) becomes higher as 6 increases and eventually
leaves the LSC region and also H,fQUL sharply decreases,
MSC and HSC cease to exist below Hy,. This happens
at around 6 ~ 30°. Near this angle, the higher HSC(Az)
appears above Hy,, whose region is sandwiched by the
band defined by HAU"(upper) and by HAU"(lower), and
the other band defined by the region v(H) > n. The
overlapping field region of the two bands above Hy, de-
noted by HSC(A3) in Fig. [5| gives rise to the highest up-
per critical field. It is understood that the coexisting
two HSCs below and above Hy, are rather special and

only appear in the limited 6 ~ 24°. Generically the H-T
phase diagram belong to either that in H || b-axis shown
in Fig. P(c) or that shown in Fig.

In connection with the phase diagrams above, we
study comparatively the cases in URhGe in Appendix B,
and discuss the phase diagrams consisting with multiple
phases under pressure to strengthen our idea in Appendix

C.

B. High field phases in bc — a

It is interesting to examine how the high field phase
HSC(A») of the be-plane displayed in Fig. [5|evolves when
the field direction is tilted from this plane toward the a-
axis because our theory can be checked further. This is
experimentally done by Lewin et al?2. They show further
higher H., surpassing 70T or more limited still experi-
mentally. In the following we keep the same set of the
parameters and the procedures used so far. To construct
the phase diagrams for H tilted from the be-plane toward
the a-axis by the angle ¢, we need to know magnetization
curves for My (H) for arbitrary angle ¢ first.

The magnetization component My (H) projected onto
the field direction is obtained by considering the fact that
all the meta-magnetic transition fields H,, are scaled and
collapsed into a single curve independent of the angle 6,
or all the Hy,(¢) curves for various 6 are scaled to lead
to the identical curve. This remarkable independence
termed as “orthogonality” by Lewin et al2? allows us to
reproduce My, (H) for arbitrary angle ¢. Namely starting
with the known magnetization curve M,(H) for H|b-
axis, the My, (H) component and the jump of My(H) for
the angle ¢ are obtained by shifting H,,(¢) and by tak-
ing the projection onto the field direction. The resulting
My(H) components for various ¢ values in 6 = 40°, for
example, are shown by the red curves in Fig. [6] These
lead to the effective fields H.g displayed by the blue
curves for the corresponding ¢ values. Thus the curves
are within the allowed region for HSC to exist, indicated
by the double sided arrows there.

According to Fig. [6 we draw the phase diagram for
¢=40° in the top panel in right hand side in Fig. It
is seen from Fig. [7| that above Hy,(¢) the HSC region
appears from ¢=0 up to ¢ ~=10 and quickly disappear
as ¢ increases, which is compared with the experimen-
tal data shown in the bottom panels by Lewin et al®?.
Similarly, we can evaluate the case for § = 8° by the
same way mentioned whose result is shown in the left
column of Fig. [7] It is seen that starting with ¢=0 where
the HSC is absent, by increasing the angle ¢ the HSC
gradually appears and fades way. In the corresponding
experimental phase diagram shown in the bottom panel
is seen barely the tiny HSC regions in high ¢ angles. The
evolution of the HSC in the be-plane toward the a-axis
is satisfactorily reproduced in a qualitative level. This is
another demonstration of the correctness of our theory.
.pdf
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FIG. 6: Magnetization curves (red curves) of the M;(H)
component projected onto the applied field direction for the
selected angles ¢ measured from the be-plane under the fixed
angle 0 = 40°. The corresponding blue curves indicate the
effective fields relative to the external field Hexi. The allowed
region is shown by the gray band along the H(T) axis. The
double sided red arrows show the HSC(A2) allowed.
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FIG. 7:  The resultant HSC regions as a function of ¢ for
the 6=8° and 40° cases (upper panel). The experimental
data for the two cases are referred to by Lewin et al?? (lower
panel). For the case of §=40° the HSC appears at ¢=0 above
H,, while it is absent for #/=8°. This corresponds to these in

Fig. [

These results can be easily understood physically and
intuitively as follows: As shown in Fig. [§| where the con-
tour map of Hy,(0,¢) is displayed as the functions of
and ¢, together with the experimental data for the HSC
to exist?? in this plane. The equi-Hy, contour forms as an
elliptic curve obtained by combining the two data sets of
the b-axis—c-axis results®? and the be-plane—sa-axis re-
sults?). The region sandwiched by Hy,(6,¢)=38T and
50T is for the HSC to exist. For example, along the ¢=0

H,=S0T  H,=38T

-50 -40 -30 -20 -10 O 10 20 30 40 50

FIG. 8: The experimental data points in the 6-¢ plane which
correspond to the HSC to exist indicated by the filled circled??,
The grey regions indicate the HSC regions projected onto the
0-¢ plane. Between the two contours of H,=38T and 50T
there exist the HSC phases according to the present theory.

axis we have seen from Fig. [5] that the HSC exists from
H=38T up to H~50T occurring at 6 ~ 45° indicated
by the HSC(As). This squared-like region of the HSC in
Fig. 5l moves up to a higher field when H is tilted toward
the a-axis. Thus in Fig. [§] the HSC corresponds to the
grey regions in between the two contours as shown by
the experimental data with the filled points. It is also
understood from Fig. [f] that the maximum Hy of UTey
under ambient pressure is less than or nearly equal to
70T throughout the (0, ¢)-plane. There exists no higher
Ho hidden in UTes.

V. KNIGHT SHIFT
A. KS for H | a-axis

The Knight shift for H || a-axis decreases below T
for high-quality samples, which is contrasted with that
for T,=1.6K samples without KS decreasing®?. We now
discuss this phenomenon in terms of our nonunitary sce-
nario. At first sight, it is at odds with it because the
Cooper pair polarization S || a-axis at low H. We solve
this puzzle in the following.

We first note that the absolute value of |AK,| for the
a-axis is abnormally largé3?, namely |AK| = 3.7 ~ 4.2xn
as described in Appendix E. To understand the negative
and large |AK,| we examine the GL coupling term «M , -
71 X n* between the magnetization along the a-axis and
the d-vector. Under the quantization axis parallel to the
a-axis, it can be written as

kM, -nmxn*= KJMG(A% — Af) (20)

Here we employ the notations A4 and A to explicitly ex-
press the spin moment direction. If x < 0, which we con-
sider in the following, then the split transition tempera-
tures Tc1 and Teo are identified Ty1 = Ty and Teo = Ty
respectively. Namely upon lowering T', A} is condensed



first and further lowering 7', A4 is followed at 7. Since
the Cooper pair spin moment S defined by Eq. is
locked by the magnetization direction M, through the
above GL coupling, not the external field, independent of
the positive or negative direction of the external field H,
A appears below Ty because it is locked by M,. This
situation is contrasted in the conventional case where A4
always appears first to save the Zeeman energy even if the
external field direction is reversed, leading to the para-
magnetic response xs = +xn > 0. Thus it immediately
leads to AK, < 0 below Tc;. The A; phase with A
responds diamagnetically to the external field.

Let us consider the magnitude of |AK,|. The spin sus-
ceptibility x,(T") near T, is calculated starting with the
GL functional given by Eq. @, following the procedure
by Takagi® on the *He-A phase under applied fields,

f=ao(T - Ta(H))A} (21)

with ag = N(0)/Tc1 and Teq = Teo + %Ma. The magne-
tization change d M is derived as

oM =—-—= = aon—Af. (22)

This leads to

SM ATk M

= — . 23
Mpawi  2puHTe1 ap OugH (23)

Substituting the weak coupling BCS value for A} =
1L.75T,, £ = 2.7K/pp and aifH = 0.07us/K at
H=1T% we obtain §M/Mp,.; = 1.3, which is smaller
than the estimated observe value 3.7~4.2. If taking
into account the strong coupling value Ay = (1.5 ~
2.0) x 1.75T¢1, we find 0M/Mpay; = 2.9 ~ 5.2, agreeing
with the experimental estimate. Note that the strong
coupling effect is evident from the large specific heat
jump®® AC /ynTe1 ~ 2.7 with the T,=2.1K samples com-
pared with 1.43 in BCS. This agreement implies that the
mechanism of the KS along the a-axis is quite different
from the usual case for H | S. This mechanism is some-
what similar to that in 3He-A %2, In Appendix C we es-
timate the KS value different from this due to Miyake®”,
which yields a similar value.

As shown in Fig. @(al), with decreasing T the T-
dependence of AK(T) at low H exhibits a large drop
below T¢;. Below Tcp, or T¢4 the decrease stops and
slightly increases because A4 starts appearing as shown
in Fig. 2[d). It is seen from Fig. [0{a2) that with increas-
ing H, AK(H) at low T shows a decrease toward Hcat
at which Ay = 0 as shown in Fig.[2(d). Then it increases
up to H%=12T toward the normal state because in this
field region A} diminishes toward it.
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FIG. 9: The Knight shift AK or the spin susceptibilities

in the superconducting state as functions of T' (left column)
at low H and H (right column) for three field orientations.
Upon lowering T', AK(T) strongly decreases below T¢1 for
H || a and increases below T.2 when the Ay appears (al) while
AK(T) behaves as in the Yosida function for b (b1) and ¢ (c1)
axes. AK(H || a) decreases in the A, state and increase when
entering the A; state with increasing H (a2). AK(H || b)
remains a constant at lower H and increases when entering the
A, state with increasing H (b2). AK(H || ¢) keeps gradually
increasing and reaches AK=0 around 8T (c2).

B. KS for H || b-axis

As shown in Fig. |§|(b1), with decreasing T the T-
dependence of AK(T) at low H for H || b-axis exhibits
a drop below T.; because S points to the a-axis or one
of the two d-vector components is parallel to the field
direction. Thus AK(T — 0) = _%XN- The overall
T-dependence follows the usual Yosida function®?. We
notice that the actual observed value of AK(T — 0) is
quite small*1"33 compared with this ideal one due to the
unknown reason characteristic to heavy Fermion super-
coductors.

As for the H-dependence of AK(H) at low T is dis-
played in Fig. [)[b2). At the lowest H, AK(H) starts
with —%XN- Corresponding to the d-vector rotation phe-
nomenon AK (H) gradually increases toward the normal
state value. When the d-vector rotation is completed at
H..t = 15T, the polarization vector S becomes perfectly
parallel to the b-axis. AK(H)=0 so that the spin sus-
ceptibility s returns to yn=>.

C. KS for H || c-axis

As shown in Fig. @(cl), with decreasing T the T-
dependence of AK(T) at low H for H || c-axis exhibits
a drop below T.; in the A; phase. Since S points to
the a-axis, AK(T — 0) = —2xy for this field orienta-
tion. The functional form of AK(T) is described by the
Yosida function.

The field dependence of AK(H) at low T is shown in
Fig. |§|(c2). According to the experiments®! =3 AK(H)



increases at the lowest H and locks to the normal state
value around 8T, which is smaller than that for the b-
axis, indicating that the locking energy to the crystalline
lattice is weaker in this direction. This means that the
original SO(3)*P™" is weakly broken due to the spin-orbit
coupling.

D. KS under pressure

It is noteworthy to interpret the KS experiments under
pressure P = 1.2GPa by Kinjo et al? for H || b-axis to
check the overall consistency of our scenario. According
to them, as lowering T, AK(T) is unchanged below T¢;
(see Fig.[19(b3) in Appendix C) where they measure KS
along the T axis). Upon further lowering T, it starts
decreasing below T2, and simultaneously the resonance
width is broadened. At first sight, it seems unphysical:
The low T phase deliberately loses the Zeeman energy
since the high T" phase is the most stable one by attaining
S parallel to the b-axis.

This paradox can be understood as follows: Since the
A; phase has the spin polarization S || b-axis, AK(T)
should be unchanged below T; as observed. Thus the
A1 phase as the high T state has the order parameter
Ay where the spin quantization axis must be the b-axis.
Upon entering the As phase as the low T state whose spin
polarization is opposite to it below T.o. Namely the A,
phase has the order parameter A|. AK(T') must decrease
because the spin polarization S points to the antiparallel
direction relative to the applied field. This situation is
exactly same as in the H || a-axis case at the ambient
pressure. The concomitant resonance width broadening
is fully consistent with the spin texture formation in the
mixture of the A; and A, phases®d,

Thus the results are important in the following points:

(1) The high T phase of A; is originally inherited from
the Ay phase under the ambient pressure where the spin
polarization points to the opposite direction of the ap-
plied field as mentioned above. As pressure increases,
this phase becomes the low T phase after passing the
critical pressure P.,=0.14GPa at which two phases cross
each other?. Thus above P, the high T phase has the
spin polarization S directed to the applied field.
(2)The resonance width in A; is narrow because all spin
polarizations for Copper pairs are parallel. Since the low
temperature phase A, is mixed by the A; phase, the spin
polarization forms a spin texture, thus making the reso-
nance width wider®®.

VI. DISCUSSION
A. Spin-singlet scenario

It may be instructive to examine the possibility of
the spin-singlet scenario from both positive and nega-
tive sides.
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(1) The observed H,s for all three principal directions ex-
ceeds by far the Pauli paramagnetic limiting field. This
difficulty for the spin-singlet scenario may be circum-
vented by considering the cancelation field due to induced
localized moment. This avoiding Pauli limiting effect was
discussed successfully in connection with CeRhyAsy27,
(2) The KS decreases for all three principal directions are
obviously explained by a spin-singlet pairing. However,
it should be noted that the KS values are not equal ex-
pected for the spin-singlet scenario.

(3) Although the time reversal symmetry either preserved
or broken is under debate®3457 it is easy to imagine
that the simplest spin-singlet s-pairing is realized when
the former is the case.

(4) The gap symmetry is also under discussion whether
it is a nodal gap28h8 or a full gap®®. If the latter is
true, the simplest spin-singlet s-pairing is most possible.
(5) There are reports*®? to support ferromagnetic fluc-
tuations which are believed to be favorable for the
spin-triplet pairing formation, making the spin-triplet
scenario less possible. The reported antiferromagnetic
fluctuationst® 2% and incommensurate spin-density-wave
long-range order®? under pressure may be favorable for
higher angular momentum pairing other than the simple
s-wave one.

(6) The multiple phase diagrams under ambient and ap-
plied pressures are most difficult to explain in terms of the
spin-singlet scenario unless accidentally different phases
are nearly degenerate. Generically the spin-triplet pair-
ing has various degeneracies in its spin space. In partic-
ular within our weak-spin orbit case the SO(3)*P" has
many degenerate phases because of the rich internal de-
grees 3x2 of spin freedom.

B. DOS mystery

We show the DOS v(H) evolutions®#54#9U ynder fields
in Fig. For H || b-axis, the normal state y(H) is dis-
played by the filled red dots and the empty red dots are
in the superconducting state. It is seen from this that
the SC «(H || b) reaches the normal DOS ~y around
H ~21T by extrapolating linearly to higher H where the
A phase ends, denoted by Heo(A;). Above this field, the
A becomes reappearing (see Figs. [J(a) and (c)). Thus
the DOS for the Ay must be supplied by some subsystems
other than the conduction electron subsystem. Since the
normal state DOS denoted by the filled red dots increases
beyond vy = 120 mJ/K?mol which is supplied from the
magnetic subsystem, this extra-DOS indicated by y(As2)
(the green arrow in Fig. now available for the As
phase to reappear above H=21T. Otherwise, it is im-
possible to reappear because the normal DOS vy is ex-
hausted by the A; phase when H reaches Hco(A1).

As denoted by the red arrows in Fig. [L0| estimated by
the specific heat jumps under fields%? the DOS for the A,y
phase exactly corresponds to these extra-DOS supplied
by the magnetic subsystem (see Appendix D for details



(H)[mJ/Kinol] 2

200 ‘:..'.
....-.oﬁ:z"'.-...'YQAZ)I

aeap  Y@A) |'m

0 10 20 H(T) 30 40

FIG. 10: ~(H) in the normal state indicated by the filled red
dots for H || b-axis®. ~(H) in the superconducting stateé™
indicated by the empty red dots and its extrapolation by the
black curve. It reaches yn at 20T at which the A; state
disappears. The extra DOS indicated green arrow denoted
by v(Az) coming from the enhanced DOS while DOS ~(A4;)
for the A; phase occupies the whole yn. The black and red
arrows denoted by AC(T:) show the v(H) estimated by the
specific heat jump data.

on how to evaluate those arrows). Thus it is clear that
the A, phase only exists near H, where the enhanced
DOS beyond -y is available.

As shown in Fig. [20]in Appendix D, the enhanced DOS
region beyond 7y is much wider for §# = 28° than that for
6 = 0°, namely H || b-axis. We denote this field region
~v(H) > 7 as a function of ¢ in Fig. |5l Within this band,
the Ay phase can exist. This is a necessary condition for
the As phase to reappear above H > H,. Therefore, in
principle the A phase can persist along H > Hy,(6), but
in UTey another necessary condition coming from HAU"
prevents it from attaining the higher H.. On the other
hand, in URhGe the reentrance A, phase persists up to
higher angles ¢ measured from the b-axis as seen from
Figs. [[7 and [1§in Appendix C.

Here there is a mystery that is not solved: there is no
available DOS for the low field A, phase expected below
a few T since the available normal DOS is exhausted by
the A; phase. One possibility to resolve it is to assume
that the low field Ay phase uses a small portion of the
normal DOS. If it is true, we may understand that at T.o
there is no detectable specific heat jump.

C. Hints for the second transition 7.» at H=0
under ambient pressure

1. Ti(T) anomaly

According to Matsumura, et al?*, 1/T(T") on !25Te-
NMR under H || b-axis exhibits an anomalous rise below
0.5K for H=0.35T and 0.65T, but not for 3T and 5T
which show a monotonous decrease upon further lowering
T. These anomalous rises in 1/T1 (T') suggest the appear-
ance of the additional DOS corresponding to ~0.2yx"%.
Thus we may regard it as T.2=0.5K since the building-
up extra-DOS comes from the second transition to newly
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form of the gap edge singularity at £ = +A4. This exper-
iment?!' also suggests that the small pocket region in the
H-T phase diagram vanishes around Hea(A2)=3T~5T as
indicated in Fig. [2(d).

2. Hci(T) anomaly

It is seen from the data?? that the T' dependences of
H.; exhibit anomalous upward changes for all field direc-
tions, in particular, H || c-axis is eminent. Naive extrapo-
lation of this anomaly may start around 7T,,=0.5K. This
kind of H¢ 1 (T) anomalies is also observed by Paulsen
et al”?. Since the applied fields are around a few mT,
those measurements suggest that the phase transition at
T.2=0.5K may occur at H=0.

3. ~(H) anomalies

As displayed in Figs. |1_Q| and it is seen that all v(H)
curves in the SC state?” exhibit anomalies around a few
T. Especially v(H || a) is eminent with a sharp kink at
4T. Those anomalies are consistent with the idea that the
small pocket regions for the As phase exist in the H-T
phase diagrams with H.o(As)=4 ~ 6T, depending on the
field orientations as displayed in Figs. [[c) and (d).

VII. CONCLUSION AND SUMMARY
1. Conclusion

We have extended our theoretical efforts toward a com-
plete understanding of the pairing symmetry in UTe,. In
particular, we have refined our construction work of the
peculiar phase diagram for H ||b-axis. The present work
is motivated by the recent several remarkable experimen-
tal progresses using high-quality samples with T.=2.1K,
including the newly found fourth internal liné“!' with an
almost horizontal slope going into the tetra-critical point
in the H || b-axis together with the positive sloped Hco
departing from it. This improbed procedure to recon-
struct the b-axis phase diagram leads us to obtain the off-
axis phase diagrams with a record-high H.s in a consis-
tent manner. These remarkable phase diagrams are suc-
cessfully reproduced here by assuming a nonunitary state
with equal spin pairs whose split transition temperatures
are tuned by the underlying magnetization M (H). This
theoretical framework also explains the Knight shift ex-
periments consistently2?38 by introducing the concept
of the d-vector rotation® occurring at the tetra-critical
point.

Within this framework on the minimal assumptions
we have accomplished the following in this paper:

(1) According to Sakai et al?! they identified the three
phases LSC, MSC and HSC for the H || b-axis. These



TABLE I: Characterizations of the four phases for H || b

phase AK d-vector vortex core (flow) width*
LLSC decrease  spin texture soft(flux flow)  wide
LSC decrease d || H (uniform)  hard(pinned) wide
MSC  decreas spin texture soft(flux flow)  wide
HSC unchange d L H (uniform) hard(pinned) narrow

*width: NMR resonance width

phases are characterized in Table I. In addition to
the three phases the fourth phase LLSC as the lowest
H phase is proposed here. The Table I includes the
charactor associated with the vortex core structures in
each phase, in particular whether it is pinned in crystal
lattices or easy depinned, exhibiting the flux flow under
the applied current. It also decribes the width of the
NMR resonance spectrum, which matches with the
observed characteristics3%5,

(2) In addition to the peculiar phase diagram for
H || b-axis, we have shown that the high field Ay phase
is reentrant when the field orientation is tilted from the
b-axis to the c-axis and from the bc-plane toward the
a-axis, achieving extremely high H . This is caused by
the screening effect of the external field by the internal
field due to the localized 5f moment M, along the b-axis,
which exhibits the meta-magnetic transition.  This
explains the truly multiple phases in this system.

(3) We have pointed out similarities and differences
from the sister materials URhGe in the phase diagram,
maintaining the same scenario based on the nonunitary
equal-spin pairing.

(4) Under pressure the observed multiple phase is
demonstrated to be connected to the multiple phase in
ambient pressure. This allows us to paint out the whole
phase diagrams in a unified viewpoint.

(5) We have analyzed the DOS data to show that the
high field Ay phase as HSC is needed for the extra
DOS, which is supplied from the localized magnetic
subsystem. Thus for the A; phase to appear the extra
DOS associated with the meta-magnetic transition is
indispensable, hinting at the novel pairing mechanism.
(6) We have explored thoroughly the KS experiments
by NMR for all field orientations and under pressure
in a consistent manner and predicted the KS behaviors
which are not done yet.

To strengthen our argumentation, we have to back it
up in several aspects:
(1) Since our arguments are qualitative or semi-
quantitative, we need more microscopic calculations
based on a microscopic Hamiltonian. This includes the
H_; evaluation quantitatively based on band calculations,
giving the realistic values of the anisotropy and accurate
position of the tetra-critical point.
(2) Microscopic computations are needed to understand
the dynamical processes of the formation and nucleation
for spin textures to accurately describe the d-vector ro-
tation phenomena by extending our microscopic Eilen-
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berger theory®® or Bogoliubov-de Gennes theory??.

(3) Although it is a notoriously difficult question and
so far no one answers reasonably, the origin of the pair-
ing mechanism of this kind of particular superconducting
state must be addressed. Here we have tried to extract
some hints related to this fundamental question which
might give clues. For example, as mentioned in Sec.VI in
order to produce the high field A, phase above Hy, the
extra DOS must be supplied from the magnetic subsys-
tem whose internal degrees of freedom associated with
the Kondo screening is liberated under strong external
fields by more and more localizing the 5f moments. On
the other hand, the low field As phase as LLSC expected
to appear at T.o under ambient pressure and T.; under
applied pressure seems to hold only tiny entropy com-
pared with the A; phase with holding the almost full
DOS yn=120mJ /mol K2, not sharing half- and half-DOS
for each. It seems quite puzzling at this moment because
the spin-down system A| overwhelms the spin-up system
Ay

(4) The pairing mechanism must be related to the under-
lying magnetism because the present system is governed
by the field-tuned 5f magnetic moment. The recent dis-
covery of the long-range incommensurate spin-density-
wave under high pressure®? and antiferromagnetic fluc-
tuations'® 2% ynder ambient pressure may indicate a hint
for the pairing glue. More broadly, the competing phase
between superconductivity and magnetism belongs to
more general topics not only in heavy Fermion materi-
als?98 but also in high T, cuprates?U,

(5) In the present paper we do not touch upon the gap
structure because it is not directly relevant for our phase
diagram construction. But its determination is essential
to finally pin down the proper pairing state because the
spin part and orbital part of the order parameter must be
mutually consistent. At this moment there are conflicting
opinions on the gap structure, either nodal or full gap.
To resolve it, we need further efforts both theoretically
and experimentally. Some of these tasks are underway.

Finally, we wish to list up the experimental works to
be urgently performed:
(A) According to the present scenario®®, the vortex core
in the high field A, phase for H || b-axis contains a gen-
uine spinless Majorana zero-energy mode. This can be
detected by STM-STS via the local density of states mea-
surementsY,
(B) The spin textural changes associated with the d-
vector rotation, whose precise field and temperature re-
gion is identified in the present paper, can be also ob-
served by small angle neutron scattering (SANS) exper-
iments.
(C) The detailed v(H) measurements in higher fields for
the H || b-axis is necessary for clarifying the DOS mys-
tery mentioned above.
(D) The experimental check on whether or not the sec-
ond transition at T.2=0.4~0.5K described in this paper is
needed by using high-quality samples with T.=2.1K. The
thermodynamic anomaly is expected to be very small,



FIG. 11: The characterization of the order parameters and
the transition lines for the phase diagram in H-T plane for
H ||b-axis.
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FIG. 12: The characterization of the order parameters and
the transition lines for the phase diagram in P-T plane.

thus high-resolution experiments are indispensable. Ac-
cording to a recent paperV2, it is pointed out that the
second transition in a nonunitary state can be small be-
cause of the presence of d x d*.

(E) To precisely determine the gap structure as for
the nodal topology, point or line, or full gap and
its reciprocal-space position, the angle-resolved specific
heat™%3 or thermal-conductivity measurements are highly
desired.

2. Summary

To facilitate future experiments, it may be instructive
to summalize the identified pairing states on the phase
diagrams for H ||b-axis and under pressure. On the phase
diagram for H ||b-axis, which is derived early in Figs.
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and [2(c) the relevant order parameters are described in
Fig. Here we have introduced the notation for the
order paramters, such as A(a |) where the quntization
axis of the spin direction is specified and the transition
temperatures are specified, such as T¢y = Too — £M,,
indicating that A(a }) appears at this temperature gov-
erned by M,. The red arrows at the tetra-critical point
denote the reconnections of the transition lines, namely
Teay = Teo— kM, at 2K (Teay = Teo+KM,) reconnects to
chT =T — kM, (TCbi =T+ HM[,) at TCP where the
d-vector rotates. Thus the low field phase A; (the high
field phase Ay) is characterized by the order parameter
Alal) (A1),

We notice that at TCP the four transitions meet to-
gether. They are all degenerate, allowing them to freely
reconnect so as to be maximally beneficially for them. In
fact for A(b 1) the transition line Tepy = Tco — KMy s
most beneficially becasue the diamagnetic effect is absent
and the transition temperature can strongly increase as
My(H) grows toward higher fields in our case of k < 0.
These identifications are fully consistent with the Knight
shift experiments.

Under pressure the P-T phase diagram is shown in
Fig. The similarity between Figs. [[1] and [12]is not-
icable: Namely the high pressure and high temperature
phase corresponding to the Ay phase with A(b 1) changes
into the mixture phase of A; + As phase upon cooling
where A(b ) appers at Tehy = Teo + £Mp. This iden-
tification of the spin structure of the order parameters
is consistent with the Knight shift experiment by Kinjo
et al®® under P = 1.2GPa. At the tetra-critical point
P ~0.15GPa the d-vector rotation must occurs.
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Appendix A: Phase diagrams for 7,=1.6K samples

The samples with T,=1.6K exhibit no indication for
the double transition at T.5 at the ambient pressure and
H=0. Note that all the indications of the second tran-
sition Teo in sec. VI C come from the samples with
Teo=2 . This is caused by the large residual DOS
comparable to 0.5yN, which ultimately excludes the Ag



phase from realizing by pushing T.o to a negative value.
We remark that the new samples with 7.,=2.1K have no
such residual DOS. Other various eminent features dis-
cussed in the main text remain intact even in these sam-
ples with T,=1.6K. In particular, for H || b-axis unusual
phenomena, such as the positive slope in H.o above 15T,
the successive transition under fields and the high field
reentrant SC for the field orientations along 6 are ob-
served in the low-quality samples. Thus it is important
to check whether or not the present theoretical frame-
work can explain these prominent features.

1. Construction of the phase diagram for H || b-axis

We employ the same method to construct the phase
diagram for H || b-axis as in the main text except for
Teo < 0, thus we use k = 3.9K/ug. As shown in
Fig. b) which is identical with Fig. b), the magne-
tization curve M, (H) is plotted by the red line and the
green line indicates Hog for the As phase. The A; phase
is essentially unchanged in the case of the main text,
namely it vanishes at H=22T corresponding to their or-
bital limiting field H%P(A;) (see the gray band) because
H.g = H.y: is unscreened.

In contrast, the Ay phase starting with the negative
temperature T < 0 survives in much higher fields be-
cause H.g denoted by the green line comes back within
the allowed region denoted by the blue band above the
d-vector rotation field H > H,.. Thus it appears above
H,ot=15T first (see in Fig. |13[(a)) and vanishes at the
meta-magnetic transition H,,=34T above which as indi-
cated by the green line it is outside the allowed region.

The main different from the case of T.5 > 0 lies in the
fact that until the T, becomes positive, the Ay phase
does not appear and even when it becomes positive, it
never appears because Hog(Az) is outside the allowed
region below H, (see the black straight line for H =
Hgy in Fig. b))

We show the As(left) and A;(right) phases separately
in the top panel of Fig. It is clear that the Ay phase
is isolated and has a positive slope while the A; phase
has a simple conventional H.o(T') form. The overlapping
region of the two phases gives rise to the mixture phase
of Ay and A, phases and the tetra-critical point shown
in the lower panel of Fig. Note that in contrast with
the main text with Teo > 0 (see Fig. , other internal
transition line is absent and the dotted lines are not re-
alized.

2. Phase diagram from H || b-axis to c-axis

We construct the phase diagram for the field direc-
tion tilted from the b-axis toward the c-axis by 6 = 35°.
As shown in the left panel of Fig. [[5] by the red curve,
just above H,, H.z becomes inside the allowed re-
gion denoted by the vertical band which is defined by
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FIG. 13: Construction of the phase diagram for H || b-axis
when Tc1 < 0. The lower panel shows the magnetization
curve of My(H) by the red line. The green line is Heg as a
function of H where the dotted lines are not realized. The
two horizontal bands exhibit the allowed regions H3P (A1)
and HSP(Az) for the A; and A, phases respectively. Upper
panel: The constructed phase diagram H || b-axis in the T-H
plane. Tco starts at the negative T" and becomes positive at
10T, keeping up until meeting the curve starting from HAVL,
The A; phase with T.1=1.6K disappears at H=23T. Above
H,ot the Az phase appears and vanishes at Hp,.

AUL
Q

FIG. 14: The upper panel shows the phase diagram for the
Aj phase (left) and the A; phase (right) in the H-T plane.
The former does not contain the A, phase in the low T and
H region. The lower panel shows the total phase diagram
combined with the two phases. The four second order lines
meet at 15T, constituting the tetra-critical point. The region
around 20T consists of A; and As, giving the mixture phase.

+H%P(0 = 35°). Thus the Ay phase, shown in the right
hand side of Fig. appears above H,, a situation same
as in the main text. Here the straight dotted line starting
at Tyo < 0 is never realized, so there is no further internal
transition line.
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FIG. 15: Phase diagram for H || 6 = 35°. The left side panel
shows Heg by the red line with the vertical allowed region
bound by H%P(# = 35°). The A, phase appears above Hp,
and below HfQUL. Te.o is not realized until it hits Hy,.

Appendix B: Comparisons with URhGe

It is instructive to compare the above analysis on UTe,
with URhG&284143 hecause they have similar phase di-
agrams in common under the field direction for the mag-
netic hard b-axis. We construct the phase diagram for
H || b-axis in URhGe shown in Fig. The construction
procedure is the same as in the main text: Since Tyo < 0
is situated deep in the negative side, the A, phase ap-
pears when the magnetization M exhibits a jump at Hg
where the magnetic moment rotates from the magnetic
easy c-axis. HR corresponds to the meta-magnetic tran-
sition H,, before. We have chosen the following param-
eters to construct the phase diagrams here and through-
out: Teo=-0.6K under the observed transition tempera-
ture T.1=0.22K. « is determined by the splitting of T¢;-
Teo=2kM,. with the spontaneous moment M, = 0.4ugp,
yielding x = 1.0K/up. Together with af = 40.5T /K, we
use HAP = af|Teo| = 24.3T.

The magnetization jump greatly reduces the external
field as depicted in the left side panel. This results in
that the isolated A, phase appears above the A; phase
stabilized only in lower fields. HAU determined by Heg
is comparable to the upper limit of the extra DOS region
(v(H) > ~~) indicated by the blue arrow along the H-
axis of the left panel. These two factors yield the upper
bound in the A5 phase. It is rather remarkable to see that
the magnetization curve of My(H) indicated by the dots
in the right panel forms the lower part of the reentrant Ao
phase. This proves that the expression Ty = Teg + KM,
is correct.

By continuing the same arguments, we can construct
the phase diagrams when the field direction is tilted from
the b-axis toward the other hard a-axis by the angle ¢.
As displayed in the left hand panel of Fig. [17| where Hg
is shown for the selected angles. To construct this figure,
once the value « is fixed we need:

(1) The magnetization curves of the M;,(H) component

16

Hext H(M H(T) H(T)
) 1 H&UL 1 /
1(H)>y Ao
2,—oe?
He [ A7
10 1044 N
) ' \
4 \
\
D \
5 5 \
Bl oo ) \\
\
[2 \
, \
0 Tei o4 T(K)

b 0 gob 0.6Te2
ngp 0w oeTe

FIG. 16: Construction of the phase diagram for H || b for
URhGe. The left side panel: Heg is shown in the green line
relative to the external field Hext denoted by the black line,
which runs out at HA"" from the allowed region set by HP.
The blue arrow indicates the region v(H) > 7, which limits
the Ay phase to appear. The right side panel: H-T phase
diagram obtained. Tco=-0.6K starts from the negative value
according to Teo = Teo + KMy(H), which becomes positive
at 9T and jumps at the moment rotation field Hr. The A,
phase appears around it, isolated from the A; phase in low H
and T region. This phase diagram is similar to that in UTe,,
having a portion dquz > 0.

for those angles ¢ which are done by taking the projection
M,(H) onto the external field direction. My(¢ = 7/2)
coincides with M,.(H). This procedure is experimentally
verified®2,
(2) Mp(yp) starting from Tro at the zero-field yields Heg =
H + apkMp(p), which is shown in the right hand panel.
(3) The initial slope ap depends on the angle ¢, but the
H., anisotropy from the b-axis to a-axis is weak, thus
we neglect it. Note that this anisotropy was strong in
UTes which greatly influences the phase diagrams around
6 ~ 40° to attain the maximal H.o(6) there.

It is now seen from Fig.
(A) Since nearly all Hog for various ¢ are well within
the allowed region up to the highest field, meaning that
HAVY is not effective here. This is different from that in
UTe,. Instead, the upper limit of the As phase is limited
by the extra DOS with v(H) > vn, whose field regions
are assumed to be constant here to be consistent with
the experimental data. Namely the width of the field re-
gion for v(H) > vy is a constant centered around Hg(¢).
This assumption should be checked experimentally. Indi-
rect supporting evidence comes from the pressure exper-
iment by Miyake et al®¥ showing that the shape of the
reentrant As phases under pressure simply shifts without
changing their width along the field direction, which is
consistent with our assumption.
(B) The magnetization jump always occurs when the
magnetization M, (H) reaches at a certain value ~ 0.4up
for all ¢. This is consistent with the experimental obser-
vation Hg(f) o 1/cose. This means that in the right
hand panel in Fig. the jump point for each ¢ aligns
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FIG. 17: Construction of the phase diagrams under varying
the angle ¢ measured from the b-axis toward the a-axis. The
left side panel: Heg for ¢ = 0°,30°,50°,60°. The three arrows
indicate the field region for v(H) > vy~ which limits the As
phase to appear. The right side panel: H-T phase diagram
obtained where Tio = Teo + kM (p) with M (¢) depicted there
for each ¢ started from Tis. The reentrant A, phase persists
up to higher angles, sticking with Hg.

vertically parallel to the H-axis. This guarantees the ex-
istence of the reentrant A, phase to always appear just
around their Hg. This is the reason why it is accompa-
nied by Hgr up to a higher angle ¢.

As shown in Fig. the A, phase forms a band cen-
tered around Hg at least up to ¢ = 50°. This situation
is quite different from that in UTes shown in Fig. [5] In
short, in the latter case the two factors HAU" and the ex-
tra DOS region compete with each other to confine the
A, phase to a narrow angle region. However the attained
field of H.s is far high because the magnetization jump
is bigger 0.5up in UTes than ~ 0.1up in URhGe.

Appendix C: Multiple phase diagrams under
pressure

We have postulated the existence of the second transi-
tion T.o=0.4K at H=0 to construct the phase diagram for
the H || b-axis. It implies that the H-T phase diagrams
for all field directions should consist of multiple phases
in general. Here we demonstrate that this assumption is
quite natural when analyzing the phase diagrams under
pressure. Moreover, the third phase Ag, which is hidden
so far appears to exist, completing the three component
scenario based on SO(3)*P™" introduced previously.

In Fig. we analyze the H-T phase diagrams for
all principal field directions; a, b and c-axes under pres-
sure® L Tt is seen from Fig. [19| that:

(1) Tt is obvious that all phase diagrams consist of the
multiple phases, independent of P and field orientations.
(2) The multiple phases are classified by the three phases,
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FIG. 18: The constructed phase diagram in H-¢ plane. The
reentrant HSC(A2) is within the light green band around
H,ot(¢) denoted by a thin black curve with red dots. The
blue, and green dots and triangle symbols are experimental
data for superconducting transitions. The two arrows indi-
cate the width of the field region for v(H) > yn. LSC(A1) is
almost isotropic against .

A1, As, and Ag. There is no further phase existed in this
analysis. This is consistent with our three component
scenario.

(3) The Ay phase is somewhat hidden because so far at
H = 0 there is no direct experimental report to third
transition 7.3 while the double transition Ty, and T
are confirmed by several experiments mentioned above.
However, if we look carefully at the data for H || a-axis
in Figs. (al), (a2), and (a3), it is understood that
there must be an additional phase in high fields, namely
the Ap phase indicated by green, which is systematically
evolving under P.

(4) As for the field direction b-axis shown in Figs.[19|(b1),
(b2), and (b3), we see that the Ay phase starting at Teo
quickly disappears at lower fields. In contrast, the high
temperature A; phase starting at T.; exhibits a strong
rise, and a positive slope in the middle field region toward
H,, indicated by horizontal dotted lines. The other dot-
ted lines there from T, toward the tetra-critical points
are not realized. The existing data points are completely
exhausted by those analyses, so we understand that there
are no positive sloped internal phase transition lines in-
side the A; phase.

(5) This assignment is completely consistent with the
constructed b-axis phase diagram shown in Figs.
and [4 in the ambient pressure. Therefore, as a function
of P, including the ambient pressure the phase diagrams
are continuously evolving.

(6) We notice that the small pocket regions for the Ay
phase around the origin always exist, independent of P
and field directions, a situation quite similar to the am-
bient pressure as shown in Figs. [2[c) and (d).

To conclude this section, through the examinations of
the data under pressure, it is natural to assume that in
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FIG. 19: Phase diagrams under pressure*®®™ Each row

corresponds to the field orientations a-axis, b-axis, and c-axis.
Each column corresponds to approximately the same pres-
sure, low, middle, and high pressures. The black dots are
experimental data points. The identified phases for A1, As,
and A are colored differently. The produced phase diagrams
capture the experimental data points. Systematic evolutions
of the three phases are seen under pressures and field orien-
tations.

the ambient pressure T.o exists at H=0 for T.=2.1K
samples. The A, phase at low T and H occupied a
small pocket area in the H-T phase diagram shown in
Figs. This is in contrast with 7.=1.6K samples
where T¢5 is absent, or negative because the large resid-
ual DOS wipes out the Ay phase to appear.

Appendix D: Available DOS for A; phase in high
fields —A hint for pairing mechanism—

Here in Fig. 20| we refer to the experimental data for
the normal DOS for the b-axis and 6 = 28° by Miyake et
al®. The DOS or v(H) enhancement occurs associated
with the meta-magnetic transition at H,,. Above Hy,,
as a function of H, v(H) quickly decreases. Comparing
the field regions, in which y(H) > 7 indicated by the
horizontal arrows are far wider for the # = 28°case than
that in the b-axis case.

On the other hand, v(H)’s in the superconducting
state for the three a, b, and ¢ axes?? are also shown
in Fig. by the black dots. When ~(H) reaches
yn=120mJ/molK? for a and c-axes, the system becomes
normal. Extrapolating the b-axis data linearly to higher
fields, it reaches vy around 22T or so at which the A;
phase disappears as seen from Fig. [2] simply because the
Ay phase exhausts its available DOS, e.g. n. Thus
for the A, phase to reappear around that field region,
it is necessary to be available for the extra DOS, oth-
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FIG. 20:  Field dependences®™ of the normal DOS ~(H)
for H || b-axis and tilted by 6 = 28°. Both show the en-
hancements toward Hy,, and decreases. The colored regions
(H > Hy) with the arrows show the enhancement exceeded
above yn = 120mJ/K2mol and differ for the two cases where
the latter is far wider than the former. The low field data
below yn show the superconducting v(H) for three orienta-

tions2,

erwise, there is no usable DOS for the A, phase or no
room for the A phase. Then as mentioned above ac-
cording to the DOS enhancement associated with the
meta-magnetic transition, the extra DOS becomes avail-
able for the A phase around H,,. This field inter-
val is necessary for the A phase to reappear in high
fields for 6 ~ 35° as explained in the previous section.
Note that for H || b-axis this field interval is too nar-
row for the A, phase to reappear above Hy, even though
HAE(lower) < Heg < HAUY(upper). The enhanced
DOS is quite high for # = 28° which is more than 2 X vy,
making the extrapolated Ty ~ 6K so high as shown in
Figs.[Bland [ It is also noticed that in URhGe high field
reentrant A, phase is mainly constrained by this extra
DOS interval. This suggests that the pairing mechanism
is closely related to the origin of the mass enhancement.
The reentrant A, phase in URhGe is always associated
with this mass enhancement region.

Appendix E: Estimate for the KS value for the
a-axis and the Pauli paramagnetic field

The new KS value for the a-axis3! at lower H is
AK,=4.8% where the spin part of the KS Kin=1.3%,
namely, AK,/Kqpin=3.7. This evaluation is consistent
with the following estimate: The induced magnetization
at H=1T is M, = —4.8% x 1T/3.8T/ug = —0.00126up
with the hyperfine coupling constant Ahyperfine
3.8T/up for the Te site 2. On the other hand, the
Pauli paramagnetic moment Mp,,1; at H=1T is given by
MPauli = XPauli X 1T = QIUQBN(O) x 1T = OOO?)MB Thus,
Ma/MPauli = 70.0126/1,]3/0.003[1,]3:—4.2 where N(O) =
120mJ /molKQ. Both estimates yield the Knight shift
value -3.7~-4.2yN. Note that contrary to this anoma-
lously large KS, for the b and c-axes the corresponding
values are the following: AK,/Kspin ~ AK./Kspin=-
0.15 and Mb/MPauli:'0-13 and MC/MPauli:'O-17~
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FIG. 21:  The specific heat jump AC(H) at T.(H) under
fields indicated by the red arrow. The entropy balance re-
quires that the two triangle areas above and below yn must
be equal, meaning that the length vn — v(H) is uniquely re-
lated to AC(H), independent of the functional form of C'(H).

From the observed KS value we can evaluate the Pauli
paramagnetic limiting field as Hg, ;;=2T, which is com-
pared with Hf;auh:mT. These values are far below the
observed H.s for the a and b-axes. This strengthens the
scenario based on a triplet pairing for UTe,.

Appendix F: Different estimate for the KS value for
the a-axis

According to Miyakeé®”, the induced magnetization
value associated with the A; phase is evaluated by a
formula relative to the normal state due to the Pauli
paramagnetism Mpa,y;:

|oM| aA?
Mpawi  4depupH

2 a
(1+gN(0))(1+F0) (F1)

where a ~ O(1) is the parameter to express the de-
gree of the electron-hole asymmetry, namely N’(0) the
derivative at the Fermi level ep(= Tx = 30K). gN(0)
is the dimensionless coupling constant, assuming here
0.14. F§ is the Landau Fermi liquid parameter, which
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we ignore. For A = 1.75T1(K), and H=1T, we find
|0M|/Mpauii = 2.2a. This is the same order of magni-
tude estimated in the main text.

Appendix G: Evaluation of v(H) from the jump of
the specific heat at Tc

We can estimate y(H) from the specific heat jump
AC(H) at T, by assuming the entropy balance between
the SC and the normal state as follows: As shown in
Fig. 1] at H = 0, v(H = 0) = 0 and AC(H = 0) =
1.43~yy for the BCS. As H increase from zero, the jump
decrease, and the residual v(H) increases so that both
keep the entropy balance, namely the area of the upper
triangle equals that of the lower triangle. Then we can
derive a formula under the assumption that all the spe-
cific heat curves are scaled:

aC) _ | o)
ACgcs N

(G1)

Since this relation is independent of the functional form
of the C(T) curve and the magnitude of the jump, we
can generalize it to the non-BCS cases as

WH) _,__ACt)
~ AC(H =0)

(G2)

In fact we confirm this formula for UTes by comparing
the estimates v(H)/yn calculated by this formula with
the measured values? as displayed in Fig. where the
black arrows indicates the jumps AC(T.) in the H || b-
axis?d, Tt is seen that they agree with each other rather
perfectly. This tells us that the analysis of the specific
heat jump associated with the Ay phase in the double
transition around 17T gives reliable estimates for the
7(Az) which are also displayed in Fig. [10] as the red ar-
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