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Specific-heat evidence of the first-order superconducting transition in SroRuQ,
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We investigate the specific heat of ultra-pure single cltysiSLRuQ,, a leading candidate of a spin-triplet super-
conductor. We for the first time obtained specific-heat aweeof the first-order superconducting transition belowk).8
namely divergent-like peaks and clear hysteresis in theifip@eat at the upper critical field. The first-order traiasit
occurs for all in-plane field directions. The specific-hesitires for the first-order transition are found to be higlely-
sitive to sample quality; in particular, the hysteresisdmees totally absent in a sample with slightly lower qualliyese
thermodynamic observations provide crucial bases to sitaled the unconventional pair-breakirfteet responsible for
the first-order transition.

KEYWORDS: Sr,RuQy, spin-triplet superconductivity, first-order transition, specific heat, superconducting phase
diagram, pair-breaking effects

Breaking mechanisms of superconductivity by the magf experiments have revealed thag, in the SC stateysc
netic field is of fundamental interest, because pair-bragki is equal to that in the normal statg. In addition, other un-
mechanisms, directly related to interactions betweenrsupe&onventional SC phenomena attributable to the orbital@nd
conductivity and magnetic field, provide rich informationspin degrees of freedomin the SC wave function support spin-
about the superconducting (SC) state. In case of type-ll striplet scenario$®-3?More recently, the spin susceptibility is
perconductors, the ordinary pair-breaking is the orbifal emeasured again using Ru and Sr NMR, and the spin-triplet
fect, which originates from the orbital motion of Cooperrgai nature is further confirmetf: 34
circulating around quantized vorticesVhen the orbital ef- Interestingly, we have recently revealed by means of the
fect dominates, the SC to normal state (S-N) transitioneat thmagnetocaloricfect (MCE) study that the S-N transition
upper critical fieldH¢, is a second-order transition (SOT).of SLRuQ, is of first order when the magnetic field is par-
The orbital é€fect is also characterized by the linear temperallel to the ab plane and when the temperature is below
ature dependence @&f., near the zero-field critical tempera-0.8 K7 Clearly, the FOT contradict with the ordinary orbital
ture T¢o. Another mechanism, which is less common, is theffect, which leads to a SOT. Existence of a pair-breaking
Pauli @fect, which originates from the competition betweemmechanism dferent from the orbital fect for H || ab is
the Zeeman spin polarization and the SC condensation estrongly supported by the recent small-angle neutron scat-
ergy? The Pauli éfect is characterized by a typical concavetering study®® In addition, for SsRuQ;, the Pauli &ect is
down shape of thél;»(T) curve and often causes a first-ordeiinconsistent with the experimental result pfc ~ yn by
transition (FOT) atH., at low temperature$.Such features NMR?>2433and polarized neutron scatterifiypecause the
for the Pauli &ect has been observed in several spin-singleharacteristic pair-breaking field for the Pautiext, the Pauli
superconductors such as heavy fermibrigrganics®*?and limit Hp, should be infinitely large sincBp o (yn — yso) /2.
iron pnictidest®1°In some special cases, exotic pair-breakingherefore, a new pair-breaking mechanism responsiblééor t
effects can emerge. For example, in the ferromagnetic sup&©OT should exist.
conductor UCoGe, a new type of pair breaking has been sug-In order to obtain new insights into the origin of the FOT,
gested where the magnetic field directly weakens the pairinge measured the specific headf ultra-pure single crystals
“glue”.'® of SLRuUOy. Importantly,c/T, being equal to the temperature

Recently, possible unconventional pair-breaking mechalerivative of the entropy, is directly related to the quasi-
nism in SpeRuQy has been suggested by the present auttorsparticle density of states and is seldoffieated by vortex
This oxide, withT¢y ~ 1.5 K, has been extensively studiedpinning. Thus¢/T is a fundamental physical quantity in the
for 20 years as a leading candidate for spin-triplet supercostudy of superconductors. In contrast, the MCE is essgnéall
ductorst®2! The spin-triplet state has been directly revealetimagnetic” measurement since one obtalfgoH = 0M/0T
by comprehensive spin susceptibiljypin measurements by from the MCE, whereV is the magnetization. This magnetic
the nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) using several atonmiature is clearly demonstrated by the fact that the MCE can be
site$?~2* and the polarized neutron scatterifigBoth kinds affected by vortex pinning, which makes the above thermody-
namic relation sometimes invalid. In this Letter, we replet
first specific-heat evidence of the FOT, namely divergekg-li
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SroRuQ,, Sample #2

peak and hysteresis uf{H)/T at Hcp. We also found that the 255 0.50 K

FOT features in specific heat is quite sensitive to the sample 20} 0.60 K 1
quality. The observation of the FOT in a fundamental quan-— 15; _ 040K |
tity should provide an important bases toward resolution ofg s '

the origin of the unusual pair-breakinffect. X 10

For the present study, we used single crystals gR60; =
grown by the floating-zone methd8l.In this Letter, we E
mainly report results on Sample #2.( = 1.50 K, 0.184 mg), ': of
although some results on Sample #lo(= 1.45K,0.684mg) &
are also shown for comparison. These samples are identic§, -5t

to those used in the MCE experiménfThe value ofl';o was _10f ]
obtained by ac susceptibility and specific heat measurement ; " 'H//[100], up sweep |
in zero field. We emphasize th@t, of Sample #2 is equal -5t
to the ideall';p of S,RUQy in the clean limit¥” indicating its 08 09 1 11 42 13 14 15

extreme cleanness. The specific heatas measured using HoH (T)

a conventional ac methol.We chose 0.8 Hz (Sample #1)

and 1.8-2.4 Hz (Sample #2) as the frequency of the temg, 1. (Color online) Field dependence a#/T of SLRuQ, (Sample #2)

perature modulation for the sample heat capacity measufe-H | [100]. Only field-up sweep data are shown in these figures. The

ment. We confirmed absence of frequency dependence in tieken Iin_es present results of Iin_ear fitting#e/ T data at 0.7, 0.8 and 0.9 K.

obtained heat capacity near this frequency range, ind@atiCIearly’ divergent-like feature exists below 0.8 K but nobze 0.9 K.

that the measurement has been performed with proper fre-

quencies. The background heat capacity was also measured

and we found no detectable field strength and angle depen-

dences in the present field range. In this Letter, we preseitd down sweeps. At 0.11 K, thefidirence betweeH, of

Ac(H)/T = [C(H)-C(H > Hg)]/nT. Here C is the measured the up- and down-sweeps is approximately 20 mT, in agree-

heat capacity including the background amds the molar ment with the MCE result! To the best of our knowledge,

amount the sample. Note that the subtractio® @ > H.,) €xcept for the MCE, hysteresis Bt of SRUQ, has never

allows us to subtract the normal-state specific heat (inclu§een reported. Thus, the present result marks the firsteiser

ing the phonon contribution) as well as the background he@n of hysteresis with a “point-by-point” measurementtec

capacity. The magnetic field was applied using a vector magidue, with each data point taken at a fix&d Note that,

net systen?® Throughout this Letter, we denafias the polar generally speaking, it is morefiicult to observe hysteresis

angle of the field with respect to theaxis, andg as the az- With a point-by-point measurement, compared with continu-

imuthal angle within the: plane with respect to the axis. OUS measurement techniques such as the MCE: The super-

The accuracy i is better than 1° for both samples; while cooledsuperheated metastable state can exhibit transition to

the accuracy in is around 1 for Sample #2 and 5-2Cfor the stable state within the time required for one data point,

Sample #1. which is rather long for the former kind of techniques. It
In Fig. 1(a), we presentc(H)/T for H || [100] with various should be noted here that the ac method for specific-heat mea-

temperatures. At high temperatures, the step-like anoimaly Surements sometimes hinder hystereses, in particulae/er
c(H) at H, indicates the SOT, as expected for ordinary type?erature sweeps. Indeed, we could not observe any hystereses
Il superconductors. However, as temperature is decretiged, IN femperature sweeps even for Sample #2 (not shown). Nev-
anomaly af,; starts to acquire a divergent-like peak feature€theless, the clear hystereses observgfikis sweeps, with
This peak inc/T, indicating a discontinuous changesnat the hysteresis width in agreement with the MCE, indicaté tha
Heo, evidences the FOT. The divergent-like feature becom&Re use of the ac method is appropriate in the present case.
most pronounced at around 0.5 K. This behavior is consistent!nterestingly, the FOT features u#) are found to be ex-
with simple thermodynamics for a FOT, as being discussdfemely sensitive to the sample quality. Indeed, in Sample #
latter. By comparing the data nefg, with the linear extrap- With a slightly lower sample quality, we did not observe any
olation of the low-field data (Fig. 1), we can see that the peaiizable hysteresis i(H) as exemplified in Fig. 2(b), although
at H, starts to appear below 0.8 K but absent above 0.9 {n the MCE measurement a clear hysteresis is seen even for
Thus we estimate the temperature below which the FOT o#lis sample (Fig. 2(c)). The results are naturally undecto
curs, Tror, as~ 0.8 K. These results are consistent with thdhat the metastable supercogktperheated state at the FOT
previous MCE results’ can become easily unstable by existence of nucleationrsente
As further definitive evidence for the FOT, we succeededUch as impurities or surface defects and is only detecgble
in observing hysteresis ir(H). As presented in Fig. 2(a), we @ “fast” measurement such as the MCE. This situation is very

observed a clear flerence between the ongéf, of field-up ~ Similar to water, where supercooled liquid water beldWZ 0
can be stable only if the water itself and the container atle bo
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Comparison between field-up (red squares) an oy : . (H/11100])
down sweep (blue circles) data 6&(H)/T (a) of Sample #2 foH || [100] < 4l 17 1
and (b) of Sample #1 foH ~ [100]. (c) The relative temperature change E
due to the MCE” for Sample #1 af’ ~ 0.26 K measured with the sweep l:’ of ]
rate of 1.02 m7sec. The vertical broken lines indicatg, deduced from the — L ]
field-up and down sweep data of the MCE. % g SRR . 750 ok U WLl G -85 1
of 0.3K ]
. H// ac, up sweep 1
. L . A4 e L
clean enough. Otherwise, the supercooled liquid watek-if e 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 14 1.5
ists, changes into ice within a very short period of time.eéNot HoH (T)

that the peak of(H) just belowH,; is quite vague in this sam-

ple. This indicates that the FOT is very easily broadened by

sample inhomogeneity, as Commomy observed in other FOTHg. 3. (Colqr o‘nline)‘ Fiel_d-strength depend_encelofT‘ at_0.3 K with dif-
The comparison between the two samples clearly indicat%e;t:mo"’}gsr?el“&fl'el"_‘? ilsregl)ogit?:)?aﬁs?z Iféefngggi‘:f;g:fgéggg%
that the appc_aarance of the FOT features strongly dependsfglnfields in theac plane (i.e.¢ = 0°). The values near the curves indicate
sample quality, and that the extreme cleanness of Sample #2 oo -, the field tilt angle with respect to the plane. The broken lines
allows us to observe hysteresis even with a “point-by-goinpresent results of linear fitting téc/T data as¢ = 1.7, 2.2, and 27°.
technique for the first time. This extreme sensitivity of the

FOT features to the sample quality also explain why the hys-

teresis has not been observed in previous stuidiés.

Next, we examine field-angldfects on the occurrence of of the Ac(H)/T curves. As temperature is decreased below
the FOT. In Fig. 3(a), we present(H)/T at 0.3 K for several Trqor, the peak height grows toward 0.5 K but decrease again
in-plane field directions. The divergent-like peak is se&n f at lower temperatures. This non-monotonic behavior can be
all curves presented. Therefore, it is now confirmed that theonsistently understood by using the Clausius-Clapeyeen r
FOT occurs for all in-plane field directions. Figure 3(b)+eplation, which manifestgdH,/dT = -4S/4AM at a FOT.
resentsdc(H)/T at 0.3 K for fields slightly tilted away from Here, 4S and 4M are the jumps inS and M at the FOT,
theab plane. Here we define the tilt anglé = 90° — 6. As  respectively. From the relatiord§/0T)y = ¢/T, the en-
the field is tilted from thezb plane, the divergent-like behav- tropy jump can be obtained asS = f(Ac/T)dT, where
ior, once weakly enhanced arousd ~ 1.0°, is rapidly sup- the integral should be performed across the FOT. With a
pressed for highefd. Although a small divergent-like feature triangular assumption for the integral, i.§(Ac/T)dT ~
remains abd = 1.7°, it totally disappears aif = 2.2° and  (1/2)(dcpead T)AT, the peak heighticpear/T is nearly pro-
the specific-heat behavior &k, fully agrees with the SOT. portional to4S = —uo(dH/dT)AM. Because Heo/dT re-
Thus, a change from the FOT to SOT at low temperature omains finite while4M goes to zero a§ — Tror, the peak
curs aroun@é ~ 2°, being consistent with the previous MCEheight decreases & — Tror. In contrast, because®,/dT
result!” This change in the order of the S-N transition origi-decreases to zero whits\ remains finite ag’ — 0, the peak
nates from the rapid recovery of the orbitdfeet contribution height also decreases at low temperatures. At lower temper-
caused by an increase of the out-of-plane field component. atures, becauséc/T is nearly equal to the entropy change

We should comment here on the evolution of the shapgith respect to the normal statec(H)/T is negative below

3
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Fig. 4. (Color online) (a) Superconductirig-7T phase diagram of SRuQO,
for H || [100]. (b) In-plane field angle dependence dfl;, at 0.3 K. (c) Polar
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H¢, rapidly decreases and the S-N transition changes from the
FOT to SOT aroundd = 2°.

Below, we explain current situation toward the understand-
ing of the origin of the unusual FOT in SRuQ,. As we ex-
plained before, the FOT cannot be attributed to the ordinary
orbital efect. Since the FOT at a first glance resembles the
case of the Pauliféect, possibility of the Pauliféect has been
recently examined again by Ishi@aal., who re-confirmed
the absence of the spin-susceptibility decrease using &r an
Ru NMR, and even found a novel phenomenon attributable to
the spin-triplet staté% 3* To the best of our knowledge, alter-
native scenarios explaining the FOT inRuQ, have not been
reported so far. As proposed by Yan&8¢he strong-coupling
effect, or in other words, the feedbacert, should proba-
bly be taken into account to explain the FOT. Recent angle-
resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) with orbital
or spin resolutiof? *° revealsk-dependent spin and orbital
locking, with pronounced féects particularly on thg and
v Fermi surfaces along the [110] direction, originating from
the spin-orbit interaction of the order dago; ~ 100 meV.
Such spin-orbital locking in the underlying normal stateyma
largely dfect SC properties in gRuQy, although a micro-
scopic theory predicts that th&ect of the spin-orbit interac-
tion to the SC state can be rather small due to a reduction by
the factor Qsoi/Eg)" (n = 1, 2,...),*® whereEr is the Fermi
energy and is expected to be larger thigg,. It is now im-
portant not only to perform breakthrough experiments using
ultra-clean single crystals or to build novel theories, &sb
to revisit previous experiments and theories with these new
insights in mind, in order to clarify the origin of the FOT.

angled dependence afic, at 0.3 K. For all panels, the red squares indicate  Before closing the discussion, we comment here that the

Hc, with a FOT evidenced by divergent-like featurediff)/T and the blue
circles indicateH, with a SOT. The broken curve in (c) is a just guide to the

eyes.

H¢, (irrespective of the order of the S-N transition) and ex
hibits a sharp jump at the FOT. Note that the jumptin T

at 0.1 K is approximately.8 + 0.5 mJK?mol (Figs. 1(a) and
2(a)), which is consistent with the MCE result of the entrop
jump4S/T = 3.5+ 1 mJK?mol at 0.2 K7 Similar argument
can be applied also to the non-monotahidependence of the
peak in Fig. 3(b).

The present results are summarized in the phase diagr
presented in Fig. 4. Here, we defiig, as the peak posi-
tion of A¢(H)/T on the field-up sweep in the case of the FO
and as the midpoint of the transition in the case of the SO
As mentioned above, belo®:or ~ 0.8 K, the S-N transi-
tion becomes first order. Within th plane, at 0.3 KHc2(¢)
exhibits four-fold sinusoidal oscillation with the maximu
at¢ = +45° (i.e. H || [110]), as shown in Fig. 4(b), being
consistent with the previous studi&s?3 46:47At this temper-
ature, the S-N transition is of first order for all in-planddie
directions. As the magnetic field is tilted from thé plane,

clear multiple specific-heat anomaly reported by Deguchi
et al.** was not reproduced in our present study. Although
splitting into two peaks was commonly observed in a few
samples in the previous studythese samples used in the
previous study is 200 times larger than the sample used in the
present study. Thus, it cannot be excluded that the peak spli
ting was due to multiple crystal domains in the samples. Nev-
ertheless, another weak anomaly can be seen in the present
data e.g. at 0.3 Kand 1.4 T for H || [100] (see Figs. 1 and

¥3); at this point, we cannot exclude a possibility that tisis i

due to either remaining tiny multiple domains or surfacge
contributions.
To summarize, we obtained evidence of the first-order SC

a{PaSnsition of S§RuQ, by specific heat measurements, mark-
Ting the first confirmation of the FOT with a point-by-point

Iineasurement technique. The appearance of the FOT features
strongly depends on sample quality. Thus, in order to oleserv
a clear FOT, itis crucially important to use an extremelyole
single crystal. These results provide important basesrthwa
resolution of the interesting puzzle on the origin of the FOT
namely the unknown pair-breaking mechanism igR8IO;.
Acknowledgements \We acknowledge Z. Q. Mao and F. Hibler for their
contributions to crystal growth, and K. Ishida, K. Degucki, Machida,



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

LETTERS

M. Sigrist, Y. Yanase, and T. Nomura for useful discussidffe. also ac-
knowledge KOA Corporation for providing us with their prads for the
calorimeter. This work is supported by Grants-in-Aids foredtific Research
(KAKENHI 22103002, 23540407, 23110715, and 26287078) fidEXT
and JSPS.

1) M. Tinkham: Introduction to Superconductivity, Second Edition
(McGraw-Hill, New York, 1996).

2) A. M. Clogston, Phys. Rev. Le®, 266 (1962).

3) Y. Matsuda and H. Shimahara, J. Phys. Soc. 26n051005 (2007).

4) S. lkeda, H. Shishido, M. Nakashima, R. Settai, D. Aoki,Héaga,

H. Harima, Y. Aoki, T. Namiki, H. Sato, and YOnuki, J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn70, 2248 (2001).

A. Bianchi, R. Movshovich, N. Oeschler, P. Gegenwart, fegich,

J. D. Thompson, P. G. Pagliuso, and J. L. Sarrao, Phys. Rév.89¢

137002 (2002).

D. Aoki, Y. Haga, T. D. Matsuda, N. Tateiwa, S. lkeda, Y. Hom

H. Sakai, Y. Shiokawa, E. Yamamoto, A. Nakamura, R. Settad a

Y. Onuki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpf6, 063701 (2007).

Y. Kasahara, T. lwasawa, H. Shishido, T. Shibauchi, K. rBsh

Y. Haga, T. D. Matsuda, Y. Onuki, M. Sigrist, and Y. Matsuday®.

Rev. Lett.99, 116402 (2007).

M. A. Tanatar, T. Ishiguro, H. Tanaka, and H. Kobayashys?Rev. B

66, 134503 (2002).

R. Lortz, Y. Wang, A. Demuer, P. H. M. Bottger, B. Bergk, Gvigk-

nagl, Y. Nakazawa, and J. Wosnitza, Phys. Rev. B8{t187002 (2007).

R. Beyer, B. Bergk, S. Yasin, J. A. Schlueter, and J. WoanPhys.

Reuv. Lett.109, 027003 (2012).

S. Yonezawa, S. Kusaba, Y. Maeno, P. Auban-Senzier, §qyuira,

K. Bechgaard, and D. Jéerome, Phys. Rev. L0, 117002 (2008).

S. Yonezawa, Y. Maeno, K. Bechgaard, and D. Jérome,.Rexs B

85, 140502(R) (2012).

P. Burger, F. Hardy, D. Aoki, A. E. Bohmer, R. Eder, R. HdidWolf,

P. Schweiss, R. Fromknecht, M. J. Jackson, C. Paulsen, aktkia-

gast, Phys. Rev. B8, 014517 (2013).

D. A. Zocco, K. Grube, F. Eilers, T. Wolf, and H. v. Lohisey, Phys.

Rev. Lett.111, 057007 (2013).

S. Kittaka, Y. Aoki, N. Kase, T. Sakakibara, T. Saito, Hikkzawa,

Y. Kohori, K. Kihou, C.-H. Lee, A. lyo, H. Eisaki, K. Deguchi. K.

Sato, Y. Tsutsumi, and K. Machida, J. Phys. Soc. 83n.013704

(2013).

T. Hattori, Y. lhara, Y. Nakai, K. Ishida, Y. Tada, S. Fofto,

N. Kawakami, E. Osaki, K. Deguchi, N. K. Sato, and |. SatohysPh

Rev. Lett.108, 066403(1 (2012).

S. Yonezawa, T. Kajikawa, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. llé€, 077003

(2013).

Y. Maeno, H. Hashimoto, K. Yoshida, S. Nishizaki, T. EjJ. G. Bed-

norz, and F. Lichtenberg, Natusg2, 532 (1994).

A. P. Mackenzie and Y. Maeno, Rev. Mod. PH}&.657 (2003).

Y. Maeno, S. Kittaka, T. Nomura, S. Yonezawa, and K. lahid Phys.

Soc. Jpn8l1, 011009 (2012).

C. Kallin, Rep. Prog. Phy§5, 042501 (2012).

K. Ishida, H. Mukuda, Y. Kitaoka, K. Asayama, Z. Q. Mao,Mori,

and Y. Maeno, Naturd96, 658 (1998).

5

~

6

~

7

~

8

~

9

—~

10)
11)
12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)
18)

19)
20)

21)
22)

23) K. Ishida, H. Mukuda, Y. Kitaoka, Z. Q. Mao, H. Fukazawada
Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. B3, 060507(R) (2001).

H. Murakawa, K. Ishida, K. Kitagawa, Z. Q. Mao, and Y. MagRhys.
Rev. Lett.93, 167004 (2004).

J. A. Duty, S. M. Hayden, Y. Maeno, Z. Mao, J. Kulda, and G. J. McIn-
tyre, Phys. Rev. Let85, 5412 (2000).

G. M. Luke, Y. Fudamoto, K. M. Kojima, M. I. Larkin, J. Memn,

B. Nachumi, Y. J. Uemura, Y. Maeno, Z. Q. Mao, Y. Mori, H. Naka-

24)
25)

26)

mura, and M. Sigrist, Naturd94, 558 (1998).

K. D. Nelson, Z. Q. Mao, Y. Maeno, and Y. Liu, Scien®@6, 1151

(2004).

J. Xia, Y. Maeno, P. T. Beyersdorf, M. M. Fejer, and A. Kalmiik,

Phys. Rev. Lett97, 167002 (2006).

S. Kashiwaya, H. Kashiwaya, H. Kambara, T. Furuta, H.u¢ag

Y. Tanaka, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. Ldfi7, 077003 (2011).

T. Nakamura, R. Nakagawa, T. Yamagishi, T. TerashimspSezawa,

M. Sigrist, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev.&, 060512(R) (2011).

J. Jang, D. G. Ferguson, V. Vakaryuk, R. Budakian, S. BinghP. M.

Goldbart, and Y. Maeno, Scien81, 186 (2011).

32) M. S. Anwar, T. Nakamura, S. Yonezawa, M. Yakabe, R. |. H.
Takayanagi, and Y. Maeno, Sci. R&p2480 (2013).

33) K. Ishidaet al., private communication.

34) K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jp83, 053701 (2014).

35) C. Rastovski, C. D. Dewhurst, W. J. Gannon, D. C. Peet§aKatsu,
Y. Maeno, M. Ichioka, K. Machida, and M. R. Eskildsen, PhysvR
Lett. 111, 087003 (2013).

36) Z.Mao, Y. Maeno, and H. Fukazawa, Mater. Res. B§l].1813 (2000).

37) A.P.Mackenzie, R. K. W. Haselwimmer, A. W. Tyler, G. G rzarich,
Y. Mori, S. Nishizaki, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. L&0, 161 (1998).

38) P. F. Sullivan and G. Seidel, Phys. REY3, 679 (1968).

39) K. Deguchi, T. Ishiguro, and Y. Maeno, Rev. Sci. Instrii$,. 1188
(2004).

40) S. Nishizaki, Y. Maeno, and Z. Mao, J. Phys. Soc. §n572 (2000).

41) K. Deguchi, M. A. Tanatar, Z. Mao, T. Ishiguro, and Y. Magd. Phys.
Soc. Jpn71, 2839 (2002).

42) K. Deguchi, Z. Q. Mao, H. Yaguchi, and Y. Maeno, Phys. Rett. 92,
047002 (2004).

43) K. Deguchi, Z. Q. Mao, and Y. Maeno, J. Phys. Soc. JBn.1313
(2004).

44) K. Tenya, S. Yasuda, M. Yokoyama, H. Amitsuka, K. Degueimd
Y. Maeno, J. Phys. Soc. Jpfs, 023702 (2006).

45) This is easily obtained from the relation?” = (8S/0T)y = [S(T) —
S(O)]/[T - 0] = S(T)/T for asmallT, whereS (0) = O by definition.

46) Z. Q. Mao, Y. Maeno, S. NishiZaki, T. Akima, and T. IshiguPhys.
Rev. Lett.84, 991 (2000).

47) S. Kittaka, T. Nakamura, Y. Aono, S. Yonezawa, K. Ishidad
Y. Maeno, Phys. Rev. B0, 174514 (2009).

48) Y. Yanase, S. Takamatsu, and M. Udagawa, J. Phys. Soc83pn
061019 (2014).

49) H. lwasawa, Y. Yoshida, |. Hase, S. Koikegami, H. Hayadhiiang,
K. Shimada, H. Namatame, M. Taniguchi, and Y. Aiura, Phys. Reit.
105, 226406 (2010).

50) C. Veenstra, Z.-H. Zhu, M. Raichle, B. Ludbrook, A. Nigol,
B. Slomski, G. Landolt, S. Kittaka, Y. Maeno, J. Dil, I. Elfimo
M. Haverkort, and A. Damascelli, Phys. Rev. Ldit2, 127002 (2014).

51) K. Deguchiet al., private communication.

27)
28)
29)
30)

31)



