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Change of superconducting character in UTe,; induced by magnetic field
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UTez is a recently discovered spin-triplet superconductor.

One of the characteristic features

of UTe; is a magnetic field (H)-boosted superconductivity above 16 T when H is applied exactly
parallel to the b axis. To date, this superconducting (SC) state has not been thoroughly investigated,
and the SC properties as well as the spin state of this high-H SC (HHSC) phase are not well
understood. In this study, we performed AC magnetic susceptibility and nuclear magnetic resonance
(NMR) measurements and found that, up to 24.8 T, the HHSC state is bulk properties of UTes
and quite sensitive to the H angle, and that its SC character is different from that in the low-H
SC (LHSC) state. The dominant spin component of the spin-triplet pair is along the a axis in the
LHSC state but is changed in the HHSC state along the b axis. Our results indicate that H-induced
multiple SC states originate from the remaining spin degrees of freedom.

Superconductivity occurs when a coherent quantum
fluid is formed from electron pairs. For most supercon-
ductors, although the total spin (S) of the pairs is in
the singlet state (S = 0), it is also possible in the triplet
state (S = 1). Such superconductors, called “spin-triplet
superconductors,” are coherent quantum fluids with spin
and orbital degrees of freedom. Spin-triplet supercon-
ductors would involve rich physics, but are very rare.
Therefore, the nature of the spin-triplet pairing state
was initially studied by analyzing the superfluidity of
3He @, E] The recent discovery of ferromagnetic (FM)
superconductorsﬂg—ﬁ], in which the ferromagnetism and
superconductivity arise from same electrons, has made
it possible to study the spin-triplet pairing state in the
superconductors. Additionally, a spin-triplet SC candi-
date UTes has been newly discoveredéa; the SC transi-
tion temperature T, is 1.6 ~ 2.0 K[7, §]. Although UTe,
undergoes no FM transition, it was considered to be an
end member of FM superconductors owing to its physical
similarity to FM superconductorsﬂa, B] However, recent
experimental results unveiled the presence of the incom-
mensurate antiferromagnetic fluctuations as well as the
FM fluctuations|d, [10].

The results of the nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)
Knight-shift (K) measurements to superconductors have
provided important information about the spin state in
the SC stateﬂl_lL |ﬂ] However, in FM superconductors,
such information is obscured because of the internal field
produced by FM ordered moments. Thus, UTes provides
a special opportunity for studying spin-triplet physics be-
cause the lack of FM moments means that precise K
measurements can be obtained.

UTes crystallizes Immm space group (#71, Day,). The

possible SC symmetry and irreducible representation of
spin-triplet superconductivity in a Dsy point group cor-
responding to the orthorhombic crystal structure of UTes
in the zero field and H || b are listed in Table [l and Ta-

ble [ [, 13].

TABLE I. Classification of the odd-parity SC order parame-
ters for point groups with Doy, in a zero field. The irreducible
representation (IR) and its basis functions are listed. The
dominant spin component in the SC state is also shown.

Doy, (zero field)

IR Basis functions SC spin comp.
Ay kaa, kpb, k¢

Biu kv, kab c

Bay, koC, kca

Bsu keb, kyé a

TABLE II. Classification of odd-parity SC phases occurring
in UTez under a b-axis magnetic field. The typical order pa-
rameters belonging to each IR are listed in Table [

IR of Cy (under field)

H direction
H|b

BT
B3u + Z'Blu

AﬁIHb
Au +7:BZu

As a result of performing the NMR Knight shift mea-
surements under low external fields ﬂﬂ—lﬂ], we found that
UTe, is a spin-triplet superconductor with spin degrees
of freedom. The important aspect to be clarified is the
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behavior of the remaining spin degrees under various ex-
perimental conditions, such as the application of a mag-
netic field and/or pressure.

The upper critical field of superconductivity (He2) is
strongly directionally dependentﬂE, @] When H was
perfectly aligned along the b axis, H-boosted supercon-
ductivity was observed up to ~ 35 T ﬂa, ] The use
of microscopic measurements to investigate this high-H
SC (HHSC) state is critical for understanding the na-
ture of spin-triplet superconductivity, as well as the SC
mechanism of UTe,.

A 1?Te-enriched single crystal 5 x 3 x 1 mm? in size,
and with T, ~ 1.67 K, was prepared by applying a chem-
ical vapor transport methodﬂﬂ]. The characterization of
the present sample is described in Supplemental Materi-
als (SM)[22]. FigureM{(a) shows the '25Te-NMR spectra
for H || b, which are plotted against K = (f — fo)/ fo-
Here, f is the NMR frequency and fj is the reference fre-
quency determined as fo = (12%,,/2m) o H with a 12°Te-
nuclear gyromagnetic ratio 124, /27 = 13.454 MHz/T.
As shown in Fig. [[b), there are two crystallographically
inequivalent Te sites, 45 and 4h, with the point symme-
tries mm?2 and m2m in UTes; these point symmetries are
denoted as Tel and Te2 sites, respectively. Correspond-
ingly, we observed two '2°Te NMR peaks, as has been
reported previously ] An NMR peak with a smaller
[larger] K in H || b was assigned as a Te(&[Te@)] peak,
in accordance with a previous study [15, 123].

For the accurate alignment of the sample, we utilized
the Te(1) NMR shift as an angle marker and an NMR
probe with a two-axis rotator. The two angles 6 and
¢ have been defined as shown in Fig. [[i(c); the sample
orientation was adjusted by tuning € and ¢ such that
the Te(1) shift became the minimum value, as shown in
Fig. [(d) and (e). The accuracy of the alignment was
estimated to be £0.2° for § and +0.5° for ¢, where 6 (¢)
is the angle between the b and a (c¢) axes. The details of
how to align the samples is described in SM ﬂﬂ]

To confirm the SC phase diagram, we measured the
tuning frequency (Ytune) and radio frequency (RF) re-
flection coefficient for the NMR tank LC circuit using a
vector network analyzer, where L and C are the induc-
tance and capacitance, respectively. Viyne ~ 1/ VLC is
a good measure for tracking the superconductivity, be-
cause the inductance of the NMR coil with the sample,
ie,, L = Lo(1 4+ gxac), where ¢ is the “filling factor,”
changes at the SC onset. Thus, the change in AC suscep-
tibility (xac) due to SC diamagnetism can be detected
in situ by measuring the change in viyne across T, or Heo.

Figure[2(a) shows the variation in —Av/Viyne, as mea-
sured by sweeping H at 1.5, 1.0, and 0.6 K. At 1.5 and 1.0
K, the SC transitions were indicated by sudden decreases
in the fields, as shown by the arrows. Although UTe, is
in the SC state at 0.6 K, —Av/vtune was found to ex-
hibit a characteristic H dependence. Increasing H above
14 T corresponded to sharp decreases in | — Av/vtunel;
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FIG. 1. (a) '*Te-NMR spectra measured in I || b. A NMR
peak with the smaller [larger] K is called Te(1) [Te(2)] in this
paper. (b) The crystal structure of UTes ﬂﬂ] There are two
Te sites in UTes. (c) Definition of the angles 6 and ¢ against
the crystalline axes in UTes (d), [(e)] The 6 [¢] dependence
of the K in the Te(1) peak. The b axis [(0, ¢) = (0, 0)] is
determined from the minimum of K at the Te(1) site.

however, further increase beyond 16.5 T coincided with
increasing | — Av/Vtyne|, indicating a kink at Hyinx ~ 16.5
T. Figure2b) shows the T dependence of —Av/vype for
woH = 7.5, 15.5, 16.5, and 24 T on cooling.

The minimum value of | — Av/Viune|, in relation to
SC diamagnetism, was observed at 16 T, consequently
demonstrating the same tendency as T.. This indicates
that the HHSC state is bulk properties of UTes. The
H and T dependencies of —Av/vime suggest that the
SC character changed at poHyink ~ 16.5 T. In fact,
the HHSC state was found to be very sensitive to the
angle 6. Additionally, superconductivity was observed
within +3° at 24 T, as shown in Fig. Blc), and the un-
expected minute 6 rotation (Af ~ 4°) that occurred
during the experiments completely suppressed the high-
H superconductivity, although the SC diamagnetism in
the low-H SC (LHSC) state was nearly unchanged, as
shown by the dotted curve in Fig. 2(a). This result is
in good agreement with the results presented in pre-
vious reportsﬂﬁ, ] Based on the T- and H-scan
measurements of —Av /e, we developed the SC Heo
phase diagram shown in Fig. Rl(d). The Hyinx anomaly,
like the overall phase diagram, is consistent with the
phase transitions determined by the recent specific-heat
measurementsﬂﬁ]. Because the responses to H and 6 are
different between the LHSC and HHSC states, it is rea-
sonable to consider that the kink at Hy;, marks a phase
transition between the two SC states. Such a transition
between two bulk SC states was also confirmed in the
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FIG. 2. (a) H dependence of —Av /viune values up to 24.8 T,
as measured at 0.6, 1.0 and 1.5 K. At 0.6 K, —Av/vtune exhib-
ited a kink at Hyink; the H dependence of —Av/vtune, which
was determined by performing H-up and H-down sweeps,
is shown. The dotted curve shows the H dependence of
— AV /Vtune when the minute 6 rotation unexpectedly occurred
in the sample. (b) Temperature dependence of —Av/Vtune in
relation to the AC magnetic susceptibility xac, as measured
at 7.5, 15.5, 16.5, and 24 T. T¢ in the field is denoted by the
arrow with the same color. (c) Angle dependence of the return
loss of the NMR tank circuit at 24 T. When the sample was
in the SC state, the quality factor of the circuit ) was lower
owing to the change in the impedance of the circuit. High- H
superconductivity was observable within +3°. (d) SC upper
critical field H.2 determined by performing 7- and H-scan
measurements of —Av/Vtune.

workﬂﬁ] by linear magnetostriction and thermal dilata-
tion, evidencing anomalies due to vortex pinning in both
phases. The results of the H-sweep measurement at 0.6
K revealed clear hysteresis behavior at uoH* ~ 4 T; it
was found to be related to an anomaly of the vortex state,
because the anomaly was not previously observed in the
H dependence results for the electronic term in specific-
heat measurementsm. The details of this anomaly have
been studied and will be reported in a separate paper.

To investigate the SC properties, particularly the spin
susceptibility in the HHSC state, we performed '2°Te
NMR measurements at the Te(2) peak with a larger K.
FiguresBl(a) and (b) show the Te(2) NMR spectra mea-
sured at various temperatures below 2.5 K at 1 and 24
T, respectively. At 1 T, the single-peak spectrum grad-
ually shifted to the low-K side in the normal state and
sharply shifted immediately below T¢; this was accompa-
nied by spectrum broadening. The 2°Te NMR spectrum
measured under conditions of 24 T and 2.5 K revealed a
double-peak structure that is attributable to its high res-
olution; the right peak was found to have a 0.04 % larger
K than the main peak. The H dependence of the Te(2)-
NMR spectrum is shown in SM[22]. Several possibili-
ties were considered for the origin of the larger- K peak;
they include the occurrence of a mosaic structure and/or
minute U-atom deficiency in the single-crystal sample. In
the former case, the misalignment of the mosaic was esti-
mated to be 2.0° (8.1°) on the a (¢) axis; additionally, the
125Te NMR measurement for the higher-T, single crystal
is critical for the latter possibility because Tt seems to be
very sensitive to a U-atom deﬁciencyﬂ, ], @] Further
experiments are required to clarify the origin of the larger
K peak. As T was decreased, the two peaks gradually
shifted to the lower-K side in the same manner. Because
the resolution of the higher-K peak is not sufficient for
analysis, we focus on the main peak shown by the arrows.

Figure Blc) shows the temperature dependence of K
of the main peak, as determined from the NMR spectra
measured at 1, 10, 15, 20, and 24 T. A decrease in K was
clearly observed at T, for 1 and 10 T; the magnitude and
H dependence of the K decrease below T¢ are in agree-
ment with previous results, ] In contrast, when 20
and 24 T were applied, K gradually decreased at tem-
peratures below 2.5 K without any appreciable anomaly
at Tc(H). To quantify the Knight-shift decrease (AK)
ascribed to the superconductivity, the normal-state T" de-
pendence was subtracted from the observed K, and AK
was plotted for each H, as shown in the inset of Fig.[B{c).
AK was near zero in the SC state for values above 15 T,
although this field is still in the LHSC. This behavior
is consistent with previous NMR measurementsﬂﬁ]. A
similar AK ~ 0 trend was previously observed in the
a-axis Knight-shift measurement results for the LHSC
state, where the dominant SC spin component occurred
along the a axis ﬂﬁ] Thus, these results indicate that
b-axis spin-polarized superconductivity is induced by a
b-axis magnetic field.

We will now discuss possible SC states in the HHSC
region. Considering the observed spin-susceptibility and
field-boosted behavior, the ground state of the HHSC is
AuH”b, as presented in table [T} this is because the SC
spin component is parallel to H || b in the HHSC region.
This is consistent with the theoretical suggestion, ]
Although the AK changes smoothly, the kink anomaly
in the field dependence —Av/vype implies a phase tran-
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FIG. 3. Te(2) NMR peaks measured at various temperatures below 2.5 K at ~ 1 T (a) and ~ 24 T (b). (c) Temperature
dependence of K, as determined by analyzing the Te(2) NMR peak shown by the arrow. The dotted line is the normal-

state behavior extrapolated using the 2nd-order polynominal function as explained in the supplemental materials.

(inset)

Temperature dependence of the change in the Knight shift from the normal state. The temperature dependence of the normal-
state Knight shift was fitted and subtracted using a quadratic function. The horizontal dashed line represents the baseline, and

the vertical dashed line represents the transition temperature.

sition between the HHSC and LHSC states; thus, the
LHSC state is determined to be Bf Hb. These results
strongly support the Bs, scenario at a low-field limitm
[17]. Under H || b, Bs, at zero field becomes BIIP with
crossover (without any transition). Note that, for ther-
modynamic limitation, it is not allowed the “tri-critical
point” with three 2nd order phase transition line. Thus,
the phase transition line inside the SC region should be
1st order or there is a hidden phase transition line with
2nd order phase transition ] The results of the crude
up-down H-sweep measurement of —Av/vyune at 0.6 K
revealed the occurrence of one kink without any hys-
teresis near Hyink[Fig. 2Ib)]; this seems to exclude the
“1st order” phase transition scenario. Rather we suggest
the presence of another phase transition line character-
ized with the SC properties of the HHSC state such as
AK = 0. Further precise NMR measurements are re-
quired to understand the relationship between the LHSC
and HHSC pahses.

In addition, it is noteworthy that the enhancement of
the superconductivity against H was found to be stronger
than that previously reported ﬂa, @, @] Because the
value of T, at H = 0 for the current sample (1.67 K)
was slightly higher than that of previous samples (~
1.5 K), the upturn behavior is seemingly dependent on
the sample quality, suggesting the intrinsic properties

of UTes. A similar level of superconductivity robust-
ness by H || b was observed in the FM superconductors
URhGe[29] and UCoGe[30], in which critical FM fluctua-
tions were determined to play an important role m—@]
Because superconductivity occurs in the paramagnetic
state of UTes, such critical FM fluctuations were not
anticipated. Alternatively, we speculate that the criti-
cal fluctuations related to the incommensurate antiferro-
magnetic ﬁuctuationsﬂg, |E], which may be induced by
H || b above 16.5 T, plays an important role in the mech-
anism governing the HHSC state. It is interesting that
the SC pairing interaction can be tuned by adjusting the
H applied along the b axis; this seems to be a common
feature of U-based FM and nearly FM superconductors
with Ising anisotropy under normal-state magnetic condi-
tions, although the SC pairing interaction is not clarified
in UTes.

In conclusion, we have determined from the results of
in-situ xac and NMR measurements at magnetic field
strengths up to 24.8 T, that the HHSC state is bulk
properties of UTey, and that the spin component of the
triplet pair occurs along the b axis in the HHSC state,
which is different from that in the LHSC state. The re-
sults presented here provide decisive evidence that the
spin degrees in a spin-triplet pair can be controlled by an
external magnetic field H. This is a unique phenomenon
that is not expected in spin-singlet superconductors, but



is inherent to spin-triplet superconductors. Exploring
unique phenomena related to the spin degrees of freedom
in spin-triplet superconductors is important because this
information can facilitate their application. This study
is currently in progress.
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