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The ground state ofURu2Si2 changes from so-called hidden order (HO ) to large-m om ent an-

tiferrom agnetism (LM AF) upon applying hydrostatic pressure in excess of� 14kbar. W e report

the dc-m agnetization M (B ;T;p) ofURu2Si2 for m agnetic �elds B up to 12T,tem peratures T in

the range 2 to 100K ,and pressure p up to 17kbar. Rem arkably,characteristic scales such as the

coherence tem perature T
�
,thetransition tem perature T0,and theanisotropy in the m agnetization

depend only weakly on the applied pressure. However,the discontinuity in @M =@T at T0,which

m easuresthe m agnetocaloric e�ect,decreasesnearly 50% upon applying 17kbarforM and B par-

allelto thetetragonalc-axis,while itincreases15-fold forthe a-axis.O ur�ndingssuggestthatthe

HO and LM AF phases have an astonishing degree ofsim ilarity in theirphysicalproperties,buta

key di�erence isthe m agnetocaloric e�ectnearT 0 in the basalplane.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,74.70.Tx,75.20.M b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

About twenty years ago two di�erent phase transi-

tions were discovered in URu2Si2:
1,2,3 a �rst transition

atT0 � 17:5K ,and a second transition atTs � 1:4K to

unconventionalsuperconductivity. The transition at T0
leadsto a reduction in entropy ofabout�S � 0:2R ln2.

Despite intense experim entaland theoreticale�orts the

ordering phenom enon accounting forthisentropy reduc-

tion is not understood, hence the phase below T0 in

URu2Si2 has becom e known as \hidden order" (HO ).

Them ystery oftheHO in URu2Si2 m ay betraced to the

generalcom plexitiesofuranium com poundswith strong

electroniccorrelations(seee.g.Ref.4).Theseare(i)the

presenceofcom peting energy scalessuch asstrong m ag-

netic anisotropies,strongly hybridized crystal�eld exci-

tations,and softlattice m odes,(ii)the unknown degree

ofthe itineracy of the three 5f-electrons per uranium

atom ,and (iii)greatm etallurgicalsensitivity.

A largenum berofm icroscopicscenarioshavebeen pro-

posed to explain the HO .These include variousversions

ofspin-and charge-density waveorder5,6,form sofcrys-

talelectric �eld polarorder7,8,9,unconventionaldensity

waves10 and orbitalantiferrom agnetism 11,Pom eranchuk

instabilities12 or nem atic electronic phases13,com bina-

tions oflocalwith itinerant m agnetism 14 and dynam i-

calform s of order15,16. None of the m odels was able

to satisfactorily explain allofthe available experim en-

taldata;som e m odelsare purely phenom enologicaland

lack m aterial-speci�cpredictionsthatcan bereadily ver-

i�ed by experim ent,while othersfocus only on selected

m icroscopicfeatures.

Letussum m arizethekeyexperim entalfacts.URu2Si2
crystallizes in the body centered tetragonal ThCr2Si2
structure. It has long been noticed that the HO ex-

hibitsm any characteristicsofan electroniccondensation

process: The speci�c heatanom aly is consistentwith a

BCS-like gap3. The tem perature dependence ofthe re-

sistivity at T0 is strongly rem iniscent ofthe archetypal

density-wave system chrom ium 17, where slight doping

suppressesthe anom aly rapidly18. A change ofslope in

the �nite-�eld m agnetization at T0 suggests the form a-

tion ofa spin gap19,while opticalconductivity indicates

a charge gap20. Recent therm alconductivity m easure-

m entsalso pointtowardsa gap form ation21.

Earlyneutron di�raction in theHO phaserevealedtiny

antiferrom agneticm om entsoforder(0:03� 0:01)�B perU

atom with a[001]m odulation and spinsaligned alongthe

c-axis22.Them agneticorderisclearly three-dim ensional

with strongIsing-typespin anisotropy.Thetiny-m om ent

antiferrom agnetism does not,however,account for �S

within a local-m om entscenario.O n the otherhand,an-

tiferrom agnetism with a rather large m om ent of0:4�B
and the sam e Ising-like spin anisotropy pointing along

the c-axishasbeen detected in URu2Si2 upon applying

large hydrostatic pressure p > pc � 14kbar23. Num er-

ousexperim ents indicate as key to an understanding of

theHO itsrelationship with thislarge-m om entantiferro-

m agnetism (LM AF).(Em pirically,the average m om ent

of0:4�B per U atom ofthe LM AF present at p > pc
would account for �S at p = 0 in a local-m om entpic-

ture.Notethatno data areavailablefor�S atpressures

p > pc.) W hile neutron scattering cannot distinguish

between sm allhom ogenous m om ent and a sm allinho-

m ogenousvolum efraction oflargem om ents,becausethe

scattering intensity isproportionalto thesam plevolum e

tim esm om entsquared,thisisnotsoforNM R and �-SR,

because the signalintensity is directly proportionalto

the m om ent.A rem arkablepieceofevidence arein turn

recent neutron scattering23,NM R 24,25 and �SR26 data

which suggestthatthetiny-m om entantiferrom agnetism

atam bientpressure representsa tiny volum e fraction of

LM AF.Basedonthethesedataitthereforeappearsplau-

sibletoassum ethattheHO isentirely non-m agnetic(see

e.g. Ref.27). However,this issue is controversial,and

proposals ofHO with an antiferrom agnetic com ponent

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606641v1
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have been m ade. For instance,it has been pointed out

thata spin-density-wavetransition closeto perfectnest-

ingm ay exhibitthecom bination ofasm allantiferrom ag-

netic m om entwith a largereduction ofentropy6.

The HO is bounded by m ore conventionalbehaviour

at high excitation energies as wellas at high pressure

and high m agnetic �elds. This is reviewed in the fol-

lowing. Inelastic neutron scattering in the HO phase28

showsa gap �(T ! 0)� 1:8m eV in the excitation spec-

trum on top ofthe anisotropy gap.Atlow energiesand

tem peratures,dispersivecrystal-�eld singlet{singletexci-

tationsattheantiferrom agneticordering wavevectorare

observed. These propagating excitations m erge above

35m eV orforT > T0,respectively,into a continuum of

quasi-elastic antiferrom agneticspin uctuations,asnor-

m ally observed in heavy-ferm ion system s. The excita-

tionsexhibittheIsing anisotropy up to thehighestener-

giesinvestigated experim entally. A rough integration of

theuctuation spectra suggeststhatthesizeofthe uc-

tuating m om entswould beconsistentwith �S,provided

that these m om ents would be involved in the ordering

process28 { however,it is di�cult to draw �rm conclu-

sionshere.

Theapplication oflargem agnetic�eldsparallelto the

c-axis reduces the antiferrom agnetic signalseen in neu-

tron scattering29,30,31,32.Atthesam etim e,theordering

tem perature T0 collapses to zero at B m = 38T,and a

largeuniform m agnetization isrecovered via a cascadeof

m etam agnetictransitions33,34.Up to B m theentropy re-

duction atT0 staysapproxim ately constant
35,while the

gap �,as seen in neutron scattering,increases at least

up to 17T31. A topicaldiscussion has been given,e.g.,

in Ref.36.

In contrastto am agnetic�eld which destroystheanti-

ferrom agnetism ,theantiferrom agneticsignalisstabilized

underuniaxialstressalongcertain crystallographicdirec-

tionsand hydrostaticpressure.Asstated above,NM R 24,

�SR26 and neutron scattering m easurem ents23 suggest

thatthesystem isphase-separated,with theAF volum e

fraction increasingunderhydrostaticpressureand reach-

ing 100% above pc � 14kbar. An analogousincrease of

the AF signalis also seen in neutron scattering under

uniaxialstress ofa few kbar along the [100]and [110]

directions37,38,but not under uniaxialstress along the

c-axis[001]. Inelastic neutron scattering underpressure

showsthatthedispersivecrystal-�eld singletexcitations

atlow energiesvanish athigh pressures39,consistentwith

them being a property ofthe HO volum efraction.

G iven theexperim entaldata described sofar,theelec-

tronicstructureneartheFerm ilevelisofkey interestto

uncover the nature ofthe HO .However,a m ajor chal-

lenge have thus far have been direct m easurem ents of

the Ferm isurface. For instance, de Haas{van Alphen

(dHvA) studies under hydrostatic pressure40 do notre-

solve abrupt changes ofthe dHvA frequencies and cy-

clotron m asses expected ofa distinct phase separation.

In thesestudiesthem ostim portantobservation isa con-

siderableincreaseofcyclotron m asswith increasingpres-

sure.

Thenatureofthesuperconductivity in URu2Si2 isstill

littleexplored,butalsoprovidescertain hintson theHO .

Earlyworkrevealed an unchanged tinyantiferrom agnetic

m om entand wastaken to suggesta m icroscopic coexis-

tenceofantiferrom agnetism with superconductivity22,41.

The superconducting uppercritical�eld displaysan an-

gulardependence underchangesofm agnetic �eld direc-

tion that can stillbe explained by Pauliparam agnetic

lim iting42. Interestingly,the superconducting transition

tem peraturedisappearsslowlyunderpressurewellbefore

pc
43,44,whereareduction ofthesuperconductingvolum e

fraction isalso inferred from the m agnetization45. This

suggests that the SC is supported by the HO only and

cannotcoexistwith the LM AF.

Finally,m any ofthecontroversiesaround URu2Si2 are

also related to its com plex m etallurgicalproperties. It

has been found that som e of the bulk properties are

sensitive to the heat treatm ent the sam ples received46.

An im portantim purity e�ectisthe presence ofa ferro-

m agnetic com ponent below roughly 30K .This m ay be

attributed to a m etallurgicalim purity phase. Another

source of a ferrom agnetic im purity signalare stacking

defaultsofthestrongly ferrom agneticplanesin theIsing

antiferrom agnet. For instance,the sam ples studied re-

cently by therm alexpansion underpressure47 contained

such a ferrom agneticim purity signalasstated in Ref.48,

butthe origin ofthissignalhasnotbeen clari�ed.

O n the theoreticalside,the coupling between HO and

LM AF hasbeen discussed intensively,given the indica-

tionsthatHO and LM AF constitutethetwo prim ary or-

dering phenom ena in URu2Si2. Phenom enologicalcon-

siderations concern the possible existence oftwo order

param eters (O P), 1;2,and their m utualcoupling in a

G inzburg-Landau fram ework49,assum ing thatboth O P

are hom ogeneousoverthe entire sam ple volum e. Three

di�erent possibilities arise: (i) The two O P m ay break

thesam esym m etries(e.g.latticetranslation,tim erever-

sal);thiswould im ply thatthe HO supportsan antifer-

rom agnetic com ponent. Then a linearcoupling,� 1 2,

between the two O P is allowed,and both willbe non-

zero below an ordering tem perature T0. Depending on

a m icroscopicattraction orrepulsion ofthe two O P,the

phase diagram willfeature a line of �rst-order transi-

tionsbetween two phaseswith dom inantHO and dom i-

nantLM AF order,possibly with a criticalendpoint,or

a crossoverregim e only6,32. (ii)The two O P m ay break

di�erentsym m etries. Then only a density{density cou-

pling oftheform �0j 1j
2j 2j

2 isallowed between thetwo,

and there willbe phaseswith one ofthe O P being zero.

Eithera�rst-orderortwosecond-ordertransitionsarere-

quired between HO and LM AF.(iii)In certain cases,e.g.

 1 being a collinear spin-density wave with wavevector

q and  2 being a charge-density wave with wavevector

2q,a coupling �00 2
1 2 is allowed. Here, 2 willalways

be non-zero once  1 is ordered. Experim entally,som e

evidence hasbeen putforward fora sharp transition at

pc
47,butitsnatureisunderdebate.Therm alexpansion
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m easurem entsunderpressuresareinconclusiveasto the

existence ofa criticalendpoint47,48. W e note that nei-

ther ofthese three scenarios has so far been extended

to include the possibility ofphase segregations over an

extended rangeofpressures.

Clearly,furtherinvestigationsare required to unravel

the relationship between the HO and LM AF phases,

in particular com paring the therm odynam ic signatures

oftheir transitions { to our knowledge these have not

been com prehensively studied before. Previous experi-

m entsunderpressurehaveshown thattheonsetofeither

HO or LM AF cannot be distinguished in the electrical

resistivity42,43,50. Likewise, earlier pressure-dependent

m agnetization m easurem ents hinted at sim ilarities be-

tween the two phases51,butthe authorswere unable to

discern the detailsofthe transition and overalltem per-

ature dependencies. Finally,recent therm alexpansion

m easurem ents under high pressure47,48 focussed on the

therm odynam ic classi�cation of the T0-transition, but

failed to provide inform ation of the dom inant energy

scalesoranisotropies.

Thepurposeofthispaperistoclosethisgap:wereport

a precision study ofthe dc-m agnetization ofURu2Si2,

whereweusehydrostaticpressureasa (nom inally)clean

tuning technique to transform the HO into the LM AF.

W e �nd that the im portant energy scales,notably the

transition tem perature T0 and T �,being the tem pera-

ture where M (T)ism axim um at�xed external�eld B ,

rem ain qualitatively unchanged.Thesam eappliestothe

m agneticanisotropy.Further,theshapeofM (T)around

the transition at T0 is also essentially unchanged upon

variation ofpressure,while the change ofslope,i.e.,the

discontinuity in @M =@T at T0, for B along the a-axis

is a factor of15 larger in the LM AF com pared to the

HO .W e conclude that HO and LM AF develop out of

very sim ilardisordered statesaboveT0 and havealm ost

identicaltherm odynam ic transition signatures,with the

m ain di�erence being the in-plane m agnetocaloric e�ect

(asm easured by @M =@T)nearT0.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L T EC H N IQ U ES

The single crystal ingot of URu2Si2 was grown by

m eansofan opticaltraveling oating zone technique at

the Am sterdam /Leiden Center. Sam ples were not an-

nealed,buttheopticaloating zonem ethod yieldscom -

paratively slow tem perature reductions that am ount to

in-situ annealing ofthe sam ples. The ingot was char-

acterized by X-ray di�raction and electron probem icro-

analysis.Bar-shaped sam plesforthem agnetization m ea-

surem entsweresparceroded from theingot(typicalsam -

ple weight0.05 to 0.1g). The longestpartofthese bars

was aligned parallelto the c-and a-axis to �t into the

pressurecells,respectively.

W e infer the high quality ofour sam ples from their

high residualresistivity ratios(rrr� 20 forthec-axisand

rrr� 10 for the a-axis),the high value ofthe supercon-

ductingtransition tem perature(Ts � 1:5K )and detailed

m icroprobe analysis which con�rm ed an excellent stoi-

chiom etry and the absence ofsecond phases. M ost im -

portantly,however,our sam ples do not show ferrom ag-

neticinclusionsand even forthea-axisweseeforthe�rst

tim e the transition at T0 and a very shallow Curie tail

(see Fig.2 below). This contrasts the behaviour oflow

quality sam ples46. Various portions ofthe sam e single

crystalwereused in a variety ofotherexperim ents34.

The m agnetization was m easured in an O xford In-

strum entsvibrating sam plem agnetom eter(VSM )atthe

University ofK arlsruhe.The m agnetization ofthe sam -

pleswasat�rstm easured atam bientpressureby m eans

of a conventionalsam ple holder. Signalcontributions

of the sam ple holder were determ ined separately and

subtracted. The m agnetization at high pressures was

m easured with a bespokenon-m agneticCu:Bem iniature

clam p cell,using thesam em ethod asreported forprevi-

ousstudiesofUG e2
52,ZrZn2

53 G d2M o2O 7
54,URhG e55

and CeSi1:81
56. The pressure transm itter was a m ix-

ture ofethanol:m ethanol(4:1 volum e fractions),where

we had no indications for stress anisotropies as sug-

gested in Ref.32.In contrastto studiesofferrom agnetic

m aterials52,53 thesignalstrength from theURu2Si2 sam -

ple is, however, sm all. This allowed us to obtain the

largerm agnetization forthec-axisquantitativelyforonly

a few selected pressures,because carefulm easurem ents

ofthe em pty cellwere required. Particular features of

the m agnetization could be tracked asfunction ofpres-

sure quite easily,notably the m axim um at T � and the

kink at T0 at allpressures. Based on the large num -

berofexperim entswehavecarried outto date,thevery

slow variation ofthe signalofthe em pty pressure cell

with tem perature, pressure and m agnetic �eld is very

wellestablished.Thus,when num erically di�erentiating

the data with respect to tem perature,the background

from the pressure cellnearT0 essentially dropsoutand

a quantitativeanalysisofthe shapeofthe transition be-

com es possible. For the m agnetization along the a-axis

wenote,thatthetiny signalatam bientpressurecan not

be resolved at allin com parison to typicalsignalcon-

tributions by the pressure cell. However,as discussed

below,thesignatureofthetransition atT0 forthea-axis

becam e su�ciently large above 10kbar to be visible at

high pressure,while the signalwas stilltoo sm allfor a

reliablequantitativeestim ate.

III. R ESU LT S

Atalltem peraturesand m agnetic �elds the m agneti-

zation ofURu2Si2 iscom parativelylow.In particular,we

do notobserve any evidence supporting the presence of

m etam agnetictransitionsin theparam eterrangestudied

asexpected in conventionallocalm om entantiferrom ag-

nets. Typicaltem perature sweeps for a �eld along the

c-axis,both at am bient pressure and at p = 15:9kbar,

are shown in Fig.1. For clarity data are shown for
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FIG .1: M agnetization M ofURu2Si2 versustem peratureT

in the range 2 to 100K ,fora �eld ofB = 12T applied along

thetetragonalc-axis.(a)am bientpressure;(b)p = 15:9kbar.

The insetdisplaystypicaldata ofM (B )forT = 20K ,where

the non-linearity in curve (b)isdue to the suppression ofT0

underm agnetic �eld.

B = 12T.W ith decreasing tem perature a broad m axi-

m um atT � � 50K and 72K forp = 0 and p = 15:9kbar,

respectively,is followed by an accentuated drop at T0.

Thetransition tem peratureT0 decreasesunderm agnetic

�eld along the c-axis from 17.5K to around 15K .Un-

der pressure T0 and T � increase weakly. W e believe

that T � can be associated with a heavy-ferm ion coher-

ence scale,as discussed in Sec.IV. The inset displays

typicaldata ofM (B ) for T = 20K .A linear m agnetic

�eld dependenceatam bientpressureestablishesthatthe

tem peraturedependenceisqualitativelyunchanged atall

m agnetic �elds. For the M (B ) data at 15.9kbar and

T = 20K ,where T0(B = 0) � 21K ,the suppression of

T0 underm agnetic �eld leadsto nonlinearcontributions

in M (B )asshown in the insetofFig.1.

Figure2 showsthe rem arkably abruptchangeofslope

in theT dependenceofM =B in thevicinity ofT0 atp = 0

forthe c-and a-axis. M =B isabout5 tim essm allerfor

thea-axis,consistentwith them agneticanisotropy.The

weak upturn forthea-axisat1T signalsa very weak fer-

rom agneticpolarisation thatweattributeto a tiny num -

berofdefects,i.e.,itstronglysupportsaveryhigh sam ple

quality (cf.Ref.46).W enotethatthetransition atT0 to

ourknowledgehasnotbeen seen forthe a-axisin M (T)

before.W ehavecarefully con�rm ed experim entally that

thesignalm easured forthea-axisisnotcontam inated by

anypossiblec-axiscontributions.Theconclusion thatwe

m easureindeed purelythea-axis�ndsfurthersupportby

the di�erence ofm agnetic�eld dependence ofT0 forthe

a-axisand c-axis(cf.Fig.4 below).

To track thechangeofslopeofM (T)atT0 asfunction

ofp we have com puted the derivative @M =@T from the

experim entaldata,wherethegentlenum ericalsm oothing

introducestheraggednessofthedatapointsshown in the

�gures.In particular,consideration ofpossible evidence
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FIG .2: M =B near T0 for the tetragonalc-axis,panel(a),

and basal-plane a-axis,panel(b),atam bientpressure. D ata

forboth directionsdisplay a sharp kink atT0 thatsignalsthe

form ation ofa spin gap.

supporting a double in T0 for the basalplane requires

extensive additionalstudies. The discontinuity of the

derivativeprovidesalso a m easureofthem agnetocaloric

e�ect,@M =@TjH = @S=@H jT . Derivativesofthe am bi-

entpressure data are shown in Fig.3. The shape ofthe

derivative is qualitatively very sim ilar for both �eld di-

rections.Q uantitatively,thediscontinuity between thec

and a-axesaredi�erentby nearly a factorof50.

The derivative @M =@T calculated from the m easured

m agnetization at high pressure is shown in Fig.4. For

both directionsthequalitativeshapeofthe@M =@T curve

nearthetransition isnearly �eld-independent.Based on

ourdata we observe no evidence suggesting a change of

thetransition from second to�rstorderorsim ilar.Q uan-

titatively,weobservethatthesizeofthediscontinuity in

@M =@T decreasesm oderately upon applyingpressurefor

�elds B along the c-axis,while that for B along the a-

axis increases nearly 15-fold between am bient pressure

and 17.2kbar. This indicates that a crucialdi�erence

between HO and LM AF is the m agnetocaloric e�ect in

the basalplane. Further we note that with increasing

m agnetic �eld along the c-axis the transition develops

additionalstructure. To our knowledge this is the �rst

evidence for additionalsub-phases ofthe LM AF.Inter-

estingly,the totalheightofthe peak in @M =@T rem ains

unchanged even in the presence ofthe additionalstruc-

ture.Itispossiblethattheorigin ofthedoubletransition

aresm allpressureanisotropiesin ourpressurecell.How-

ever,(i)allofthe previousstudies52,53,54,55,56 suggested

excellent pressure hom ogeneity,and (ii) the anisotropy

would be expected along the pressure cell,but uniaxial

stressstudiesshow thatURu2Si2 isinsensitive to stress

along the c-axis.

An im portant aspect,already visible in Fig.4,is the
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FIG .3: Typicalnum ericalderivative @M =@T vsT ofM (T)

m easured experim entally for various �elds at am bient pres-

sure for the c-axis,panel(a),and the a-axis,panel(b). The

discontinuousstepsare purely due to the m ethod ofcalcula-

tion.(Notethatthedata are norm alized to theapplied �eld,

and the curves have been shifted by arbitrary constants for

clarity.)

�eld-dependence ofT0,shown in Fig.5 for both the a

and c-axes for p = 0 as wellas for high pressure. The

valueofT0 isde�ned attheonsetofthetransition upon

decreasingtem perature.(Notethattheadditionalstruc-

tureseen athigh pressureforthec-axisisnotreected in

this plot.) A m agnetic �eld along the c-axis suppresses

T0, in agreem ent with previous studies33,34,35. It ap-

pears that T0(B ) for the c-axis drops slightly faster at

high pressure.However,the fasterrelative drop m ay be

traced to the increase ofT0 under pressure,i.e.,T0(B )

is quantitatively unchanged despite the increase ofT0.

M ost rem arkably,for B along the a-axis the transition

tem perature T0 isnota�ected by the �eld (up to 12T),

both at am bient pressure and at high pressure. Thus,

even though thestatebelow T0 changesfrom HO atam -

bientpressure to LM AF athigh pressure,the variation

ofT0(B )isquantitativelyunchanged.Thisindicatesthat

both phasessharea rem arkably sim ilartransition m ech-

anism .

K ey features ofour m agnetization data are sum m a-

rized in thephasediagram ,Fig.6.Panel(a)displaysthe

pressuredependence ofT �,which increasesweakly with

pressure from 50 to 75K .Likewise,the transition tem -

peratureT0 increasesonlyslightlywith pressureasshown

in Fig.6(b),with a changeofslopearound pc � 14kbar.

The pressure dependence ofT0 we observe is consistent

with previousresistivity and neutron scatteringm easure-
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FIG .4: Typicalnum ericalderivative @M =@T vsT ofM (T)

m easured for various �elds at high pressure for the c-axis,

panel(a) and for the a-axis,panel(b). For the c-axis addi-

tionalstructure,thatem ergeswith increasing m agnetic �eld,

is seen. This indicates at a m ore com plex m agnetic state at

high pressure. (As in Fig.3,the data are norm alized to the

applied �eld,and the curves have been shifted by arbitrary

constantsforclarity.)

m ents.Fig.6(c)bringsoutkey di�erencesofthetherm o-

dynam ic signaturesofT0 when going from nearly 100%

volum efractionofHO to100% volum efraction ofLM AF.

Thechangeofslopefor�eld along thec-axisdropsm od-

erately by roughly 30% . In contrast, the change of

slope along the a-axisincreases15-fold,where the data

pointforp = 0 wasm easured withoutpressure cell. As

stated above,it is notpossible to resolve the low value

of@M =@T at p = 0 when the sam ple is m easured to-

getherwith the pressurecell.Thisalso explainswhy no

transitions could be detected for 4kbar and 8kbar,re-

spectively,i.e.,forthese pressures@M =@T m ustbe still

very low. Yet,the large high-pressure value of@M =@T

for the a-axis is observed for allp � 12kbar and thus

already below pc. W e note thata relatively steep tran-

sition line between HO and LM AF hasbeen reported in

recentneutron scattering studies32 thatcontrastsearlier

neutron scattering studiesunderpressure23.

W e have no evidence thatthe anisotropy in the m ag-

neticsusceptibility changessubstantially underpressure.

Thustheenvironm entin which thetransition atT0 takes

placeisessentially unchanged,even though neutron scat-

tering,NM R and �SR show that the m icroscopic char-

acteristicsofthe ordered phasesradically change under

pressure.To ourknowledge,the m agnetization provides

the �rsttherm odynam ic evidence in clean sam plesthat

the HO and LM AF have essentially identicaltransition
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FIG .5: Norm alized �eld dependence ofT0 atam bientpres-

sure and high pressure (above pc) for the c and a axes. As

transition tem perature T0 we take the onset of the transi-

tion upon decreasing tem perature. The additionalstructure

forthe c-axisat15.9kbarand 12T shown in Fig.4(b)isnot

represented here. W e �nd that the suppression of T0 with

B along the c-axis is unchanged upon applying pressure,as

discussed in the text.

properties.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

W e now discuss our experim ental �ndings. In our

study we have established that both the behavior of

the bulk m agnetization near the transition at T0 and

tem perature dependence T0(B )rem ain qualitatively un-

changed upon increasing thepressurefrom 0 to 17 kbar.

Yet,it is known that the ordered state m icroscopically

changes dram atically under pressure when going from

HO to LM AF.A plausible conclusion is that the HO

and LM AF sharea very sim ilarordering m echanism ,al-

beit with di�erent order param eters. The m anner how

the HO changes into LM AF under pressure is an issue

ofgreatcurrentcontroversy (see e.g. Ref.32),which we

cannotdirectly accessfrom ourdata.W enote,however,

thatwedonotseeany signsin ourdataofthelocation of

thecross-overortransition linebetween HO and LM AF.

A few rem arksregarding the m agnetism are therefore

in order. In the param eterrange ofourexperim entswe

donotobserveanyevidenceform etam agnetictransitions

characteristicforlocal-m om entm agnets:Atleastin the

vicinity of T0 our experim entalsetup should be sensi-

tive to such a m etam agnetic transition, provided that

them om entisoforder0.4 �B forT ! 0.In com parison

to the energy scale setby T0,the variation ofT0 under

m agnetic �eld is very weak for the c-axis and even ab-

sentforthebasalplane(which appearsinconsistentwith

local-m om ent m agnetism ). Notably,the behaviour for

thea-axisobserved hereissim ilarto theabsenceofm ag-

netic�eld dependenceofspin-density waveorderin Cr17

and M n3Si
57. In com bination with the features ofthe

16

18

20

c-axis
a-axis

T
0
 (

K
)

b

50

55

60

65

70

75

T
*  (

K
)

a

0

2

4

6

0 5 10 15 20

d
M

/d
T

 B
-1

 (
1
0

-4
 µ

B
 f
.u

.-1
 T

-1
 K

-1
)

p (kbar)

c

c-axis

a-axis

FIG .6: Pressuredependenciesofthecoherencetem perature

T
�
,thetransition tem peratureT0,and thetotalheightofthe

anom aly in @M =@T.Linesareguidestotheeye.(a)Thetem -

perature T � ofthe m axim um in M (T) increases nearly 30%

underpressure up to � 20kbar. (b)The transition tem pera-

ture T0 increases weakly under pressure,with a pronounced

change of slope around 14kbar. The change of slope sug-

geststhattheborderbetween HO and LM AF iscrossed,and

m ay be used to de�ne pc � 14kbar. (c) The totalheight of

the anom aly at T0 seen in @M =@T. For the c-axis @M =@T

decreases by nearly 50% ,while @M =@T increases nearly 15-

fold for the basalplane a-axis. It is interesting to note that

the height ofthe anom aly @M =@T for the a-axis is already

m axim albelow the pc and rem ains constant between 12 and

17kbar.The data pointforthe a-axisatp = 0 wasrecorded

withoutpressure cell(cf.Fig.3).

resistivity,speci�c heatand m any otherproperties,this

again strongly suggeststhatthe m agnetism is ofitiner-

antcharacter,and m ay beunderstood asa condensation

processofthe conduction electronsatT0.

Them axim um ofM (T)atatem peratureT � beingsig-

ni�cantly largerthan T0 (Fig.1)pointstowardsthepres-

enceofheavy-ferm ion physics:In a Ferm iliquid thereis

a T 2 correction to the T = 0 Paulisusceptibility which

m ay have positive sign;in contrast,in a param agnetic
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local-m om entsystem the m agnetization should decrease

with increasing T. K ondo-screened m om ents,with T �

being a m easure ofthe K ondo (or coherence) tem pera-

ture,willbe quenched below T � and thus can possibly

accountforthe data.Thus,itappearsreasonableto as-

sum ethatthetransition atT0 appearswithin a(partially

form ed)heavy-ferm ion state.

An interesting em piricalobservation isthattheexper-

im entalvariation of@M =@T nearT0 isstrongly rem inis-

cent ofthe speci�c heat anom aly. In fact,we �nd that

@M =@T and C (T)closely track each othernearT0,i.e.,

they areproportionalto oneanother.Thissuggeststhat

the spin excitations are indeed the degrees offreedom

dom inating the spectrum ofexcitations at T0,with the

pronounced drop ofM (T)below T0 signaling theform a-

tion ofa spin gap. Unfortunately it is not possible to

relatethe m agnetocalorice�ect@S=@B in generalterm s

to thespeci�cheatC = @S=@T withoutuseofa speci�c

m odel. In the com parison ofthe HO and LM AF this

leavesasa m ajorchallengeforfuturestudiesthespeci�c

heatanom aly atT0 underpressure.

W e also note the sim ilarity of@M =@T and the non-

linearsusceptibility�3 reported byRam irezetal.
58.Like

the speci�c heat,�3 tracks@M =@T. Forthe c-axisthis

sim ilarity m ay be related to the weak reduction ofT0
under �eld which leads to a very weak non-linearity of

M (B )up to 5T,the �eld range studied in Ref.58. Yet,

as shown in Fig.5,there is no suppression ofT0 under

�eld forthea-axis,but@M =@T athigh pressurebecom es

com parable in size to the behavior seen for the c-axis.

W hen taken together this questions the uniqueness of

the interpretation of�3 given in Ref.58.

W e wish to return to aspects ofthe electronic struc-

ture ofURu2Si2. It is interesting to consider parallels

to the itinerant ferrom agnets UG e2
52 and ZrZn2

53: In

both com poundschangesofthe m agnetization atitiner-

antm etam agnetictransitionsm ay beexplained in term s

ofFerm isurface reconstructions,when a Ferm isurface

sheetisdriven acrosstheboundary oftheBrillouin zone

under hydrostatic pressure and m agnetic �eld. In the

case of URu2Si2, the tetragonalcrystalstructure sug-

gests cylindricalFerm isurface sheets parallelto the c-

axis. The high sensitivity to changesofthe basal-plane

lattice constant,seen under uniaxialpressure37,38,pro-

vides support ofa Ferm isurface instability akin UG e2
and ZrZn2. (W e note that the rather large value ofpc
is not inconsistent with the notion of HO and LM AF

being alm ostdegeneratein freeenergy,asthea-axislat-

tice constant under hydrostatic pressure decreases only

weakly59,60.) The scenario ofcylindricalFerm isurface

sheets,togetherwith the c axis being spin easy axis,is

�nally alsoconsistentwith thelack of�eld dependenceof

T0 for�eldsalongthea-axis,provided thatthetransition

isdriven by featuresin the density ofstates.

Unfortunately, m easurem ents of the Ferm i surface

topology in URu2Si2 so farhavebeen inconclusive.O nly

tiny portions have been observed,and strong dam ping

ofthe heavy-ferm ion bandsisseen underpressure when

entering the LM AF state40. At the sam e tim e,the re-

ported increaseofthe cyclotron m assunderpressure,as

inferred from dHvA studies,raisesanotherissue: Ifthe

HO and LM AF are strictly phase-segregated,this m ass

enhancem entm ay no longerbe related to the properties

ofa singleband in the conventionalapproach.

Letusturn to phenom enologicaltheoreticalconsidera-

tions.O urm easurem entsofM (T;B )reectthecoupling

between theorderparam eter(oftheHO orLM AF phase)

and the static uniform m agnetization M .O ne m ay con-

sider a Landau functionalfor the free-energy density f

ofthe form

f = a(T)j j2 + bj j
4 +

X

�

v�M
2
�j j

2

+
X

�

(g�M �B � + u�M
2
�) (1)

where � = a;b;c denotes the three axes, is the order

param eterofthe phase below T0,a and b are the coe�-

cientsofthe standard Landau expansion of ,v� isthe

couplingbetween M and  ,g� istheg tensorin diagonal

form ,and u� isthe quadratic Landau term forM .Itis

easy to see thatthe m agnetization below T0 isgiven by

M � = g�B �=(2u� + 2v�j j
2),whereasthechangeofT0 as

function ofB isproportionaltog2�v�=u
2
�.Thus,thedata

m ay beconsistentwith va increasing signi�cantly and vc
decreasing som ewhatunderpressure,g2cvc being roughly

pressure-independent, and ga being sm allenough that

the changein T0 caused by g
2
a isnegligible (assum ing p-

independentu�).Thissuggestsastrongdi�erenceofHO

and LM AF regardingtheirin-planem agneticproperties.

W e �nally com m ent on the theoretical m odels pro-

posed forURu2Si2. Purely phenom enologicalm odelsof

twoorderparam eters,treated on them ean-�eld level,are

not able to consistently describe M (T) as found in ex-

perim ent.M ineev and Zhitom irsky6 have investigated a

m odelforlocaluranium m om ents(causing LM AF)cou-

pled to a spin-density wave orderparam eterwith sm all

form factor(causing HO ).W hilethism odelseem sto re-

producesom eim portantfeaturesofURu2Si2,wedo not

expectitto fully accountforthebehaviorofM (T):The

crystal-�eld physics ofthe m odeldoes noteasily repro-

duce a m axim um in the m agnetization atT � { we think

thatthisrequiresK ondoscreeningofthem om ents(which

isnotincluded in the m odelofRef.6)to setin around

T �.Also,itisopen how thevery sim ilartransition prop-

erties atam bientand high pressure would em erge from

this m odel. Sim ilar argum ents apply to the scenario of

\helicity order",putforward by Varm a and Zhu12.They

proposea p-wavespin-tripletPom eranchuk instability as

candidateforthe HO .So farthey havenotincluded m i-

croscopicfeaturesliketheFerm isurfacetopology,nordid

they consider the interplay ofthe HO with the LM AF

at high pressure. Also, in its present form the m odel

apparently fails to explain the experim entally observed

form ation ofa gap below T0.

Clearly,fresh theoreticalinput is needed: W e believe

thattheconceptoftwo orderparam eterscom bined with
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both crystal-�eld and heavy-ferm ion physics isrequired

to fully describe the propertiesofthe m agnetization for

the whole pressure range. Furtherm ore,any candidate

scenario should account for the operning ofa (perhaps

partial)electronicgap atthe T0 transition.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the m agnetization M (T;B ;p) in

URu2Si2 single crystals. Although M doesnot directly

coupleto thedom inantorderparam etersofboth theHO

and LM AF phases,we can draw a num berofim portant

conclusionsfrom ourexperim entalresults:Pressuresup

17kbarincreasethecoherencetem peratureT � by alm ost

50% .Thism eansboth the HO and LM AF statesevolve

out ofa partially form ed heavy Ferm iliquid where the

high-T localm om entsoftheU-ionsarealm ostscreened.

Thedrop ofthem agnetization M (T)below T0,with the

sharp,m ostly �eld independent,kneesofM =B ,indicate

the opening ofa spin gap. This e�ect is m uch larger

for �elds applied along the c-axis than for those along

a. In order to quantify this behavior we have deter-

m ined (1=B )@M =@T as a function B and p for T near

T0,which isrelated totheexcitation spectrum attheHO

and LM AF transitions.The qualitativeform of@M =@T

doesnotchangebetween thesetwo states,sim ilarto the

signatureoftheresistivity atT0 which alsochangeslittle

with pressure43.

O neim portantdi�erencebetween HO and LM AF un-

covered in ourstudy isthe anisotropy in @M =@T:pres-

sure causesthe peak in (1=B )@M =@T to be reduced for

the c-axis,yetit is increased for the a-axis. High pres-

sure thus rem oves the large anisotropy in @M =@T be-

tween these axes,which is presentatam bientpressure.

The pressure-invariant transition signatures around T0
in theobservableslisted aboveshow thatHO and LM AF

arenotonly phaseswhich arealm osttherm odynam ically

degenerate (i.e.,have alm ostthe sam e free energy den-

sity),butthey also have little di�erence regarding their

transitionalproperties.W econcludethatHO and LM AF

m ustevolveoutofthesam erelated physicalingredients.

In our view,none ofthe available theoreticalscenar-

ioscan easily explain ourexperim ental�ndings.O n the

experim entalside,togainfurtherinform ationofthepres-

suredependenciesspeci�cheato�ersthebestpossibility.

For,by com bining (@M =@T)(T;B ;P ) with Cp(T;B ;P )

wecan determ inethefullm agnetocalorice�ectand thus

theentropy and G r�uneisen param eter,(T �1 dH =dT)S,of

the pressuretransform ation from HO to LM AF.
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