arXiv:2204.12118v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 26 Apr 2022

Journal of the Physical Society of Japan

Magnetovolume Effect on the First-Order Metamagnetic Transition in UTe_2

Atsushi Miyake^{1 *}, Masaki Gen^2, Akihiko Ikeda^3, Kazumasa Miyake^4, Yusei Shimizu^5, Yoshiki J. Sato^5, Dexin Li^5, Ai Nakamura^5, Yoshiya Homma^5, Fuminori Honda^{5,6}, Jacques Flouquet^7, Masashi Tokunaga^1, and Dai Aoki^{5,7}

1Institute for Solid State Physics (ISSP), The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8581, Japan 2Department of Advanced Materials Science, The University of Tokyo, Kashiwa, Chiba 277-8561, Japan 3Department of Engineering Science, University of Electro-Communications, Chofu, Tokyo 182-8585, Japan 4Center for Advanced High Magnetic Field Science, Osaka University, Toyonaka, Osaka 560-0043, Japan 5Institute for Materials Research, Tohoku University, Oarai, Ibaraki 311-1313, Japan 6Central Institute of Radioisotope Science and Safety, Kyushu University, Fukuoka, 819-0395, Japan 7University Grenoble Alpes, CEA, Grenoble INP, IRIG-PHELIQS, 38000 Grenoble, France

The link between the metamagnetic transition and novel spin-triplet superconductivity of UTe_2 was discussed thermodynamically through magnetostriction measurements in a pulsed-magnetic field. We revealed a discontinuous magnetostriction across the metamagnetic transition at μ_0 H_m ≈ 35 T for the applied magnetic fields along the crystallographic b axis in the orthorhombic structure. The resultanting volume magnetostriction of ΔV/V ≈ −5.9 × 10^{−4} gives the initial pressure dependence of H_m by employing the Clausius-Clapeyron’s equation, which agrees with previous pressure experiments. Further, significant anisotropic magnetostriction (AMS), derived by subtracting the averaged linear magnetostriction, was revealed. Contrary to the weakly field-dependent AMS along the a axis, those along the b and c axes show strong field dependences with a similar magnitude but with opposite signs, indicating its lattice instability. The relationship between characteristic energy scales of magnetic fields and temperatures was discussed in terms of the Grüneisen parameters compared to the other f -electron systems. The volume shrinkage in UTe_2 at H_m, contrary to the volume expansion in typical heavy fermion metamagnets, pushes to invoke the link with the valence instability related to the itinerant-localized dual nature of the U magnetism.

Unconventional superconductivity of UTe_2 (space group: Immm) below T_{sc} = 1.6-2.0 K is a promising candidate for a spin-triplet state.^{1–3)} Since its discovery few years ago, a number of experimental and theoretical works have been intensively conducted.^{4)} For instance, puzzling magnetic-field (H) effects have been reported from the early stage. A firstorder metamagnetic transition takes place at μ_0 H_m ≈ 35 T, when the field is applied along the b axis^{5–9)} [see Fig. 1(a)]. Notable features appear in its superconducting (SC) phase diagrams, which are significantly sensitive to the field and its applied direction. For H || b, T_{sc} decreases to ∼15 T, followed by a gradual increase and a sudden suppression at H_m.^{7, 8, 10)} More strikingly, another SC phase is induced above H_m for a magnetic field along specific directions near the [011] direction.^{7, 8)} Such reinforcement/reentrant behaviors of SC transition are reminiscent of spin-triplet ferromagnetic (FM) superconductors of URhGe and UCoGe.^{11–15)} However, UTe_2 does not order magnetically.^{16–18)} The spin fluctuations have been investigated microscopically by NMR^{19)} and μSR.^{16)} Direct antiferromagnetic (AFM) correlations are detected using inelastic neutron scattering experiments,^{20, 21)} while FM correlations have not yet been observed experimentally up to date. These AFM and FM fluctuations may compete for the choice of SC order parameters.^{22, 23)}

*miyake@issp.u-tokyo.ac.jp

Although it is evident that the first-order metamagnetic transition influences the SC phases, the relation between them, particularly the origin of metamagnetism, leaves many mysteries. For H || b, a steep increase in magnetization from M ≈ 0.5 μ_B/U to M ≈ 1.0 μ_B/U at H_m [see Fig. 1(a)] accompanied by approximately five times enhancement of the resistivity with a clear H-hysteresis at low temperatures is observed.^{5, 6, 8, 9)} Through magnetization and specific heat measurements, we revealed a significant effective mass enhancement on approaching H_m.^{6, 9, 24)} A similar mass enhancement was also supported by resistivity measurements^{5, 8)} and explained theoretically.^{25)} Note that above H_m, the b axis becomes the easy magnetization axis, while below H_m, it is the a axis with a quasi-saturation to ∼1 μ_B/U at μ_0H ≈ 20 T.^{6, 9)} The singular point is that the slope dM/dH for H || b on both side of H_m is quasi constant, more precisely only ∼14% reduction across H_m, although the jump ΔM at H_m is generally regarded as a mark of drastic change in the localized 5 f contribution.

Another remarkable feature in UTe_2 is an intermediate valence state at ambient pressure revealed by uranium L_3 xray absorption near-edge spectroscopy (XANES)^{26)} and corelevel photoelectron spectroscopy measurements.^{27)} From the latter experiments, the dominant 5 f^3 configuration is suggested to contribute to the uranium 5 f state in UTe_2. Moreover, the XANES results under pressure (p) revealed an apparent uranium valence shift of ∼0.1 across p_c ≈ 1.4 GPa,^{26)} where the SC phase disappeared, instead, magnetically ordered phases appeard.^{1, 28–33)} This valence shift coincides with a change in the magnetic anisotropy. The easy magnetization axis switched from the a to b axes above p_c.^{1)} At p_c, the H_m was also suppressed, as shown in Fig. 2.^{31, 32)} Thus, the valence shift was accompanied by the collapse of the metamagnetic transition at H_m. Such a valence instability is also expected at H_m at ambient pressure.

In this study, we measure the linear magnetostriction^{35)} of UTe_2 along all the principal axes for H || b and estimate the resultant volume magnetostriction. As expected from thermodynamic relations, a sharp step-like volume shrinkage across H_m is clearly observed. Using the magnetostriction data, we discuss the metamagnetism from the thermodynamic point of view and a possible link to the valence instability at H_m at ambient pressure.

Single crystals of UTe_2 were grown using the chemical vapor transport method.^{2)} The sample used here was cut from the same piece that reported the simultaneous measurements of magnetization and magnetocaloric effect (MCE).^{9)} Magnetostriction in pulsed-magnetic fields was measured using fiber-Bragg-grating (FBG) and the optical filter method.^{36)} The bare optical fibers with FBG were glued directly on the sample parallel and perpendicular to the field direction along the b axis, as in Ref. 37. This procedure enabled us to measure the longitudinal and transverse magnetostriction simultaneously, the first attempt in a pulsed-field. Thus, two datasets of linear magnetostriction along the a and b axes, and along the b and c axes, were measured to obtain the volume magnetostriction. Almost identical results along the b axis for the different experimental setups confirmed the reliability of our magnetostriction measurements. The measurements were performed at low temperatures down to 1.4 K, where the sample was immersed in^4He liquid.^{38)} Pulsed-magnetic fields up to ∼54 T were generated using non-destructive pulse-magnets with typical pulses durations of ∼36 ms, installed at the ISSP of the University of Tokyo.

Figure 1(b) shows the linear magnetostriction ΔL_i/L_i (i = a, b, and c) and the volume magnetostriction ΔV/V at T_{ini} = 1.4 K for H || b. In agreement with the previous study,^{39)} with increasing magnetic fields ΔL_c/L_c increases, while ΔL_a/L_a and ΔL_b/L_b decrease at low fields. Discontinuous changes in the ΔL_i/L_is with the H-hysteresis were observed for all the axes, accompanied by the first-order metamagnetic transition at H_m [see also Fig. 1(a)]. Similar to the sign of the dL_i/dH at low fields, an increase in L_c and decreases in L_a and L_b across H_m for the field-up sweep were observed. The largest discontinuity was observed for the L_b as that in the low field region.

First, we estimated the volume magnetostriction and compared it with the reported pressure measurements.^{31, 32)} Discontinuous change in the volume across H_m at T_{ini} = 1.4 K is evaluated by ΔV/V =

�_{i=a,b,c} (ΔL_i/L_i) ≈ −5.9 × 10^{−4}.

Adopting this value and ΔM ≈ 0.5 μ_B/U^{6, 9)} to the Clausius-

Fig. 1. (Color online) Magnetic field dependence of (a)magnetization, (b)linear and volume (V) magnetostriction, and (c)anisotropic linear magnetostriction of UTe_2 at T_{ini} = 1.4 K for H || b. The volume magnetostriction is determined by a summation of the linear magnetostriction, ΔV/V = �_{i=a,b,c}

(ΔL_i/L_i). L_{avg} is an average of the volume (lattice) magnetostriction determined by^{ΔV}_{3V} . The anisotropic magnetostriction is evaluated by ΔL^{AMS}_i /L_i = ΔL_i/L_i − ΔV/(3V). The M(H) curve is taken from Refs. 6 and 9.

Fig. 2. (Color online) Pressure dependence of H_m of UTe_2 for H || b. The data points shown by circles and triangles are taken from Refs. 31 and 32, respectively. The dashed line indicates^{∂μ0Hm}_{∂P} ≈ −11.0 T/GPa obtained by the Clausius-Clapeyron’s equation. The solid line is a guide for the eyes.

Fig. 3. (Color online) (a) M^2 dependence of ΔV/V of UTe_2 at T_{ini} = 1.4 K for H || b. The red squares (left and bottom axes) and blue circles (right and top axes) correspond to the data in field regions below and above H_m, respectively. There is a kink structure at μ_0 H = 43 T, indicated by an arrow. The dashed lines indicate a relation, ΔV/V ∝ M^2. (b) Field dependence of ΔV/V at T_{ini} = 1.4 and 4.2 K. The inset shows ΔV/V as a function of the square of the fields at T_{ini} = 1.4 K.

Clapeyron’s equation,^{∂μ0Hm}_{∂p} =^{ΔV}_{ΔM} ,^{∂μ0 Hm}_{∂p} ≈ −11.0 T/GPa is obtained as the initial slope of H_m as a function of pressure. Here, we used the reported molar volume V_{mol} ≈ 5.22 × 10^{−5} m^3/mol at 2.7 K.^{17)} The direct comparison of this value to the p dependence of H_m is shown in Fig. 2. The H_m(p) determined thermodynamically and experimentally agrees very well.^{40)} More details on the volume contraction at H_m will be discussed later.

Using the magnetostriction and magnetization results, we can also derive the pressure dependence of the magnetic susceptibility by employing Maxwell’s relation,

�_{∂M} ∂p � H,T = − �_{∂V}

∂μ_0 H � p,T . In a Pauli paramagnetic system, the magnetic susceptibility χ ≡ dM/dμ_0H at low temperature is nearly constant. Thus, the pressure derivative of the susceptibility is obtained as dχ dp = −2C_vV_{mol}χ^2, (1)

where C_v is the magnetovolume coupling constant, which is obtained by^{ΔV}_V = C_v M^2.^{41)} From the plot ΔV/V versus M^2 below H_m at T_{ini} = 1.4 K shown as red squares in Fig. 3(a), C_v ≈ −3.6×10^{−4} (μ_B/U)^{−2} was evaluated. Using the C_v and χ for H || b^{6)} to Eq. (1),^{dχ}_{dp} ≈ 1.0 × 10^{−3} μ_B/(T·GPa) is obtained. This estimation agrees well with the reported pressure dependence of the magnetic susceptibility.^{1, 42)} The proportionality of ΔV/V ∝ M^2 holds even above H_m, while a slope changes approximately at 43 T. Although the origin of this anomaly is not clear at present, it may reflect the change in the 5 f characters.

As shown in Fig. 1(b), a strongly anisotropic magnetostriction (AMS) was observed. Let us see the anisotropy ΔL^{AMS}_i /L_i defined by^{ΔLAMSi}_{Li} ≡^{ΔLi}_{Li} −^1_3^{ΔV}_V .^{43)} The second term is an av-

Fig. 4. (Color online) Comparison between absolute values of the thermal (Γ_T ) and magnetic (Γ_H ) Grüneisen parameters in various compounds. The broken line indicates |Γ_T | = |Γ_H |. As plotted in different symbols, these intermetallic compounds may be classified into intermediate valence systems (|Γ_T | < |Γ_H |, triangles), heavy fermion systems (|Γ_T | ≈ |Γ_H |, squares), and the others (|Γ_T | > |Γ_H |, circles). The data except for this study (UTe_2) are obtained from Refs. 52–55.

eraged lattice change expected for the isotropic case. Figure 1(c) depicts the AMS along each axis for H || b at T_{ini} = 1.4 K. ΔL^{AMS}_a /L_a shows a weak field dependence, whereas ΔL^{AMS}_b /L_b and ΔL^{AMS}_c /L_c show significantly anisotropic behaviors. At H_m, a discontinuous rise in ΔL^{AMS}_c /L_c and discontinuous drop in ΔL^{AMS}_b /L_b are more prominent. Interestingly, the absolute values of the AMS for the b and c axes, including the discontinuous changes at H_m, are almost identical. These facts indicate the lattice instability in the bc plane, which may be responsible for the field-induced SC phases around H_m with rotating the field direction between b and c axis.^{7, 8)} The lattice instability in the bc plane may also affect the antiferromagnetic fluctuations with k_1 = (0, 0.057, 0).^{20, 21)} Although the Fermi surface has not been clarified experimentally,^{44, 45)} the two-dimensionality is discussed from band calculations.^{22, 46)}

To characterize the electronic state, Grüneisen parameters of a characteristic energy X, Γ_X ≡ −^{∂ log X}_{∂ log V} , are useful.^{47)} Using the volume magnetostriction results below H_m, the Grüneisen parameters can be divided into magnetic (Γ_H ) and thermal electronic (Γ_T ) contributions,^{48, 49)}

S_v = 1 2BV_{mol} � (2Γ_H − Γ_T )χ + Γ_T T χ^′ � , (2)

where S_v is a coefficient of the H^2-term of ΔV/V, B = 57 GPa the bulk modulus,^{50)} and χ^′ = ∂χ/∂T . For H || b, more generally in Pauli paramagnets at low temperatures, there is less temperature dependence of χ. Thus, neglecting the second term of Eq. (2), we obtain 2Γ_H − Γ_T ≈ −5 from our magnetostriction and magnetization results below H_m at T_{ini} = 1.4 K [see the inset of Fig. 3(b)]: S_v = −5.6 × 10^{−8} T^{−2} and χ ≈ 0.0122 μ_B/T. Using the reported Γ_T ≈ −30,^{1, 39, 51)} Γ_H ≈ −17.5 is derived. Γ_H is nearly half of Γ_T .

Figure 4 compares the relation of the absolute values of Γ_T and Γ_H in various compounds.^{52–55)} For many heavy fermion systems, Γ_T = Γ_H is held.^{47, 52)} Thus, only a single characteristic energy scale dominates the electronic and the magnetic properties in many heavy fermion systems. In other words, a dominant interaction governs the electronic properties in many heavy fermion systems. Deviations from the correspondence may be seen in the intermediate valence systems, such as CeSn_3, CePd_3, and YbCuAl, whose |Γ_H | is larger than |Γ_T |. Another example of |Γ_T | > |Γ_H | was reported for unconventional superconductor UBe_{13},^{53)} where it is well known that the band structure and non-Fermi liquid state are stronglyfield dependent.^{56, 57)} A sole magnetic property may not link the electronic property. In UTe_2, Γ_T is nearly double of Γ_H , indicating different channels of interactions.

From early experimental investigations, the link between T^{max}_χ ≈ 35 K and μ_0 H_m ≈ 35 T was discussed,^{1, 5, 6, 9, 31)} as in other paramagnetic systems.^{59)} Recently, a different characteristic energy scale T^∗ ≈ 12 K was also proposed.^{51, 60–63)} A broad peak-like anomaly appeared at T^∗ in some thermodynamic quantities.^{51)} NMR studies for H || a have revealed some anomalies at both of T^{max}_χ and T^∗; starting a broadening of NMR spectra below T^{max}_χ and a peak in the nuclear spinspin relaxation rate at T^∗.^{63)} Thus, T^∗ may correspond to the short-range ordering temperature. Interestingly, Γ_H is almost identical to Γ_T at T^∗.^{51)} This coincidence indicates that the low field short-range order is eliminated at H_m.

To further address the influence of the metamagnetic transition on the electronic properties, we discuss Γ_T above H_m. We estimate the volume thermal expansion using magnetostriction results at T_{ini} = 1.4 and 4.2 K, as shown in Fig. 3(b). Assuming the isothermal process above H_m, the volume thermal expansion coefficient α_V ≡ V^{−1}dV/dT ∼ [ΔV(4.2 K)/V − ΔV(1.4 K)/V]/(4.2 − 1.4) ≈ 7 × 10^{−6} K^{−1} was estimated at 40 T, slightly higher than H_m. Using the field dependence of the electronic specific-heat coefficient obtained by our previous measurements,^{9, 24)} Γ_T ≈ 110 at 40 T was obtained.^{64)} The derived large positive value of Γ_T above H_m is a mark that the Sommerfeld coefficient γ ∝ C/T has a strong maximum at H_m.^{6, 9, 24)}

The volume contraction in UTe_2 at H_m for H || b is strikingly different from the typical example of heavy-fermion pseudo-metamagnetic transitions, such as CeRu_2Si_2^{55)} and UPt_3,^{65)} which show an increment in volume at H_m. Note that the decrease of ΔL_b/L_b suggests that the uniaxial pressure for the b axis will reduce H_m. This is indeed observed at the spin reorientation field H_R in URhGe.^{66, 67)} The volume contraction of UTe_2 at H_m may correspond to the loose of the itinerant character and the resultant valence change.

We discuss a possible link of the metamagnetic transition to the valence instability. As shown in Fig. 2, H_m is suppressed at p_c. Increasing pressure from the intermediate valence state (U^{3+} and U^{4+}) at p = 0, the uranium valence increases ∼0.1 at p_c, leading the system to a more tetravalent 5 f^2 configuration.^{26, 27)} Thus, a volume contraction accompanied by the valence change at p_c is expected. Such a contraction is indeed observed across H_m at ambient pressure. A significant change is expected to occur in the 5 f uranium magnetism as functions of pressure and magnetic field.

The observed metamagnetic behaviors can be naturally understood on the basis of the so-called itinerant-localized duality model for the 5 f^3-based heavy fermion system, in which the 5 f^2-electron state with the less hybridization between conduction and f electrons behaves as localized with the 5 f^2 crystalline electric field level scheme, while the 5 f^1-electron state with the larger hybridization behaves as itinerant. Indeed, in the case of UPd_2Al_3 (a 5 f^3-based heavy fermion system), this physical picture was shown to work quite well.^{68)} The crucial point is that the itinerant 5 f^1 component behaves similarly to quasiparticles of 4 f^1-based heavy fermion systems, that is, Ce-based system. UTe_2, in the nearly 5 f^3 configuration at an ambient condition, would also exhibit the duality of the 5 f electrons, as in UPd_2Al_3. Particularly, the component of electrons in the 5 f^1-electron state can exhibit a discontinuous metamagnetic transition associated with a firstorder valence transition from Kondo to mixed valence (MV) state as discussed in Refs. 69 and 70 (see also the scheme in Fig. 2). In this case, in the region below H_m, 5 f^1 components are in the so-called Kondo state (the f electron number n_f ≃ 1), but in the region above H_m, 5 f^1 components are in the MV (or valence fluctuating) state. This type of behavior seems to reproduce the magnetic field and pressure dependence of the valence of 5 f electrons observed in UTe_2 across the metamagnetic transition, as shown in Fig 2. Thus, the electronic correlations decrease drastically with feedback on the band structure at H_m. This picture seems to be supported by the large jump of the magnetoresistance,^{5, 8)} the reduction of carrier density,^{71)} and the drop of γ.^{9, 24)} The corresponding changes in Fermi surface and magnetic interactions are ingredients of metamagnetism. Although the link of valence transition across H_m at p = 0 and across p_c at H = 0 is not much evident, the same trend of magnetization-easy-axis switch from the a to the b axes across H_m and p_c were observed.^{1, 6, 9)} Qualitatively it seems a promising road; quantitatively theoretical progress is now necessary.

In summary, we demonstrated the magnetostriction measurements of UTe_2 for H || b. A clear drop in the volume magnetostriction accompanied by the first-order metamagnetic transition was observed, which satisfactorily agrees with the pressure dependence of H_m. Significant anisotropic linear magnetostriction was also revealed; that for the a axis is almost identical to the averaged volume magnetostriction, while those for the b and c axes show larger magnetostriction with a similar magnitude but with opposite sign. This anisotropy indicates lattice instability within the bc plane, which may trigger the field-reinforced/reentrant superconductivity. Through the Grüneisen parameter analyses, we discussed the relation between characteristic energy scales in temperatures and fields. A possible link of the metamagnetic transition to a valence instability is considerable on the basis of the dual nature of the itinerant-localized 5 f electrons. This suggests the lowand high-field electronic and magnetic properties are crucially governed by different interactions. The magnetic field dependence of the duality deserved to be clarified.

We thank G. Knebel and W. Knafo for fruitful discussions. This work was supported by KAKENHI (JP15H05884, JP15H05882, JP15K21732, JP16H04006, JP15H05745, JP17K05555, JP19H00646, JP20K03854, JP20K20889, JP20J10988, JP20H00130, and JP20KK0061), ICC-IMR, and ERC starting grant (NewHeavyFermion).

1) S. Ran ,C. Eckberg,Q.-P. Ding, Y. Furukawa, T. Metz, S.R. Saha, I.-L.

Liu, M. Zic, H. Kim, J. Paglione, and N. P. Butch, Science 365, 684 (2019).

2) D. Aoki, A. Nakamura, F. Honda, D.X. Li,Y. Homma, Y. Shimizu, Y. J.

Sato, G. Knebel, J.-P. Brison, A. Pourret, D. Braithwaite, G. Lapertot, Q. Niu, M. Vališka, H. Harima, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 043702 (2019).

3) P. F. S. Rosa, A. Weiland, S. S. Fender, B. L. Scott, F. Ronning, J. D.

Thompson, E. D. Bauer, and S. M. Thomas, arXiv:2110.06200. 4) D. Aoki, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, K. Ishida, G. Knebel, Y. Tokunaga, Y. Yanase, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 34, 243002 (2022).

5) W. Knafo, M. Vališka, D. Braithwaite, G. Lapertot, G. Knebel, A. Pourret, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 063705 (2019).

6) A. Miyake, Y. Shimizu, Y. J. Sato, D. Li, A. Nakamura, Y. Homma, F.

Honda, J. Flouquet, M. Tokunaga, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 063706 (2019).

7) S. Ran, I.-L. Liu, Y. S. Eo, D. J. Campbell, P. Neves, W. T. Fuhrman, S.

R. Saha, C. Eckberg, H. Kim, J. Paglione, D. Graf, J. Singleton, and N. P. Butch, Nat. Phys. 15, 1250 (2019).

8) W. Knafo, M. Nardone, M. Vališka, A. Zitouni, G. Lapertot, D. Aoki, G. Knebel, and D. Braithwaite, Commun. Phys. 4, 40, (2021).

9) A. Miyake, Y. Shimizu, Y. J. Sato, D. Li, A. Nakamura, Y. Homma, F. Honda, J. Flouquet, M. Tokunaga, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90,103702 (2021).

10) G. Knebel, W. Knafo, A. Pourret, Q. Niu, M. Vališka, D. Braithwaite, G. Lapertot, M. Nardone, A. Zitouni, S. Mishra, I. Sheikin, G. Seyfarth, J.-P. Brison, D. Aoki, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 063707 (2019).

11) F. Lévy, I. Sheikin, B. Grenier, and A. D. Huxley: Science 309, 1343 (2005).

12) F. Lévy, I. Sheikin, and A. D. Huxley: Nat. Phys. 3, 460 (2007). 13) D. Aoki, T. D. Matsuda, Y. Taufour, E. Hassinger, G. Knebel, and J.

Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 78, 113709 (2009).

14) D. Aoki and J. Flouquet: J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81, 011003 (2012). 15) D. Aoki, K. Ishida, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 022001 (2019). 16) S. Sundar, S. Gheidi, K. Akintola, A. M. Côté, S.R. Dunsiger, S. Ran, N. P. Butch, S. R. Saha, J. Paglione, and J. E. Sonier, Phys. Rev. B 100, 140502(R) (2019).

17) V. Hutanu, H. Deng, S. Ran, W. T. Fuhrman, H. Thoma, and N. Butch, Acta Cryst. B 76, 137 (2020).

18) C. Paulsen, G. Knebel, G. Lapertot, D. Braithwaite, A. Pourret, D. Aoki, F. Hardy, J. Flouquet, and J.-P. Brison, Phys. Rev. B 103, L180501 (2021).

19) Y. Tokunaga, H. Sakai, S. Kambe, T. Hattori, N. Higa, G. Nakamine, S. Kitagawa, K. Ishida, A. Nakamura, Y. Shimizu, Y. Homma, D. Li, F. Honda, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 073701 (2019).

20) C. Duan, K. Sasmal, M. B. Maple, A. Podlesnyak, J.-X. Zhu, Q. Si, and P. Dai, Phys. Rev. Lett. 25, 237003 (2020).

21) W. Knafo, G. Knebel, P. Steffens, K. Kaneko, A. Rosuel, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, D. Aoki, G. Lapertot, and S. Raymond, Phy. Rev. B 104, L100409 (2021).

22) Y. Xu, Y. Sheng, and Y.-F. Yang, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 217002 (2019). 23) J. Ishizuka and Y. Yanase, Phys. Rev. B 103, 094504 (2021).

24) S. Imajo, Y. Kohama, A. Miyake, C. Dong, J. Flouquet, K. Kindo, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 083705 (2019).

25) K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 024701 (2021).

26) S. M. Thomas, F. B. Santos, M. H. Christensen, T. Asaba, F. Ronning, J. D. Thompson, E. D. Bauer, R. M. Fernandes, G. Fabbris and P. F. S. Rosa, Sci. Adv. 6, eabc8709 (2020).

27) S.-i. Fujimori, I. Kawasaki, Y. Takeda, H. Yamagami, A. Nakamura, Y.

Homma, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 015002 (2021). 28) D. Braithwaite, M. Vališka, G. Knebel, G. Lapertot, J.-P. Brison, A.

Pourret, M. E. Zhitomirsky, J. Flouquet, F. Honda, and D. Aoki, Commun. Phys. 2, 147 (2019).

29) S. Ran, H. Kim, I-Lin Liu, S. R. Saha, I. Hayes, T. Metz, Y. S. Eo, J.

Paglione, and N. P. Butch, Phys. Rev. B 101, 140503(R) (2020). 30) D. Aoki, F. Honda, G. Knebel, D. Braithwaite, A. Nakamura, D. Li, Y.

Homma, Y. Shimizu, Y. J. Sato, J.-P. Brison, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 89, 053705 (2020).

31) G. Knebel, M. Kimata, M. Vališka, F. Honda, D. Li, D. Braithwaite, G.

Lapertot, W. Knafo, A. Pourret, Y. J. Sato, Y. Shimizu, T. Kihara, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 89, 053707 (2020).

32) W.-C. Lin, D. J. Campbell, S. Ran, I.-L. Liu, H. Kim, A. H. Nevidomskyy, D. Graf, N. P. Butch, and J. Paglione, npj Quantum Mater. 5, 68 (2020).

33) D. Aoki, M. Kimata, Y. J. Sato, G. Knebel, F. Honda, A. Nakamura, D. Li, Y. Homma, Y. Shimizu, W. Knafo, D. Braithwaite, M. Vališka, A. Pourret, J.-P. Brison, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 074705 (2021).

34) D. Li, A. Nakamura, F. Honda, Y. J. Sato, Y. Homma, Y. Shimizu, J.

Ishizuka, Y. Yanase, G. Knebel, J. Flouquet, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 073703 (2021).

35) The idiom “linear magnetostriction” used in this manuscript does not mean the magnetostriction in proportion to magnetic fields due to piezomagnetism. We use it to distinguish it from “volume magnetostriction”.

36) A. Ikeda, Y. H. Matsuda, and H. Tsuda, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 89, 096103 (2018).

37) M. Gen, A. Miyake, H. Yagiuchi, Y. Watanabe, A. Ikeda, Y. H. Matsuda, M. Tokunaga, T. Arima, Y. Tokunaga, arXiv:2203.16397.

38) Since the MCE accompanied by the metamagnetic transition is not negligible, even the sample is immersed in the superfluid^4He. The sample temperature above H_m changes.^{9)} Thus, T_{ini} in this manuscript is the temperatures at the beginning of the field generation.

39) S. M. Thomas, C. Stevens, F. B. Santos, S. S. Fender, E. D. Bauer, F.

Ronning, J. D. Thompson, A. Huxley, and P. F. S. Rosa, Phys. Rev. B 104, 224501 (2021).

40) The small discrepancy of H_m(p) determined thermodynamically and by direct pressure measurements^{31, 32)} may arise from the uncertainty of the absolute value of ΔV/V and lack of the H_m(p) data near ambient pressure. Coupling between the fiber gauge and sample through glue may cause an insufficient transmission of the sample length change to the gauge. At least in this study, however, we confirmed the reproducibility of ΔL_b/L_b with different experimental setups. The sample heating owing to the MCE may also reduce the change in magnetostriction^{9)} Considering these uncertainties, the H_m(p) determined thermodynamically and experimentally agrees satisfactory. A key lacking measurement is to explore the H_m(p) in the low pressure range (p ≦ 0.1 GPa).

41) N. V. Mushnikov and T. Goto, Phys. Rev. B 70, 054411 (2004). 42) In the cgs emu units,^{dχ}_{dp} ≈ 5.6 × 10^{−4} emu/(mol·Oe·GPa). The online supplemental material compares χ(p) determined thermodynamically and experimentally.

43) J. Zieglowski, H. U. Häfner, and D. Wohlleben, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 193 (1986).

44) S.-i Fujimori, I. Kawasaki, Y. Takeda, H. Yamagami, A. Nakamura, Y.

Homma, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 103701 (2019). 45) L. Miao, S. Liu, Y. Xu, E. C. Kotta, C. J. Kang, S. Ran, J. Paglione, G.

Kotliar, N. P. Butch, J. D. Denlinger, and L. A. Wray, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 076401 (2020).

46) J. Ishizuka, S. Sumita, A. Daido, and Y. Yanase, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 217001 (2019).

47) J. Flouquet, Prog. Low Temp. Phys. 15, 139 (2005). 48) P. Thalmeier and P. Fulde, Europhys. Lett. 1, 367 (1986). 49) Γ_H used here is the relative volume dependence of the characteristic magnetic fields. The “magnetic Grüneisen parameter” is often used for a different property, namely the relative field dependence of the characteristic temperature. In such a case, Γ_H equals the adiabatic magnetocaloric effect.

50) F. Honda, T. Koizumi, N. Kawamura, S. Kobayashi, S. I. Kawaguchi, N.

Ishimatsu, Y. J. Sato, Y. Homma, and D. Aoki, private communication. 51) K. Willa, F. Hardy, D. Aoki, D.X. Li, P. Wiecki, G. Lapertot, and C.

Meingast, Phys. Rev. B 104, 205107 (2021).

52) A. B. Kaiser and P. Flude, Phys. Rev. B 37, 5357 (1988). 53) A. de Visser, N. H. van Dijk, K. Bakker, J. J. M. Franse, A. Lacerda, J.

Flouquet, Z. Fisk, and J. L. Smith, Phys. Rev. B 45, 2962 (1992). 54) N. H. van Dijk, A. de Visser, J. J. M. Franse, and A. A. Menovsky, Phys.

Rev. B 51, 12665 (1995).

55) A. Lacerda, A. de Visser, P. Haen, P. Lejay, and J. Flouquet, Phys. Rev.

B 40, 8759 (1989).

56) Y. Shimizu, A. Pourret, G. Knebel, A. Palacio-Morales, and D. Aoki, Phys. Rev. B 92, 241101(R) (2015).

57) It is also noted that metamagnetic transition in UBe_{13} is not observed up to 60 T in Ref. 58.

58) J. A. Detwiler, G. M. Schmiedeshoff, N. Harrison, A. H. Lacerda, J. C.

Cooley, and J. L. Smith, Phys. Rev. B 61, 402 (2000). 59) D. Aoki, W. Knafo, and I. Sheikin, C. R. Phys. 14, 53 (2013). 60) Q. Niu, G. Knebel, D. Braithwaite, D. Aoki, G. Lapertot, G. Seyfarth, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, and A. Pourret, Phys. Rev. Lett. 124, 086601 (2020).

61) L. P. Cairns, C. R. Stevens, C. D. O’Neill, and A. Huxley, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 32, 415602 (2020).

62) Y. S. Eo, S. R. Saha, H. Kim, S. Ran, J. A. Horn, H. Hodovanets, J.

Collini, W. T. Fuhrman, A. H. Nevidomskyy, N. P. Butch, M. S. Fuhrer, and J. Paglione, arXiv:2101.03102.

63) Y. Tokunaga, H. Sakai, S. Kambe, Y. Haga, Y. Tokiwa, P. Opletal, H. Fujibayashi, K. Kinjo, S. Kitagawa, K. Ishida, A. Nakamura, Y. Shimizu, Y. Homma, D. Li, F. Honda, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 91, 023707 (2022).

64) Here, we follow the conventional definition of the Grüneisen parameter, Γ_T =^{VmolαV}_{κC} , where κ = 1/B and C are compressibility and specific heat, respectively.

65) A. de Visser, L. Puech, W. Joss, A. A. Menovsky, and J. J. M. Franse, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 26, 513 (1987).

66) D. Braithwaite, D. Aoki, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, G. Knebel, A. Nakamura, and A. Pourret, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 037001 (2018).

67) S. Nakamura, T. Sakakibara, Y. Shimizu, S. Kittaka, Y. Kono, Y. Haga, J. Pospíšil, and E. Yamamoto, Prog. Nucl. Sci. Tech. 5, 123 (2018).

68) N. K. Sato, N. Aso, K. Miyake, R. Shiina, P. Thalmeier, G. Varelogiannis, C. Geibel, F. Steglich, P. Fulde, and T. Komatsubara, Nature 410, 340 (2001).

69) S. Watanabe, A. Tsuruta, K. Miyake, and J. Flouquet, Phys. Rev. Lett.

100, 236401 (2008).

70) S. Watanabe, A. Tsuruta, K. Miyake, and J. Flouquet, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

78, 104706 (2009).

71) Q. Niu, G. Knebel, D. Braithwaite, D. Aoki, G. Lapertot, M. Vališka, G.

Seyfarth, W. Knafo, T. Helm, J.-P. Brison, J. Flouquet, and A. Pourret, Phys. Rev. Reserch 2, 033179 (2020).

Supplemental material 1. Comparison of χ(p) determined thermodynamically and experimentally We compare the pressure dependence of the magnetic susceptibility χ for H || b determined thermodynamically and experimentally. Figure 5 shows pressure dependence of χ_0 at 10000 Oe for H || b, which is estimated by extrapolating to 0 K.^{1)} From Maxwell’s relation using our magnetization and magnetostriction results,^{dχ}_{dp} = 5.6 × 10^{−4} emu/(mol· Oe· GPa) is obtained. As shown by a dashed line in Fig. 5, our evaluated χ_0(p) agrees nicely with pressure dependence of χ_0.

Fig. 5. Pressure dependence of χ_0 at 10000 Oe for H || b of UTe_2. The dashed line indicates dχ/dp ≈ 5.6 × 10^{−4} emu/(mol· Oe· GPa). The vertical dashed line indicates a critical pressure p_c. The χ_0(p) data are taken from Ref. 1.

1) D. Li, A. Nakamura, F. Honda, Y. J. Sato, Y. Homma, Y. Shimizu, J.

Ishizuka, Y. Yanase, G. Knebel, J. Flouquet, and D. Aoki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 90, 073703 (2021).