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We have performeéCo NMR experiments on the ferromagnetic superconductor@Cander magnetic field$(]
along thea- andb- axes to investigate the relationship between ferromégpetperties and superconductivity. The
ferromagnetic ordering temperatufeyse is suppressed and the nuclear spin-lattice relaxationlydteat 2 K is en-
hanced irH || b, althoughTcuie and YTy are unchanged iHl || a, indicating that the ferromagnetic criticality is induced
only whenH is applied along thé axis. We show the close relationship between the magnetsotaopies and the
superconducting ones reported by Aekil.: the superconductivity is gradually suppressedifi a, but enhanced in
H || b above 5 T. We strongly suggest that the enhancement of tlee@muctivity observed iRl || b originates from
the field induced ferromagnetic criticality, as pointed bytAoki et al and Mineev.

UCoGe exhibits the ferromagnetic (FM) ordering at a lowtunes the superconductivityThe superconductivity becomes
Curie temperaturécyrie Of ~ 3 K and a superconducting (SC) robust against the external field along thexis whenuoH
transition temperatur@sc of ~ 0.8 K at ambient pressurfe, greater than 5 T is applied, which is reminiscent of the re-
which is the highest among the FM superconductors discoentrant superconductivity in the sister compound URRGe,
ered so far. Although UCoGe possesses a three-dimensioaaldiscussed later. However, such a robustness of the super-
crystal structure, its magnetic property is the Ising ainggry ~ conductivity was not observed id || a. Although Tsc sup-
with thec-axis being the easy axis® In addition, its SC upper pression byH? andHP is the same in the field smaller than
critical fields (Hc,) also have strong anisotropy; superconduqioH?? < 4 T, the diferent response of the superconductiv-
tivity survives far beyond the Pauli-limiting field alongeth- ity against the field greater than 5 T along #reandb-axes
andb- axes, whereabl., along thec-axis is as small as 0.5 would give another important clue for understanding the su-
T.23 perconductivity in UCoGe. From the macroscopic viewpoint,

Since UCoGe includes the familiar NMR-active nucleushese increases ihsc in URhGe and UCoGe are suggested
%9Co, it is a suitable compound for NMR measurements originate from the increase in théective mass at approx-
within the FM superconductors. We have shown that supamately the FM critical poing:® To understand the origin of
conductivity occurs in the FM region from tiéCo nuclear the anisotropy of superconductivity as well as the incréase
quadrupole resonance (NQR), resulting in the microscopéttfective masses iHl || b, we have investigated the anisotropy
coexistence of ferromagnetism and superconductivitys Thof magnetic properties directly by NMR measurements in the
is consistent with the:SR resultt From the precise angle- fields along thea- andb-axes, since NMR is a powerful ex-
resolved NMR at 1.7 K and Meissner measurements at §®rimental technique for probing low-energy spin dynamics
mK, we show that the magnetic field along thexis strongly The single-crystalline UCoGe grown by the Czochralski
suppresses the Ising FM fluctuations alongdh&xis and that crystal pulling method in a tetra-arc furnace under highitpu
the superconductivity is observed only in the limited magne argon was utilized for the measurement, which is the same
field region where the FM spin fluctuations are acfivihese sample reported previoush?'° The sample shows a rela-
results, combined with model calculations, strongly ssggetively large residual resistivity ratio of approximatelyy & ong
that the Ising FM spin fluctuations tuned bly|| c induce the the b-axis. The FM transition temperatufie e Wwas evalu-
unique spin-triplet superconductivity by resolving theoe® ated to be 55+ 0.1 K from the Arrot plots, and the midpoint
puzzlingHc, behavior. SC transition temperature was determined from the ac sus-

Although the external magnetic field along thexis is the  ceptibility as 0.57 K.5°Co NMR measurements were done
tuning parameter of the Ising FM fluctuations and the kein the longitudinal 15 T SC magnet using a double-axis ro-
to understanding the smal., along thec-axis, the mag- tator mounted in the NMR probe/I; was determined by
netic field along theb-axis, which is the second magneticfitting the recovery curveR(t) of the nuclear magnetization
easy axis and perpendicular to the U-U zigzag chain, alsn(t) att after the saturation pulse to the theoretical function.

The field direction to the crystal axis is carefully checkad u
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in a previous papét In addition, we also took advantage ofmagnetic field along thb-axis was reported from the macro-

the very high sensitivity of the /T'; value against the-axis

scopic measurementd)Ve measured /T, T up touoH ~ 12

component of the external field, as shown in the upper figuiie without changing the angle condition once the angle was
of Fig. 1. /T, T is proportional to the magnetic fluctuationsset along th@-andb-axes.

perpendicular to the field direction when the Zeeman energy

attributable to the applied field is much larger than that at-

tributalbe to the electric quadrupole interaction at thes@e
(in the case of UCoGepH > 0.28 T).
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Fig. 1. (color online) Angular dependence ofTy in thebc plane; the line
is a guide to the eye (upper figdje Temperature dependence ¢i1iT mea-
sured by®°Co NMR under various angles (bottom figure).d is the angle
between the field direction and thb plane.>®Co-NQR ¥/ T T of UCoGe is
also shown as a zero-field result.

As discussed in the previous papethe divergence of
1/T,T at Teuie Of ~ 2.5 K in the field along thea-and b-
axes indicates that the Ising FM fluctuations alongdtexis
become critical. Therefore, the sensitivity of T4T against
the field along thec axis H®) implies the significant sup-
pression of the Ising FM fluctuations with®. As increasing
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Fig. 2. (color online) Temperature dependence¥o NMR 1/T1 T with
various fields along thea] a-axis and B) b axis .5°Co NMR 1/T1Ts below
4.2 K were measured with the center and 3rd satellite NMR qeQkalita-
tively, both show the same behavior, and the peak temperangs not de-
pend on the NMR site. Temperature dependencegBfLabove 4.2 Kelvin
were measured with the center peak.

Figure 2 shows the temperature dependence/df L up
to a high field along the- andb-axes. The AT, T below 4.2
K was measured at the 3rd satellite peak of ¥#@o NMR
spectrum, which corresponds to thg, < Es, transition
in the %°Co nuclear spin levels. The temperature dependence
of 1/T1T above 4.2 K was measured at the central peak cor-

H® by rotating the single-crystal sample, the peak temperaesponding to th&;,» & E_y; transition, and both data are
ture of /T4 T is increased continuously, accompanied by theonsistent with each other. The recovery cuiRé}of the nu-

broadening of the FM transition and the decreasgh I, as
shown at the bottom of Fig. 1. Fortunately, we can usg, T
measured by the NQR technique &34T under zero external
field, since the principal axis of the electric field gradiisrsl-
most perpendicular to theaxis, and 1T;T by NQR mainly
detects the magnetic fluctuations along thaxis, which is
the same as /T, T measured irH || b. However, the shift

clear magnetizatiom(t) measured at the 3rd satellite peaks at
2.0 and 4.2 K, in which th& axis values are normalized By
values, are shown in Fig. 3. In the figure, we show the results
for uoH || b ~ 3.8 and 10.8 T as examples. The consistent
fitting of R(t) by the theoretical function (black line in Fig. 3)
indicates that the electronic state in UCoGe aroliggle is
homogeneous, regardless of field values. Therefore, we can

of the peak temperature from the NQR data, which is actwonfirm that the dferent response of/T; T against the field
ally observed atigH ~ 3 T parallel to theb-axis, suggests a direction is purely due to the change in the magnetic fluctua-

very small misalignment (less than about®).3\nother pos-
sibility is that this small shift ofT e might be an intrinsic
phenomenon, since a small increasé i by applying the

2

tions along thes-axis.
Now, we discuss the field dependences ¢ I and
Tcurie behavior. In general, when a magnetic field is applied
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; ing the relation of

UCoGe wHI b~ 38T 5 , :
Co NMR A T=20K ] aiHf = Tcurie(H' = 0) = Teurie(H') 1)
i A T=42K i i
3rd sattelite - o« Mo(H = 0)2 _ MC(H')Z 2)
uHIIb~108T 1 1
] - 3)

Xo(H' =0)  xc(H)
. Here,a; is the coupling constant betwedh, andH'. These
] relations are derived from the Landau free energy of the or-
1 thorhombic ferromagnet in the magnetic field. Thgie SUp-
o pression roughly following this relation was observedHify
] and is shown in Fig. 4 by the blue dotted line. In addition,
1/T,T atT = 2 K (the lowest temperature in the present mea-
surements), which is related to the susceptibility alorggcth
axis, is enhanced ds® increases (Fig. 4 inset), as a result of
decreasindlcurie- In contrast, the field parallel to theeaxis
t/ T, does not suppreskeuie and Y T3 T at 2 K is unchanged up
to 11 T, indicative ofa, being negligibly small. This dier-
Fig. 3. (color online) Recovery c_urveE(t) of the nuclear magnetization ant response against the applied field would give an impbrtan
m(t) measured at the’Co 3rd satellie NMR peaksE» & Eso) attafter — ,0 +0'\ynderstanding the anisotropykhf, along thea- and
a saturation pulse. Theaxis is normalized by, and the line presents the . . .
theoretical function for tha; evaluation. b-axes. The increase i I; T, as well as the féective mas$
in H®, suggests that the Ising FM fluctuations just above the
SC transition temperatur@§c ~ 0.6 K) are enhanced with
the magnetic field along the-axis (uoH || b ~ 11 T), while
tge FM fluctuations aroun@lsc are unchanged withl2.
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to ferromagnets, FM transition becomes blurred. However,
clear anomaly can be detected in UCoGe under the external
field perpendicular to the Ising spontaneous moment. There-
fore, we can unambiguously determihgysie even under the
magnetic field, which is shown in Fig. 2 by the arrows. Al- UCoGe !
though Tcurie hardly changes iH || a, Tcurie decreases in %Co NMR I
H || b, and thisTcyrie decrease is in good agreement with the :
previous result determined from the kink of the electriéges e® [
tivity under the fiel as shown in Fig. 4. This decrease in  —~ 1o} ~~__ ® u
Tcurie IS related to the enhancement of the FM fluctuations at — ~. !
low temperatures, which is shown by the field dependence of Io I AN +'
|
|
|
|
|
L

1/T,T at 2.0 K (inset of Fig. 4). At the moment, we cannot = UCoGe ~.
exclude the possibility that magnetic fluctuations aloregtth
axis are induced b || b, but it is natural to consider that the
Ising FM fluctuations along the-axis, which are dominant at :
low fields, are enhanced with the ordered moments pointing to : . N
thec-axis, since the spin-flop behavior has not been observed o is |
in the field dependence of the magnetizatiopgt® ~ 12 T 0 . L . ! . ! )
belowTcyrie in UC0Ge!? To probe the spin fluctuations along 2.0 22 24 26 2.8
theb-axis, it is important to measure the nuclear spin-spin re- Teno (K)

laxation rate 1T, in the critical field range oHP, since ¥ T,

can probe the spin fluctuations along the applied-field dire€ig. 4. (color online) Field dependence Turie determined by the peak of
tion, which is now in progress. 1/T4T against temperature in the fields along éh@ndb-axes. The blue line

. . . . . . i i iBR 1) — L 1y2
From the theoretical viewpoint, Mineev discussed the fiel e Main panel represents the refatidgirie(t) = Teue ~ a(H-)". The
inset shows the field dependences gF{T measured by°Co NMR atT =

d_ependence of theffective amp“t_Ude of SC_ pa!rlng mte_rac' 2.0 K (< Tcurie)- The dotted lines in the inset are guides to the eye. Whde th
tion as well asTcuie and thec-axis magnetizatio®? In his  field along thea-axis does not change the magnetic properties, the magnetic
model, the orbital depairingkect is not taken into account. In field along theb-axis enhances the magnetic fluctuations.
what follows, we analyze the experimental results on thesbas
of Mineev’s discussion. WheH is applied perpendicular to
thec-axis [H' (i = a- or b-axis)], Tcurie and the magnetization — Therefore, it is meaningful to compare the field-induced
along thec-axis (M) are suppressed, and the low-temperaturgpin susceptibility along the-axis with the anisotropy of su-
susceptibility along the axis is enhanced withl by follow-  perconductivity using the experimental results obtaifedg

the a- andb-axes? since the SC pairing interactions are pre-

00 N

o
1/T,T (8K
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1.0 T T T T T T
dicted to be coupled to the spin susceptibility in the scenar UCoGe
of the spin-fluctuation-mediated superconductivity}®> We ® 5T ! Toy(H?) 110
assume that the unchang&gye in H2 continues up to 16 L %Co NMR ’
T, and plot the dference inTcyie in H2 and H® [6Teuie = N )
Teuie(H?) — Teuie(H®) > 0] against the magnetic field in Fig. % Aoki et al. ] YO¥ o
5. In the figure, theTcyie determined from the resistivity v 05 L O 5 Teue / Tewin (H7) **O ¥ 50
is also plotted® From the above equations, it is shown thats = [ W 6T / Teo(H) e R
6Tcurie iS related to the enhancement of thexis suscepti- © %05 7,
bility induced byH® with the relationdTcyre = 1/xc(H?) = 3 w5 ;‘”
1/x<(HP). In the same figure, if we plot the deviation of the™ - ¢ Q
SC transition temperaturéTsc = Tsc(HP) — Tse(H®] in H % Oa
perpendicular to the-axis, as reported by Aokt al.,* we %00
notice thatTcuie andéTsc behave in nearly the same man- ] {?éﬁ 7777777777777777777777777777777777777777 1oo
ner against magnetic fields. This is a clear indication that t ’ ! ! ! :
robustness of the superconductivity observedgid® from 5 0 5 10 15
to 15 T is related to the enhancement of the Ising FM fluc- p,H (T)
tuations byH®, sinceyc(H?) > xc(H?) ~ xc(H = 0)is Fig. 5. (color online) Plot of the dference inTcyie in H2 and HP

shown froméTcyrie > 0. Although the orbital depairingiect  [6Tcurie = Teuie(H?) — Teurie(HP)] against the magnetic field. Here, the un-
is not taken into account in the present discussion, the rel@angedr cyrigin H2 is assumed to continue up to 16 T. The star points show

: : ) _ the deviation of superconducting transition temperatiiiec = Tsc(HP) —
tlvely gOOd scallng betweai curie andéTsc suggests the va Tsc(H?) whenH is applied parallel to the- andb-axes. TheSTcyrieshown

lidity of the spenario of the Sp_in'ﬂ_UCtuation'mediated SUP by the open circles anillsc shown by stars are referred to from the reference
conductivity in UCoGe. By taking into account the responsesy p. aoki et al..3

of the Ising FM fluctuations against magnetic fields along the
three crystalline axes, we strongly suggest that the IsMg F
fluctuations tuned by magnetic fields play an important rol
in superconductivity as a glue of the Cooper pairs, accomp
nied by the suppression of the pair breakitigget owing to

the increase in thefiective mass. In the present case, since

the superconductivity is induced by the FM fluctuations, thﬁ)r induced byH® in UCoGe. As mentioned above, the mag-

pairing sta_te s expect_ed to be a spin-triplet statéIn fac_t, netism on UCoGe should be considered on the basis of the
the spin-triplet state with the spin component alongdaeis .

tod f the Knight-shift tin the f Ltcibnerant nature of the U-b electrons, therefore the Fermi-
was suggested from ? night-shit measurementin the e, t4ce (FS) properties are important for understandieg th
along thea- andb-axes?

) . . . magnetism. Recently, the modification of the FS at around
Here, we discuss the similarity andffédirence in the SC g Y

H=11Tal theb-axis has b ted f th
enhancement observed between URhGe and UCoGe. B along axis has Leen suggested from e

ds show the EM orderi ith the Isi h : rmopower measurement on UCot8élNe consider that
compounds show the ordering wi € 1sIng characlid,.h modifications would give a stronfiext on the magnetic
along thec-axis (ordered momenin. ~ 0.40 ug in URhGe

N . 2 properties, and that the correlation between the FS modifica
andm; ~ 0.05 ug in UCoGe:* Both are much smaller than tion and the enhanced superconductivity can be consigtentl

the Curie term estimated from the bulk susceptlplhty abovﬁnderstood if the superconductivity is induced by the ferro
Tcuie)- IN URKGe, the re-entrant superconductivity was ob-

d Hb 11 T wh h | | magnetic fluctuations originating from the FS nesting.
served aioH™ ~ 11 T, where the ?pm' Op anomaly Was , onclusion, we measuredT of 5°Co under the exter-
observed in thé-axis magnetizatiof.” Although the recent

o nal field perpendicular to the-axis. We found tha¥ crie is
angle-resolved photoemission spectroscopy (ARPES) mq.?ﬁchanged WithH? up to 11 T, bufTcyre decreases with in-
surement strongly suggests that the itinerant descripftichk '

. . . ) creasingH®, resulting in the longitudinal FM fluctuations at
5f states is a good starting point for understanding the mag-_ 5 g being unchanged undét?, but they are enhanced

; 3 L
netism on URhG&? the reentrant superconductivity seems Qinder HP greater than 5 T, where the enhancement of su-

be related to the localized character of the Udiates: the perconductivity was reporte?dFrom the field dependences

softtm datgnon mdutcetg bé cs:pm.o_ner?t?non Ioﬁj‘ngﬁ |skst1;]g- of 6Tcurie and 6 Tsc, we show that the robustness of super-
gested o generate the pairing interactrons check this conductivity observed inpHP from 5 to 15 T is strongly

chsrr]\grio, NMhR meaéjsur_en:jenct)s orr\]ahi%h-qﬁalitg Si.ngle'a;ysltrelated to the enhancement of the Ising FM fluctuations by
o€ are highly desired. ©n the OF er hand, since the {°, which is indicative of the validity of the scenario of the
calized moment is small and such spin-flop has not been o sin-fluctuation-mediated superconductivity. This miget

serve(izat ar_o_und the SC robustness in UCoGe as.d'scusa ther piece of evidence that the Ising FM fluctuations in-
above;“ the itinerant character rather than the localized ONg ce the superconductivity in UCoGe

in the U-5f electrons would be important for the SC robust-
ness inHP. In addition, we speculate that the SC symmetry
and mechanism would be the same in the whole SC region

&f UCoGe from the absence of separation of the SC region
ggainsﬁb, although it should be checked in future measure-
ent.

Finally, we comment on the origin of the FM critical behav-
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