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Abstract

Novel electronic states resulting from entangled spin andrbital degrees of freedom are hallmarks
of strongly correlated f-electron systems. A spectacular example is the so-calledidden-order’
phase transition in the heavy-electron metal URuSIi>, which is characterized by the huge amount
of entropy lost at Tiro = 17.5 K12 However, no evidence of magnetic/structural phase transi
tion has been found belowT'yo so far. The origin of the hidden-order phase transition has leen
a long-standing mystery in condensed matter physics. Herdyased on a first-principles theoretical
approach, we examine the complete set of multipole correlains allowed in this material. The re-
sults uncover that the hidden-order parameter is a rank-5 mutipole (dotriacontapole) order with
‘nematic’ E— symmetry, which exhibits staggered pseudospin moments alg the [110] direction.
This naturally provides comprehensive explanations of alkey features in the hidden-order phase
including anisotropic magnetic excitations, nearly degeerate antiferromagnetic-ordered state, and

spontaneous rotational-symmetry breaking.
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In the rare-earth and actinide compoundselectrons behave like well-localized moments at
high temperatures. As the temperature is lowerg@)ectrons begin to delocalize due to the
hybridization with conduction electron wavefunctions. y&t lower temperatures théelectrons
become itinerant, forming a narrow conduction band withvigesffective electron mass, which
is largely enhanced from the free-electron mass. Notableyrbady effects within the narrow
band lead to a plethora of fascinating physical phenomeclading multipole order, quantum
phase transition and unconventional superconductivitmoAg them, perhaps the appearance of
a ‘hidden-order’ (HO) state in UR®I, is one of the most mysterious phenomena. Identification
of the microscopic order parameter and mechanism thategetine HO transition continue to be a

central question in the strongly correlatgetlectron systems.

There are several unique features that appear to be clueanftgrstanding the HO in
URW,Siy. In the paramagnetic state abdlig,, the magnetic susceptibility exhibits the Ising-like
anisotropy-. In the HO state beloW’;o, an electronic excitation gap is formed on a large portion
of the Fermi surface (F$} and most of the carriers disapp®&ér Closely related to this, the gap
formation also occurs in the magnetic excitation spectreoatmensurate and incommensurate
wave numbersl)- = (00 1) and® ;- = (0.6 0 0), respectively, as revealed by the neutron inelast
scatterin§™*%. The HO ground state changes to the large-moment antifagostic (AFM) state
with the ordering vectoQ- upon applying hydrostatic presstde? but the FS has a striking
similarity between these different pha&&s implying that the HO is nearly degenerate with the
AFM order. The magnetic torque measurements reveal thedtieity’, which breaks the in-plane
rotational (tetragonal) symmetry in the HOThe challenge for the theory has been to identify the

order parameter which explains all the above key features.

The theories that have been proposed to describe the HOcstatbe divided into two pre-
vailing approaches; one is based on the localizéetfectron model and the other the itinerant
oné®. Recent angle-resolved-photoemission-spectroscopitsesearly demonstrate that alf5
electrons are itinerattand the crystalline electric field, which is a signature & libcalized na-
ture, has never been observed. Moreover, the nuclear magestnance (NMR) measuremefits
show a formation of the coherent heavy-electron state welv@7,,. Therefore it is natural
to discuss the electronic structure based on the itinefianirp. However, reliable calculation of
the physical quantities by taking into account the compéidéband structure is a difficult task.
For this purpose, we use a state-of-theadrtnitio downfolding! and dissect the electronic struc-

ture obtained from the density-functional theory (DFT)ccddtions. The obtained tight-binding
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Hamiltonian is constructed from 56 orbitals of Uf 5U 6d, Ru 4d and Si3p. Introducing the
on-site Coulomb interactions betweefi-Blectrons, we obtain a realistic itinerant model, i.e. 56-
band Anderson-lattice model including the spin-orbit iat¢ion. Based on this realistic model
Hamiltonian, magnetic and multipole correlations are yred by the random-phase approxima-
tion (RPA) and beyond. To account for the mass renormatinaffect in the Fermi-liquid theory,
the energy and temperature scale is reduced by a factor*df'4throughout this study, which
makes comparisons to the experiments straightforward.

Figure 1 displays the paramagnetic FS and the band struwtarehe Fermi level, respectively.
The energy bands crossing the Fermi level have mainly tra éotgular momentum = 5/2
multiplet of U5f. Eachj, component off = 5/2 multiplet is weighed by color. It turns out that
each separated FS is mainly composed of a rather spgcificomponent without large mixing,
except for the outer FS arouriipoint (Fig. 1). Such g. component map is quite useful in that
we are able to capture valuable information such as whidis pathe FS play an essential role for
the HO formation. Indeed, the disentanglement of FS orbitatacters has also been an important
theoretical advance to understand the electronic pr@ssiriiron-pnictide superconductéts

First we discuss the RPA analysis of rank-1 (dipole) coti@hg which is the conventional
static magnetic correlation. The regime with = +5/2 shown by red in outer FS around
point is well nested with outer FS aroumdpoint by the vectoQ~ as indicated by the arrow in
Fig. 2 . This nesting gives rise to a sharp peak of the correlatioalighto thec axis (dipole
J,)atZ (0 0 1) shown in Fig. 2 Another salient feature is the hump structure at arourt 0.
0) and the equivalent points, whoevectors coincide witlQ;~. We point out that these peak
and hump structures in the paramagnetic phase are diretdlgd to the magnetic excitation gap
at Q- andQ;¢ in the HO phasE because the gap opening occurs at the nested parts of the FS.
We also note that the in-plane magnetic correlatiohsand./,, are not enhanced in contrast to
J.. (Fig. 20), which is also consistent with the Ising-like magneticcapgibility'-® and polarized-
neutron measuremenfis

Next we examine the higher-rank multipole correlationscaéding to the group theory, there
are 36 multipole moments up to the fifth rankjis= 5/2 subspace (Table S1). Figures-2 depict
the correlations between the basis functions belongingrtk-2 (quadrupole), 3 (octupole), 4 (hex-
adecapole) and 5 (dotriacontapole), respectively. Whagnsarkable is that similar to the dipole
J., theQ¢ correlation atZ-point is strongly enhanced in some cases suab.ggrank-2), 1,

(rank-4),D, (rank-5), etc. Generally, these bases are mixed in thegtated symmetry, as shown
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by finite off-diagonal terms (red lines). The multipole adations obtained by the diagonalization
is depicted in Fig. 8, in which each correlation &) is classified by the irreducible represen-
tations and the dominant component is denoted in parerghe&elow temperaturesa, (J.),
E~(D,(,) andA; (D4) symmetries exhibit the first, second and third strongesaecément. The
former and the latter two correspond to the AFM and dotri¢éepole states, respectively. Within
the RPA, the AFM state always overcomes the dotriacontagiates. To go beyond the RPA, we
take into account the mode-mode coupling by including th&iMd&ompson type vertex correc-
tions. For this purpose, we calculate the maximum eigeevalof the Bethe-Salpeter equation
for a staggered particle-hole pairing with use of the RPAlltess the kernel. Ak = 1, a phase
transition occurs from the paramagnetic to the correspaneiigenstate. Temperature dependence
of A of each symmetry is shown in Figa3As the temperature is loweredof £~ (D,,)) is most
strongly enhanced and the conditian= 1 is fulfilled at finite temperature, indicating a phase
transition to theE~ (D,,)) state. We emphasize that (D, ) symmetry breaks the in-plane
fourfold symmetry, which naturally accounts for the ‘neroigy’ observed in the magnetic torque
resultd”-?% In addition, E~(D,,)) state breaks the time reversal symmetry, which is congisten
with the NMR measuremerits These lead us to conclude that the HQEIs(D,,(,) dotriacon-

tapole order.

The present calculations also reproduce well other keyfeatof the HO, i.e. near degeneracy
of the HO and AFM states and the anisotropic temperaturergigmee of the uniform suscepti-
bility. Fig. 3a demonstrates that of £~ (D,,) is very close to that ofl; (J.). This indicates
that both states are nearly degenerate and small pertombzdn change the HO to AFM state.
Indeed, we can construct a phase diagram by tuning the ati@ng!, which is consistent with
the pressure-temperature phase diagram (Y. Ihe temperature dependence of the uniform
susceptibilityy.(0) parallel to the: axis exhibits a broad maximum at around 40K, whilgf(0)
perpendicular to the axis is smaller and nearly temperature independent (E)girBgood agree-
ment with experiments. The low-temperature decrease\gf0) arises from the deep dip struc-
ture in the density of states (DOS) near the Fermi level (&ip). The Ising-like susceptibility
including its temperature dependence has been discusseqria of the crystalline electric field
excitations of the localizedf5electrons so far. However, the present results demoadtrat the

susceptibility can be well accounted for by the itineramrswio.

Why is such a high rank multipole state (rank-5) wilT (D, (,))-symmetry realized in

URW,Si,? In the paramagnetic state, the FS nesting \@th vector plays an essential role on
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the multipole fluctuations. What is crucially important st the FS regions connected by this
Q¢ are dominated by the-5/2 components, as shown in Fig. 1. In this situation, we can con-
sider a subspace consisting of only two compongnts 5/2 and—5/2, which allows us to map

Jj. = £5/2 to pseudospint and]. Then the dipoleJ, is described by the Pauli matrix, as it has
only diagonal elements corresponding#d,/2 < £5/2. In contrast,D,, is given byo,,, rep-
resenting off-diagonal components describingtig2 < F5/2 transitiorf!, which accompanies
the angular momentum changeif allowed only in rank-5. In this pseudospin space, the stag-
gered.J, state corresponds to the Neel order alongdhais. On the other hand, the,,, state
corresponds to the in-plane order breaking the rotatioy@insetry, where in-plane pseudospin
moments are antiferromagnetically coupled alongcthgis (Fig. 3l). Thus the pressure-induced
first-order transition from HO to AFM state can be explaingdite pseudospin staggered mo-
ment flip from the in-plane to the out-of-plane direction.eTéxperimentally observed ‘nematic-
ity’ along the [110]-direction corresponds to the lineamtwnationDy;1g = = (D, + D,) of the

V2
two-fold degenerat®, andD,. The HO parameter is then represented by

o Oz +0
¢[110](k) = Z (fliaa[lfo]kachB)a O[110] = . 1)

o=t V2

where fi., is an annihilation operator for afrelectron with momenturk and pseudospin. It
should be noted that under in-plane 186tation, the pseudospins change their direction, which
discriminates this state from a nematic phase in the steicts. However, its staggered nature
leads to the twofold ‘nematic’ symmetry of the bulk susdeifity as observed experimentally.

Figure 4 displays the FS in the HO state, which is calculated by appljtne effective multi-
pole field so as to open the gap of 4 meV observed by the scahmingling microscog?. The
lattice doubling in the AFM phase wit® also occurs in the HO phase. Most part of the FS
havingj, = 4+5/2 components disappears as a result of the gap opening at stedngarts of
the paramagnetic FS. Around thepoint, a small electron and a large hote) pockets, the FS
with a cage-like structure and four electron pockeétséxist. The FS in the HO phase bears a
striking resemblance to that in the AFM state, consistett Wie quantum oscillation measure-
ments. However, the broken fourfold symmetry in the HO statebe seen clearly in the FS with
cage-like structure (Fig.B), in sharp contrast to the AFM state

The present approach based on the first-principles cailonlet able to give a comprehensive
explanation to the problem of HO, which has been a quartelucgmystery. Why has the HO

been hidden for a long time? The reason appears to be thatdee marameter of the present
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high-rank multipole state is extremely difficult to detegedtly by the conventional experimental
techniques, such as resonant X-ray and neutron measurenidrgitinerant multipole ordering
with ‘nematicity’ revealed in the present study is a new tgpelectron ordering, which is expected
to be ubiquitously present in the strongly correlated etecsystem® when spin and orbital

degrees of freedom are entangled.
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FIG. 1. Paramagnetic FS and energy band dispersion colgradgelght of j, component. Red, green
and blue color gauges correspondjto= +5/2, +£3/2 and +1/2 components, respectively. The FS is
constructed from two hole FSs aroudd and the other four electron FSs. Small (blue) electron gisck
centered aX’ andI" are constructed fron, = +1/2 component, and the inner (green) hole pocket around
Z is from j, = £3/2. The outer hole pocket arouriflis a hybridized band between3/2 and+5/2. The
outer electron FS arounid is mainly composed of, = +5/2, and partially hybridized witht1/2. Two

outer FSs arounfl and Z are partially nested witl) - = (0 0 1) indicated by arrow.

FIG. 2. (@ Momentum dependence of magnetic susceptibility’at= 12K for J,. A complete set of
multipole correlations afi” = 12K are shown along high-symmetry line for rank-1 dipol®,(rank-2
qguadrupole ), rank-3 octupoled), rank-4 hexadecapole)(and rank-5 dotriacontapolé) pasis functions.
Off-diagonal correlations between different bases ame stt®wn in red curvesg) Diagonalized multipole
correlations as a function of temperatures, whbrg,) = (Dy(yja1 + Day)az + Dx(y)b)/\/g. These all
correlations have been obtained within the RPA calculatfonU = U’ ~ 2.3 andJ = J’ = 0 in units of

1/p¢, wherep; is the totalf-electron DOS at the Fermi level.

FIG. 3. (@ Temperature dependence of the maximum eigenvalokthe Bethe-Salpeter equation beyond
the RPA including the Maki-Thompson type vertex corredidor U = U’ ~ 2.4 andJ = J' = 0. Note
that A\ = 1 gives a phase transition temperature to the correspondgenstate. If) By increasing the
Hund’s coupling.J2%, the small difference o between the rank-% - (Dy(yy) and rank-14; (J.) states
can be reversed, which may account for the pressure-ind&Eddl state. ) Temperature dependence of
uniform susceptibilities parallel and perpendicular te ¢raxis calculated beyond the RPAL)(Schematic
configurations of thet5/2 pseudospin moments in the HO (left) and AFM (right) statesstwown by the
arrows. In both states, the pseudospins order antiferroei@glly along the: axis, but the direction of the
staggered moments in the pseudospin space differs bethveénd: along [110] for the HO state and along
[001] for the AFM state (center).

FIG. 4. E~ (Dy110))-state FS4) and the band dispersiob)(colored by weight of thg, components. &)
The Bulilluoin zone is folded witlQ~ = (0 0 1) and a two-dimensional cut of FSs is shown infthe= 0
plane. The electronic structure exhibits the in-plane-fold symmetry breaking, which can be most easily
seen in the cage FS. Two FSs arourid(blue and green lines in the right bottom) have almost ndtsmi
along X M, which is in contrast to the large splitting found for tdg AFM and theE* statél. (b) The
dispersion alon@ M line (left panel) highlights trie?,excitation gap-ef4meV (arrow). The enlarged figure

near the cage FS (right panel) shows a pronounced anisofrdyi dispersion betweel (red) andX’

VR U L



SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

Emergent Rank-5 ‘Nematic’ Order in URuSi,

. ELECTRONIC BAND-STRUCTURE CALCULATIONAND AB INITIO DOWNFOLDING

First, we perform thab initio band-structure calculation in the paramagnetic state af,SR
using thewiEN2K packagé, in which the relativistic full-potential (linearized) gmented plane-
wave (FLAPW) + local orbitals method is implemented. Thestaljlographical parameters are
the space group No.1394/mmm, the lattice constants, = 4.126A, ¢ = 9.568A, and Si internal
position,z = 0.3712. Red line in Fig. Sa depicts the electronic band structure, which is very
similar to previous work&®. The band structure is composed of5y, U 6d, Ru 4d and Si3p
orbitals. U5f band is located where the bottom ofdd band overlap with the top of Rud
band. On the basis of the LS basis set, spanned by thesd®eithspin{ and.), we carry out
WANNIER90 codé via WIEN2WANNIER interfacé. With one-shot calculation of theaANNIERSO,
we obtain a real-space representation of Kohn-Sham equago, the tight-binding Hamiltonian
in 144 10+ 10 x 2 4+ 6 x 2 = 56 orbital bases. We do not make maximally-localized Wannier
functions (MLWEFsS) to preserve the on-site symmetry ofjih&, andf orbitals, since construction
of MLWFs leads to a mixing between up and down spin comporeréach MLWF. The obtained
Wannier fit (blue dashed line) is well consistent with thegyoral band structure. The tight-binding

Hamiltonian is written as

cond.

/
Hy = Z{ Z E;J:gmfligfkm + Z 5kémCLgckm
k Im Im
cond. f
+ (Z Z ngmCTkgfkm + hC) },
)4 m

where fi, (cx¢) is an annihilation operator for aft+ (conduction-) electron with momentukn

(S1)

and orbital/. Superscriptsf andcond. in the sums denote all 14-orbitals and 42 conduction
bands, respectively. The average Wannier spread of eadhlas®.9, 2.9, 1.6, 3.0 in the atomic
unit for U 5f, U 6d, Ru 4d, Si3p. As expected, U f-orbital wavefunctions are well confined
at an Uranium site. This implies that the on-site Coulombriattions betweefi-electrons is the

largest and the most important. Tlieorbitals in the LS basis are transformed into the J basis wit
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FIG. S1. Band structurey) along high-symmetry line. Red line is the result of DFT cddtion bywIEN2K.
Blue dashed line is the Wannier fit. The dispersion belo2eV is reproduced completely. Theresolved
DOS (). The left (right) down figure depicts the partial DOS in the= 5/2 (7/2) manifold. The Fermi
level is located in a dip structure ih= 5/2 bands.j = 7/2 bands liesleV higher. The Fermi surface

colored by the Fermi velocityc]. The Fermi velocity is large arourig axis.
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a unitary matrixc;;

ci1=—/1/14, c51 = —/1/14i, c131 = —/3/T,
cua = —+/3/Ti, caa=+/1/T7, 30 = +/1/7i,
ciig = /514, cia0=/5/14i, c13=—/3/T,
C93 = —m, C10,3 = — 2/7@', Co4 = _\/ﬁu
c3a=/2/Ti,  csa=+/3/T, cas = —/5/14,
cs5 =/ 1/T7i, Cop = \/m, cl05 = —+/1/7i,
o6 =—/3/T, cr6=1/3/Ti, ce = +/1/14,
Croe = —\/1/14i, cs7 = —/1/2,  cr7=—/1/2i,
cas = /3/7, css = +/3/7i, ci3g = —/1/14,

Clug = —+/1/14i, co9 = —\/5/14, 39 = —+/5/141,
cie =/ 1/7, C120 = \/1/T7i, cri0 = \/4/7,
Con0 = —\/3/14, cr010 = —/3/14i, ca11 = /3/14,
ez = —\/3/14i, cs11 = \/4/7, ci12 = \/1/7,
csi2 = —\/1/Ti, co12 = /5/14, c1012 = —/5/141,

o3 = \/1/14,  cr13 = +/1/14i, 1113 = /3/7,

C12,13 = — 3/7i, C13,14 = \/m, Ci414 = — 1/2i7
where subscript$ and j; denote orbitals in the LS and J bases, respectively. The & bat is
given by the direct product of the orbital spa¢e’, x22, y2?%, 2(2* —v?), ryz, v(2* — 3y?), y(32* —
y*)}, and the spin spadg, |). The J basis set is the direct sum of the total angular momentu
j = 5/2 space(+5/2,+3/2,+1/2,-1/2,-3/2,-5/2)and thej = 7/2 space(+7/2,+5/2,+3/2,+1/2,-
1/2,-3/2,-5/2,-7/2)

Figures Sb shows the/-resolved density of states (DOS). The DOS near the Fermai,lev
Er = 0eV, is dominated by thg¢ = 5/2 multiplet. The weight ofj = 7/2 orbitals exists around
1eV higher due to the local crystalline electric field and ttrersy spin-orbit interaction)\L - .S
(A = 0.24eV). It should be noted that the Fermi level lies at a deeprdipe DOS. As shown latter,
this feature is important for the temperature dependendbeotiniform magnetic susceptibility.
The occupation numbers for thege- 5/2 and7/2 multiplets are 2.07 and 0.64, respectively. The
orbital occupancy in thg = 5/2 multiplet is 0.72, 0.86, and 0.49 fof, = +5/2, £3/2, and
+1/2, respectively.

Figure St is the Fermi surface (FS) colored by the Fermi velocity. Btoer means heavy

band mass. The FS arouid axis possesses light band mass due to a large mixing with/Ru
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bands.
Finally, we construct a realistic Anderson lattice modelduding the on-site Coulomb in-
teractions betweerfi-electrons to thisb initio tight-binding Hamiltonian,H,. The interaction

parametergU, U’, J, J') are introduced in a conventional form in the LS basis.

U
H' =23 Y Fholisfito fito (S2a)
i o
v’ f oot
+ ? Z Z fi@o—fimglfimo’figo (SZb)
il#£m oo’
J f oot
+5 #Zm Z Fho Finer Fitor fime (S2c)
S b oot
+ 5 D D Lo Lo fima fimo (S2d)
w#m o
wheres = + andé = —o. We measure these interaction parameters in units/ of, where

py = 4.20 (States/eV) is the total f-electron DOS A}.. Hereafter, to account for the mass

renormalization effect, the energy and temperature ssakduced by a factor of 10.

II. GROUP-THEORETICAL ARGUMENT

We here define one-particle operators for multipole mom#énota the Group-theoretical ar-
gument. Since the DOS near the Fermi level is dominated by the5/2 multiplet, we neglect
the higher-levelj = 7/2 multiplet, and consider only th¢ = 5/2 manifold. In the six states
(j. = £5/2, £3/2, £1/2), the irreducible tensors are completely available up & dipole
(rank 1), quadrupole (rank 2), octupole (rank 3), hexadeleafpank 4), and dotriacontapole (rank
5) moments.

The irreducible tensor for rankhas2k + 1 componentsl(k), which meet the following rela-

tions,
e D) = 0P, (S3)
[Ji, Jg'ﬂ NEDICET TS Y (S4)

whereJ,. = J,+1iJ, are raising and lowering operators, afds 1 component of the total angular

momentum operator. In Table S1, we show multipole momerdsHarmite bases belonging to

17



TABLE S1. Definition of multipole moments under the tetragbP,;, symmetry in thej = 5/2 subspace,
which are completely described with 36 bases up to rank Jldif/, rank 1), quadrupole@, rank 2),
octupole {', rank 3), hexadecapoleH, rank 4), and dotriacontapold), rank 5), including monopole
(rank 0). These bases are normalized by Eq.(S21). Sugasstrof irreducible representations denote the

parity under the time-reversal transformatidn,,, = (Dm(y)a1 + Dy(yyaz + Dm(y)b)/\/g_

Symmetry Notation Basis

AT Oz J§
Hy (VTISY + VB, ) V2
H, (V15" = VT, ) V12
Af Ha T
B Ox J [(22])+
2 ot
Bf 0% T
Hy J&

[2]—

+ -2 7@
BT 0u O iy Iy

Heo Hyo (T + VAT VB~ (T~ VAT ) VB
oy By (VT <4 )/VE~(VTIE + I ) VB

AT Dy j[(j])_
Ay L I
T.q I
Dar J(()5)
D2 J, [(jl
BT gy
D -
By 1 Tt
Dy J [(25])+

BT Indy b
ToaTya  (VBIGL = VBIGL) VB~ (VBTG + V3, V8
T Ty — (VBTG + VB ) VB ~(VBIS), VIl ) VB
Dsat, Dyat (3‘/—‘][(551) ‘/—J(5 +2VI5J() /16, (3VIATG, + VTOJG), + 2VI5 ), ) /16
Doz Dyo2 (mj[g)f+9‘fJ[317+2*/_J[(1E]—)/ 16, (V10 j[(51)+—9f 5. +2v21I),) /16
Do Dy (VB + VBT = 2/TT) /8, (VSOIG, = VoI, =2V T3,/
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each irreducible representation of the tetragonal symnéty;)’. Herej[(q'ﬁ is defined by

j[(zlg—11+ = % (Jz(lzf)—l + J(k()2p—1))7 (S5a)
Jon-1- = % (=8 + %, ), (S5b)
T = = (1) + 715,). (s50)
T = 2s(=a+ %), (s50)

for positive integerp. Applying the Wigner-Eckart theorem, we obtain the mattiengents of
J¥ as
q

Gl = G110 ) Lk

NSt (56)

where(j||J®]|5) is the reduced matrix element, afg.|jj.kq) is the Clebsch-Gordan coeffi-
cients. These are easily evaluated in terms @fTNEMATICA. Thus we obtain numerically all
representation matrices in Table S1. For example, magmehts of higher-rank multipole&,,,,,

Dy, andD,,

(Dayyar + Dagyyaz + Dagyp)/ V3, are explicitly given by

—0.09:¢

Hmb —
0.47:
0.002

D, =
0.502

0.09¢
—0.152

0.15¢
0.00z

0.00¢
—0.472

0.00¢

0.00¢

0.002

—0.502
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—0.471

0.00z

—0.15¢

0.00z

0.15¢

0.09¢

—0.5012

0.00¢

0.00¢

0.00¢

0.00¢

0.477

—0.09¢

0.50¢

: (S7)

, (S8)



0.02 0.11 0.65
0.02 —0.08 —0.08
—0.08 0.11 0.11
D, = , (S9)
0.11 0.11 —0.08
—0.18 —0.08 0.02

0.65 0.11 0.02

—0.022 0.112 —0.657
0.02i 0.08i —0.08i
—0.08i —0.11i 0.117
D, = , (S10)
—0.11i 0.117 0.08i
0.18i —0.08i —0.02i

0.657 —0.112 0.02¢

where those norms are normalized by Eq.(S21).

1. RPA AND MAGNETIC CORRELATIONS
A. Formalism

First, we calculate one-particle Green functions in the BSif

Gom(k,iwn) = = frefin) (S11a)

B
_ / dren™ (T, [ fue(7) fi (O)]) (S11b)

0
where/ andm denote bothf-orbital and spin quantum number. The non-interactingcstatl
susceptibility is given by
Xom o (@:0) = =T~ G (k. i) G (K + q ity (S12)
k,n
This is written in thel4? x 14% matrix form, x°(g), with the {¢m} row and the{¢'m’} column. In

this case, the RPA susceptibility is given by

KA (q) = X°(q) + X ()X (q) (S13a)

= [1- @M ), (513b)



whereI® is the bare interactions betweg¢relectrons,

Fgf,mm = Fg+73+7,m+7m+7 = J-U,
Pgm,ém = F2+7m+7,€+7m+7 = U -1
Fg@,m+7m+7 = 11(4?+7e+7m~m~b = =U,
1ﬂl?m,er?zw = F2+7m+7,m€ = —J,
Lomertmer = Loirmarem = -
Lorrmmer = Dvromytm = J
Fgm—l-?,mf—i-? = Fg+7m,m+7f = J',
F2m+7,€m+7 = F2+7m,€+7m = U,
Fg,z,é+7,e+7 = F2+7,Z+7,Z,Z = U,
r 2,Z+7,Z,Z+7 =T 2+7,e,é+7,z = U,

with orbital indexes/ # m € 1 ~ 7. Correlation between multipold and multipoleB is

evaluated by the product of the above susceptibility andegpeesentation matrices,

(AB) = > Awexib (@) Bor. (S14)

' mm/!

In the LS basis set, the spin momentwith 1 = z, y, 2 is the product of the unit matrix in the
orbital space and the Pauli matrices in the spin spagei” /2. The orbital moment is the product

of the unit matrix in the spin space arig;

0 VGi
0 V1o,
—V/6i 0 —v19
L, = VI 5|, (S15)
— 410, 0 -5
%0
— 8, 0



V6i 0 —@z
0 0 — V1o,
L,= VI0; 0 — 5, : (S16)
V1o 0 — 8,
5 0
5, 0
0
0 —
) 0
L,= 0 —2i . (S17)
2 0
0 —3i
3

The total magnetic moment, is defined byL,, + 25,,.
Next, let us consider only thg = 5/2 subspace, neglecting the= 7/2 subspace. The
magnetic moment is approximated &5, = ¢.J,, whereg = 6/7 is the Landey-factor. The

magnetic dipole momend,,, in thej = 5/2 subspace is given by

0
20 V2
2 0 2
J, = V2 2 : (S18)
20 V2
V2 0
Y50
0 —¥5
B0 —V2i
J, = V20 (S19)
’ 5 0 —V2i ’
V2i 0 -5
B0
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N[Ot

J, = 2 : (S20)

In actual calculations, since we have already obtained ## Rusceptibility in the LS bases, we
need to transfer these J-base representation matricethatdS-basis ones; i Cej Jij'cjnj, by

the unitary matrix;.

B. Magnetic correlations

We carry out the RPA analysis for several parameteb2ir 32 x 8 k-meshes. For simplicity,
we show in the present study only some resultdfoe U’ ~ 2.3 andJ = J' = 0. The obtained
characteristic features are barely changed/fer J’ > 0. Mainly, the RPA treatment remarkably
enhances the magnetic character in the non-interactirtgraysFigure S2 is the magnetic cor-
relations along high-symmetry line. Figures&s@emonstrates a remarkable magnetic anisotropy,
namely, theL. correlation((L., L.)) larger than the.,,, correlations((L,,), L., )). The L.
correlation indicates a peak structurezafl 0 0) point and a hump structure at (0.6 0 0), while
the L, correlation is featureless. In these correlations, theetation between orbital moments
(red line) are much larger than spin-spin correlationsggiie). The correlations between spin
and orbital moments (blue line) are negative, and compenisatiarge orbital-orbital correlations.
This means that the large orbital moment is compensatedebgriti-parallel spin moment. Gen-
erally, this is the case in the Uranium compounds, since lgxren occupation of orbitals is
less than half. In Fig. 3£ we compare the total magnetic correlations with ghlecorrelations
confined in thej = 5/2 subspace. As expected from the fact that the DOS hgas dominated
by thej = 5/2 components, the total magnetic correlations are overalbéxed by thej = 5/2
correlations. Thus we expect that we can neglect the effettteoj = 7/2 subspace also in the
higher-rank multipoles.

Figure S3 depicts temperature dependence of the uniforrmetiagcorrelations within the

RPA. TheJ, correlationy5"(0) parallel to the- axis is larger than the in-plang,,, correlation

[
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FIG. S2. LS-resolved magnetic correlatioa¥ &long high-symmetry line, whet®l = L 4 2S. The orbital
contribution is much larger than spin contribution (greie). Correlation between orbital and spin (blue
line) is negative due to the less than half= 5/2 subspace contributiorb) to the total magnetic correla-
tions along high-symmetry line. Differences betweéhs,,, M,,)) correlation andy*((.J,., J,,)) correlation

come from the contribution of = 7/2 manifold, which provides only small constant shift.

XRP40)

1 1 1

0 700 200 300
T (K)

FIG. S3. Temperature dependence of the uniform suscetiithin the RPA. TheJ, correlation parallel
to thec axis (red),x}"*(0), is larger than the in-plané, ,, correlation (blue)x 2 (0). Both correlations

show a broad maximum at around 50K.

x2PA(0). Both correlations show a broad maximum at around 50K. Sercipérature dependence
is similar to the experimental result for theaxis magnetic susceptibility. This feature arises from
the fact that the DOS possesses a deep dip structurefeatn calculations beyond the RPA
(Sec. V), the uniform susceptibility.(0) parallel to thec axis is enhanced, while the in-plane

Xab(0) is suppressed. In this case we obtain more remarkable ligmgnisotropy including the
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temperature-independent behaviorip(0) (Fig. ).

IV. MULTIPOLE CORRELATIONS

We obtain higher-rank multipole correlations (Fig. 2) ie ttame way as thé, correlations.

In order to compare different-rank multipole correlatiowe here normalize those norms as
S 1Qul* =1, (S21)
Im

whereQ,,, represents matrix elements of multipole moments in TableCating to this normal-
ization, magnitude of dipole correlations in Figa Becomes/(35¢%) smaller than in Fig. 92
Figure 2 shows the following features. In quadrupole catiehs,O,, andO,.(.,) are dominant
at Z point. Octupole correlations have featurelésslependence. In hexadecapole correlations,
H, s is dominant. In dotriacontapole correlatiods,, D..2, Dy(y)a1,2 @Nd D, s Show a peak
structure atZ point. It should be noted that the off-diagonal part (reedinis large in dotria-
contapole correlations. This means that different bases adarge mixing. Such mixing is not
restricted in the same rank. Thus we need to diagonalizaithgusceptibilityy s, ¢ (Q¢) itself

in the 142 x 142 matrix form. The results were shown in Figg.2The obtainechth eigenvector,

\I,n

/m

can be expanded in terms of 36 multipol@$,,, shown in Table S1;

vy, =Y A'Q. (S22)

J

Each component aA” was obtained as the following,

V= 0.824]. + 028175 — 0.298Dza1 + 0.391D.,
U2 = 0.109J, — 0.341T,, + 0.1907,
+0.612Dyq; + 0.413 D49 + 0.540D,y,
U2 = 0.109J, — 0.3417T,, + 0.190T,,
+0.612D,441 + 0.413 D409 + 0.540D,, (S23)
W= Dy,
Ul =—0.2660,, — 0.372H,, + 0.889 H,,
U, =—0.2660,, — 0.372H,, + 0.889H,,
W3+ =—0.29104; + 0.957H..
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E~ and E™ representations are twofold degeneraﬂé(fl) and ‘If‘;(‘f/). The dominant order pa-

rameter isA, dipole, £~ dotriacontapoleA; dotriacontapole, and&™ hexadecapole, ang.;
hexadecapole, in order. The™ state includes comparably, a1, Dz (y)a2, aNAD, (. Thus we

have introduced a new basBs ) = (Dy(y)a1 + Dayaz + Dayp)/ V/3 in the present studly.

V. BEYOND RPA AND PSUDOSPIN REPRESENTATIONS
A. beyond RPA

Generally, RPA enhances a magnetic channel, but depressesge channel. This trend is
improved by including higher-order fluctuations beyond RfeA, i.e., the mode-mode coupling
terms such as Maki-Thompson type vertex corrections. Irirobital systems, such mode-mode
coupling term mix also many different channels. This implieat a channel which is not en-
hanced within the RPA may develop. Therefore calculatiashd the RPA is very important
especially in the multi-orbital systems. We here examin&iMdaompson type mode-mode cou-
pling effect to search a possibility that some high-ranktipale correlation overcomes the dipole
J. correlation, which is dominantly enhanced within the RPA.

The present Maki-Thompson type diagrams are shown in Fig. $de wavy line represents

an effective interaction including the RPA results,

‘/ém,Z’m’ (q) = F?m,ﬁ’m’ + Z F?m,ﬁlml XZ}:r?l,bmg <q7 O)Fggmg 'm/ (824)

Limalama

Here we include only a static part, = 0 of Xzﬁi{}lbm(q, ivy), Which corresponds to the clas-

sical approximation. In this case, it is convenient to citainot diagrams in Fig. $4 but the

maximum eigenvalug of the Bethe-Salpheter equation (Fig.kp4
)\Cbﬂm(k) = ‘/Zh,mml (k - p)T Z Gﬂlf’ (p: iwn)Gm’ml (p + QCa iwn)¢é’m’ (p)v (825)

wheregy,, (k) = (f,isz+Qcm> is the order parameter for the staggered pair, which hasrgiéne

the momentum dependence. Indeed skiatependent order parameters have been proposed in
some scenarios, including the unconventional spin demsity€®, the orbital AFM, the Helicity
order?, and the spin nematit However, the present calculations indicate that(k) with large
eigenvalue\ is almostk independent (not shown). Thus, itis appropriate that sodérgparameter

is considered to be a kind of multipole, which is almost de-pairing. The results fdr = U’ ~
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FIG. S4. Maki-Thompson type diagranme) @nd the corresponding Bethe-Salpheter equatni{ — J
phase diagram fot/ = U’ + 2J andJ = J' atT = 16K (c). E~ and A; states fulfillA = 1 along red
and blue lines, respectively. Broken lines are not realizearker background color corresponds to larger

eigenvalue. Grey line denotes a change in the parameteseginFig. ®.

2.4 andJ = J' = 0 has been shown in Figa3 Following Eq.(S22)k-independent parts of the

dominant two eigenstates,” and A, , are expanded as

Op- = 0.150Jx(y) — 0.216Tm(y)a + O.206Tx(y)b
+0.671D ()01 + 0.296 D)0z + 0.592D 0, (S26)
Ga; = 0.825.J. + 0.406T., — 0.140D.01 + 0.367D-go.

Thus the main ingredient afz- is D, ,), while that °f¢A; is J,. This is the same as in the RPA
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results.

Fig. S&is aU — J diagram forU = U’ 4+ 2J andJ = J atT = 16K. Large J stabilizes
A5 (J.) state rather thav— (D, ,)) state. Red and blue lines represent parameter lines fdlfille
A = 1for A; (J.) andE~ (D, ), respectively. Grey line corresponds to the parametersst in
Fig. 3o.

Finally, within the same framework, we study the uniform metic susceptibility (Fig. 8.
This is obtained a§) = 0 in Fig. S4,

Hfml’m’(k) = H(l?m,é’m’(k) - Hgm,zlml(k)w1é2,M1M2(k - k,)HZ2M2,€’m’(k)v (8278-)
119, o (k) = =T Guor (ki) G (i, i), (S27b)
Xu(0) = T g g () L™ (S27c)

k
B. Pseudospin representations

When we focus on onlyt5/2 orbitals, three multipole moment,, D,, J.) defined in
egs.(S9), (S10) and (S20) are reduced to
0 0.65 0 0.65¢ 06 0
D, = , D, = , J = , (S28)
0.65 0 —0.65: 0 0 —0.6
where these are normalized by eq.(S21). These are propairtmthe Pauli matricesg(, o, 0.).

Thus we can describe these momeids, D,, J.) as pseudospins approximately.

VI. FERMI SURFACES IN ORDERED STATES

Here we discuss the FS topology in some possible multipolered state. The FS was obtained
by applying a finite effective field of the corresponding npdte. Figure S& depicts the FS in the
AFM order (4;). We set).024¥! _ as the effective field. In this case, as shown in the left figure
of Fig. S@, the opening gap is i)f the order #¢meV, considering the renormalization bf10.
The FS is similar to that in the previous DFT calculatibttsexcept for the cage aroury which
vanishes for larger effective field. FigurelSBepresents the FS in thié~ dotriacontapole state,
which is the same one as that in Fig. AVe set0.024(¥%_ + ¥2_)/v/2 as the effective field,

corresponding to the experimentally observed ‘nematiaityng [110]. To clarify differences in
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the FS topology, we use the same magnitude of effective feelti@aboved; AFM order. The
FS in theE~ state is similar to that in thd; dipole state except for small separation of two FSs
aroundM and the in-plane four-fold symmetry breaking of the cagev3ch is remarkable in
the comparison of line (blue line) and’ line (green line) in the left figure of Fig. $6 Figure
S&is the FS for thed; state with0.024\1/i1,. The FS around/ is almost equivalent to the FS
aroundX in the paramagnetic state. Finally, in Fig.ds%ve show the FS in thé&" state with
0.024(V2, + ¥2,)/v/2. In this case, the separation between two FSs arddrizecomes larger.
Thus, the sizable change in different ordered states map$®reed in detailed analysis of the FS

topology.
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FIG. S5. Fermi surfaces in ordered states, colored by theiFeglocity. The right figures are two-
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FIG. S6. Dispersion relations along high-symmetry line ideved states corresponding to Fig. S5. Red
(blue) line represents dispersion relation in the paramtgifordered) state. The energy scale is reduced
by a factor of 10 as compared with Fig.& by taking into account the mass renormalization effecft Le
figures are the enlarged figures around the band crossing Blen)M line. A large gap £ 4meV) opens

as compared with the paramagnetic band (red). Blue (greenjd a dispersion relation along(X’) line.

In the E* statesY. line andY’ line are not equivalent.
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