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We review our recent studies on ferromagnetic supercondsjcttGe, URhGe and UCoGe, together with the fer-
romagnetic quantum criticality and paramagnetic singiylam the Ising 5 -itinerant system UCoAI. Thanks to the
variety of ordered moment in ferromagnetic supercondsdhiam 15up to 0.05ug, interesting systematic changes or
similarities are clarified. All ferromagnetic supercontius show large upper critical field.,, and the field-reentrant (-
reinforced) phenomena are observed in the field-temperphase diagram, when the pressure or field direction is tuned
for particular conditions. These phenomena are well erpthby the ferromagnetic longitudinal fluctuations, whioch a
induced by the magnetic field in transverse configuratioh® [&rgeH., might be also associated with possible addi-
tional effects of Fermi surface instabilities, such as hiifs-type singularities.

1. Introduction netic “wing” in the temperature-pressure-field phase diagr

Ferromagnetism and superconductivity had been thoughigh fields aP > Pc.
to be antagonistic, because the large internal field dueeto ta
ferromagnetism easily destroys the Cooper pairs for conven o
tional swave superconductors. Nevertheless some materials High quality single crystals of UGeURhGe, UCoGe and
such as ErRIB,,' HoM0gSs,2 show superconductivity and UCoAIl were grown in a tetr_a-arc furnace using Czochralski
ferromagnetism, but no coexistence. The Curie temperatdftethod. The single crystal ingots were oriented by the Laue
Tourie is lower than the superconducting critical temperaturBnotograph and were cut in a spark cutter. The ingots were
Tso and the two orders are considered to be competing. subsequently annealed under ultra high vacuum. The quality

The coexistence of ferromagnetism and superconductiviff &l single crystals was checked by the resistivity measur
was discovered for the first time in Ugander pressure near Ments using a homemade adiabatic demagnetization refriger
the critical pressurB; of ferromagnetisni.Soon after, the su- ator (ADR) cell combined with a commercial PPMS at tem-
perconductivity was found in the ferromagnet URhGe at anferature down to 100 mK. Thanks to this simple ADR cell, we
bient pressuré More recently, UCoGe was reported as a nevii'® able to check the qualities of many samples very rapidly
member of ferromagnetic superconductoad! three materi- - down to 100 mK within two hours from room temperature.
als show the microscopic coexistence of ferromagnetism afidessure studies shown in this paper were performed using a
superconductivity proved by NMR/NQR, neutron scatterin@iSton cylinder or an |nder_1ter cell. The magnetic field was ap
anduSR experiment&;12andTs.is lower tharTcuie. The or- plied up tp 16 Tand 35T in th_e superconducting magnet and
dered moments of uranium are much lower than the expectttg resistive magnet, respectively. The low temperature wa
free ion values. The Belectrons are considered to be itiner-2chieved by a conventional dilution fridge and a top-logdin
ant, and they contribute both to the electrical condugtiitd ~ dilution fridge.
to the magnetism. Therefore, naively thinking, the spiplet
state with equal-spin pairing is realized for the superceoad
tivity. 3.1 Crystal structure

Surprisingly the huge upper critical field of superconduc- Figure 1 shows the crystal structures of UGEIRhGe,
tivity He, were discovered in URhGe and UCo&g!3 These UCoGe and UCoAI. UGgcrystallizes in the orthorhombic
experimental results also support the spin triplet stateabse  structure with the space groupmmm. The uranium atom
Hez is not limited by the Pauli paramagnetic effect which afforms the zigzag chain with the distance83A, which is
fectsHc, in the spin singlet state, instead only the orbital efsimilar toa-U. Thus the origin ofTx shown later was theo-
fect governd., in the case of spin triplet state. retically proposed as a trace of CDW/SDW orderihdrow-

The superconducting properties in the ferromagnets ag¥er no experimental evidence was found up to now. The mag-
very sensitive to the sample qualities. In order to study fenetic momentwith B g is directed along the-axis. URhGe
romagnetic superconductivity in details, the high quadity ~and UCoGe belong to the same family with the TiNiSi-type
gle crystals, fine tuning of field directions are essentiathls ~ orthorhombic structure (space groupnma) The uranium
review paper, we show our recent results on ferromagnetic s&fom again forms the zigzag chain aloagxis. The dis-
perconductors using our best Samd{‘é‘é?The Superconduc- tance is about.3 A which is close to the so-called Hill limit.
tivity is closely related to the ferromagnetic quantumica ~ The magnetic moment with.Qug for URhGe and @5ug
ity. We also show the ferromagnetic quantum critical endpoi for UCoGe is directed along-axis. Interestingly, the mag-
with a fine tuning of pressure, field and temperature in UCoAletic moment could be slightly canted aloagxis due to

and UGe.18-20|t corresponds to a collapse of the ferromagthe zigzag chain antbcal no inversion symmetry. Via an
analogous Dzyaloshinski-Moriya interaction, the weakapar

Experimental

3. Resultsand Discussion
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sitic antiferromagnetism is theoretically predictédowever, finally becomes 0K. The QCEP is locatedkit~ 7 T and
only the collinear ferromagnetism is experimentally found ~ 1.5 GPa. Further applying pressuky, increases further,

so far. The crystal structure of UCoAl with the hexagonabut via a crossover regime, instead of the first order tramsit
ZrNiAl-type (space groupP62m) is also shown in Fig. 1.  When the ground state switches from the paramagnetic
The uranium atom forms the quasi-kagomeé lattice, indicpti state to the ferromagnetic statetst, with the first order, the
the possible magnetic frustration. An interesting poirthet  effective mass of conduction electrons shows the stepblike
there is no inversion symmetry in the crystal structure withavior as a function of field, as shown in Fig. 3t&Here we

the space group62m. assume the Kadowaki-Woods relation, namely the coefficient
of T? term in resistivity,A is proportional to the square of the
Sommerfeld coefficienty. The drastic change of the effective
mass should be associated with the reconstruction of Fermi
surfaces, or with a drastic collapse of the spin fluctuations
The A coefficient in UGe increases al,, while in UCoAI
the A coefficient decreases.

On the other hand, when the pressure is tuned near QCEP,
the effective mass both in UGeand in UCoAl shows the
sharp peak atl,, as shown in Fig. 3(b), suggesting the strong
magnetic fluctuations at QCEP. Further applying pressure in
UCoAI, the sharp enhancementAis smeared out, showing
the broad maximum. The Fermi surface instabilities néar
in UCoAI were also studied by means of the thermoelectric
power and Hall effect measuremefts>*
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ground state appears. The se_cond order ferroma_g_netlc tr_ans o 5 10 15 20
tion atTcyrie changes into the first order at the tricritical point H (T)

(TCP). As shown in Fig. 2(a), when the field is applied in the

paramagnetic state, Ugshows the metamagnetic transition

with the first order from the paramagnetic state to the ferrd=g. 3. (Color online) Field dependence of the resistivRycoefficient in
magnetic state (FM1). At higher temperatures, the firstordd & and UCoAl atlow pressure (a) and at high pressure near QCEF (b
transition changes into the crossover at the critical eimdpo

The critical endpoint starting from TCP can be tuned to be

0 Kwhich is so called quantum critical endpoint (QCEP). Th

wing-shaped temperature-pressure-field phase diagram v\;?iar3 ) Ferromagnetismand superconductivity )
the first order plane can be drawn. In UGthe QCEP is lo- Figure 4 shows the temperature-pressure phase diagram of

cated at very high pressure 8.5 GPa) and at very high field YG& and URhGe and UCoG&curie in UGe; is suppressed
(~20T) at P. ~ 1.5GPa. In the ferromagnetic state, there are two
On the other hand, UCoAI has already a paramagne@éﬁerem ferromagnetic states named FM1 and FM2, which
ground state at ambient pressure, but is close to the fegom&'€ Separated byx. At low pressureTy is a crossover, but
netic order. Applying the magnetic field alowgaxis (easy- at high pressurdy becomes the first order. FM1 and FM2

magnetization axis) at low temperature, the sharp metama® characterized by the differe_nt magnitude of ordered mo-
netic transition with the first order occurstag, ~ 0.6 T from  Ment, 10us and 15ug, respectively. The ordered moment
the paramagnetic state to the ferromagnetic state. The figddenly changes from3yg to 1.0ug atPx when the system

order changes into the crossover at higher temperature, &ffS from FM2 to FM1 by applying pressure. The Fermi sur-
the critical temperatur@cep is about 10 K. With increasing face reconstruction is associated with the transition betw

pressureHm shifts to higher field, andcep decreases and FM2 and FM1, and also between FM1 and the paramagnetic
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Temperature-Pressure-Field phase diagafyGe and UCoAI18-20
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state?® 26 The superconductivity appears only in the ferro- _10p * ]
magnetic state, namely in the pressure rang@,0k< P, By 5 ] |
thus the superconductivity coexists with the ferromagmeti 20 L= 0: ]

The evidence for the microscopic coexistence, which is at 0
least clear betweeR, and P, was given by the NQR and g 15- L/RRR
neutron experiment§ 2’ < ol
The superconductivity of URhGe already appears at ambi-
ent pressure alsc = 0.25K, while Teyrie (= 9.5K) is much 5 UcoGe
higher thanTs.. With pressureTcurie increases linearly, but ol
Tsc decreases, indicating that the system goes far from the 0
critical region under pressure. T(K)

In UCoGe, the superconductivity appears again at ambi-
ent pressure afsc ~ 0.7K, while Tcurie is about 3K. Inter- Fig. 5. (Color online) Resistivity at low temperatures in UCoGehndif-
estingly, Tcurie IS suppressed &. ~ 1GPa, andlsc has a ferent quality samples. The inset sholi as a function of the inverse of
broad maximum arounB.. The superconducting phase sur~esidual resistivity ratio (RRR).
vives even in the paramagnetic phase, which is contragictor
to the theoretical prediction by Fay and App&lhere the
first order nature off cyrie is Nneglected. In UCoGe, the ferro-
magnetic transition is of first order, inferred from the sedd  Using our best quality samples of URhGe and UCoGe, we
jump of NQR spectrd® The possibility of phase separationmeasured the specific heat at low temperatures, as shown in
between the paramagnetic state and the ferromagneti@stat€ig. 617 The data in UGgis also shown for comparisofi.
P = 0 cannot be excluded. Although the samples are in high quality, the residuablue

The high quality single crystals are inevitably required foin specific heat at 0K is rather large. Since the ordered mo-
the study of ferromagnetic superconductivity. Y&ea rather ments of three materials are different each other, thewasid
easy material, because it has a congruent melting point. @nvalue,y, was plotted as a function of the ordered moments
the other hand, URhGe and UCoGe are quite difficult to olivly, as shown in Fig. 6. The residuglvalue increases with
tain the high quality, because they are not congruent mel4,, indicating the clear correlation. In ferromagnetic super
ing materials. Therefore many attempts for the single atystconductors, a large internal field is created by the ordered
growth have been done, by changing the composition slighttyoment. For example, the internal fighi,; estimated from
for the starting materials and the annealing conditions. Othe ordered moment is. 28 T for UGe, 0.08 T for URhGe,
best samples up to now show the high residual resistivity rand 001 T for UCoGe, indicating that the system might be al-
tio (RRR > 100) for URhGe and UCoGe. The high qualityways in the superconducting mixed state even at zero field, as
was also demonstrated by the quantum oscillation measutke lower critical fieldH.; is far lower thanH;.;. In fact, the
ments which is shown later. Figure 5 shows the resistivitg daNQR and low-temperature magnetization measurements sug-
at low temperature in UCoGe for different quality samplesgest the self-induced vortex state in UCot3€7-3However,
and the correspondings as a function of IRRR. Tsc de-  still no direct observation of vortex lattice has been régar
creases linearly with/RRR, indicating the superconductivity One of the spectacular phenomena in ferromagnetic su-
is affected by the sample quality. The similar behavior$al perconductors is the very largd.,. Figure 7 shows the
known in URhGe, in whicfTscis more sensitive to the sample superconducting phase in the field-temperature phase dia-
quality34BasicallyTsc should follow the pair-breaking theory gram1-13.17:39|n UGe,, the field is applied along the easy
by Abrikosov and Gor’kov® magnetization axisafaxis), and the pressure is tuned just
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abovePy. With increasing field, the ground state is switchedwxis. In this configuration with canted moments, a scenario b
from FM1 to FM2. The unusual S-shapg; is observed due Jaccarino-Peter effect can be excluded, because the ideecar
to this switching. The change of Fermi surface as well as tHeeter effect occurs when the total effective field is close to
zero due to the compensation of external field by the inter-

effective mass enhancement is associated toHhjscurve.

The value ofH¢, at 0K exceeds the Pauli limiting field ex- nal field. In URhGe, the moment is gradually tilted with field,
pected fromTg. at zero field on the basis of weak couplingwhich cannot make the compensation of external field. Thus,
the spin triplet state with equal spin pairing, which is free

scheme withg = 2, suggesting the spin triplet state.

In URhGe, theH., curve is more spectacular. When thefrom the Pauli paramagnetic effect, should be consideted.
is then governed only by the orbital effect. If the orbitahdi

field is applied along the hard magnetization aXisakis),

the field-reentrant superconductivity is observed at high fi iting field is enhanced under magnetic field for some reasons,
range between 8T and 13 T. The reentrant superconductibg, could be enhanced as well. We will discuss this point
phase shows even high&g. (~ 0.4K) at 12T thanTs. = later.

0.25 K at zero field. The superconductivity is indeed enhanced The H¢, curve of UCoGe also displays the unusual be-
under magnetic field. This is contradictory to the usual supehavior, when the field is applied alorfgaxis, as shown in
conducting behavior. The magnetization curvelblf b-axis Fig. 7(c).Hc2is strongly enhanced aroundiX with S-shape,
shows the relatively large initial slope at low field comghre and reaches around 18 T. In UCoGe, it seems that the reen-
to that forH || c-axis (easy-magnetization axis). Further intrant phase and the low field phase observed in URhGe are
creasing field, the magnetization shows the step-like ase merged, because of the highky at zero field. The value of
around 12 T. This behavior is understood by the canting prid.; also highly exceeds the Pauli limiting field.

cess of the magnetic moment with field. Rér|| b-axis, the The highHc; is very sensitive to the field direction to the
moment starts to tilt front-axis to b-axis with increasing sample in UCoGe and URhGe. Figure 8(a) shows the tem-
field, and finally the moment is completely directed aldng perature dependence bf., for different field directions in
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Fig. 7. (Color online) Field-temperature phase diagram at low &napres in UGg URhGe and UCoGe. The magnetic field is applied along the easy
magnetization axis in UGebut in URhGe and UCoGe the field direction is parallebtaxis, corresponding to the hard magnetization &xis3-17-39

UCoGe. The angular dependencétq$ is shown in Fig. 8(b). Ising systemTcurie can be clearly defined even at high fields.
When the field is applied alongraxis which corresponds to Tcyrie Should decrease with fields, following the relation with
the hardest magnetization axide, at 0 K seems to be even ATcyie « —H?, according to the theorf. In fact, Tcyrie Of
higher than that foH || b-axis, showing the upward curva- URhGe and UCoGe decrease with fields and is suppressed at
ture with decreasing temperature. The angular dependénce-0l3 T and~ 15 T, respectively. The superconducting phase is
He at 01K is shown in Fig. 8(b). If the field direction is connected to the suppressBgliie in the phase diagram both
slightly tilted to c-axis (easy-magnetization axi$jc, is im-  in URhGe and in UCoGe. One can naively believe that the en-
mediately suppressed. This angular dependence cannot beleancement of ferromagnetic fluctuations at high field play an
plained by the conventional effective mass model assuminmgportant role for field-reentrant (-reinforced) superdoc-

the ellipsoidal Fermi surface associated with the anigitro tivity.

effective mass. An alternative mechanism which explaies th Figure 11 shows the field-dependence of effective mass in
very anisotropidic, should be considered. URhGe and UCoGe determined by the Sommerfeld coeffi-

Another interesting feature is the reentrant supercomguct cienty, the resistivityA coefficient, assuming the validity of
ity is very robust compare to the low-field superconductivkadowaki-Woods ratio, and the Shubnikov-de Haas experi-
ity. Figure 9 shows the field and temperature dependencemgents. The effective mass is clearly enhanced at high fields,
AC susceptibility forH || b-axis in URhGe. The inset shows when the field is applied alorngaxis. On the other hand, the
the field-temperature phase diagram for superconductieity effective mass decreases monotonously with field for the fiel
fined by the onset of anomaly in the AC susceptibility meaalong the easy-magnetizaton axisakis). These results sug-
surements. The phase diagram by AC susceptibility measugest that the effective mass is enhanced when the ferromag-
ments is in good agreement with that obtained by the resistietic fluctuation is induced at transversal high fields, wher
ity measurements in the same sample. Surprisingly, the drtge ferromagnetic fluctuation is reduced in the longitutlina
of AC susceptibility at high fields due to the diamagnetic sigconfiguration, which has been indeed observed in NMR ex-
nal of superconductivity is much larger than that at low feld periments'?
indicating the robust superconductivity at high fields. ight In generalHc; is governed by two effects, namely the Pauli
be also associated with the unusual vortex state at higtsfielgharamagnetic effect and the orbital effect. In ferromaignet
although the microscopic evidence is not obtained yet. Tteiperconductors, there is no Pauli paramagnetic effect be-
similar results in the AC susceptibility are also obtained icause of the spin-triplet state with equal spin paring. €her
UCoGe. fore the Hc, is limited only by the orbital effect. The or-

A key feature as a reason for the appearance of fielthital limiting field Hop, is described by the coherence length
reentrant (-reinforced) superconductivity is the supgicesof &, namelyHop o 1/£2. The coherence length can be de-
Tcurie at transversal high fields in terms of easy-magnetizatiastribed byé ~ nive/(ksTsc), and the Fermi velocityr has a
axis. Figure 10 shows the field-temperature phase diagramrefation ofm*ve = kg, wherekg is the Fermi wave number.
URhGe and UCoGe when the field is applied along Ibhe ThusHqp is simply described byHon ~ (M Tso)?. Further-
axis. In generallcyie at high fields is not well defined in more, Tsc is also written byTs. ~ exp[-(2 + 1)/4], where
ferromagnets, because the phase transition immediately biehas a relation betweem* and the band mass,, hamely
comes the broad crossover between the paramagnetic state= (1 + 2)m, = m, + m**. If the effective mass is enhanced
and the field-induced ferromagnetic state. However, when tldue to the enhancement of the “correlation” masswhich is
field is perfectly aligned to the hard-magnetization axithimm  linked to the ferromagnetic fluctuationk is also enhanced.
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Fig. 8. (Color online) (a) Temperature dependencédgf for H || a, b and

c-axis, and (b) Angular dependencetdf, at 01K in UCoGe.Tsc at 0K is
approximately 06 K.13
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ThusHgp is further increased. In this crude model, we can _O"!R ] ]
explain the field-reentrant (-reinforced) supercondiitgtin —~ O"Oo"oq\ ]
URhGe and UCoGe. T ]
Here we assumed that the Fermi surface is unchanged un- %
der magnetic fields. In reality, a drastic change of Fermi sur g %]
face can be expected in URhGe and UCoGe, whepe is c 21
suppressed at high fields. Figure 12 shows the field depen- FM TcwieE ]
dence of Hall resistivity at low temperatures in URhGe and %35 1o
UCoGe together with UGe Although the interpretation for T (K) T (K)

the field-response of Hall resistivity is quite difficult lzerse
of the anomalous Hall effect, the sudden jumps in Y@&ed ig. 10, (Col ine) Field-t . hase di ¢ URhGa
. . . . . 0. A olor online leld-temperature pnhase diagram O an
_Ll_JrITeh]?eelénazlgézgeiecrggfngﬁieesr,esipqStr:]Jngggtehls%r;flesl(:éCoGe for the field along the hard magnetization akisis) %4
[ istivity i W
anomaly up to 16 T, but thermoelectric power again shows the
anomaly around 12 T, suggesting the change of Fermi surface.
Considering the change of Fermi surface, the orbital limit . . - .
should be rev?/ritten by 9 ~ (M"Teo/ke)2. One can expect multi-band system is not a trivial problem, and thus will de-
- orb S¢ X XPEC serve careful theoretical configurations.
that Horp is increased when thig- is suppressed, as it may

happen due to the Lifshitz transition for one specific band. Finally we show the angular dependence of SdH frequency

In fact, UCoGe shows the volume change of Fermi Surfacobtamed at high fields above 20 T in UCoGe . Since the sam-

with heavy effective mass at high fields in the SdH experf-ﬁe quality is still not sufficient for quantum oscillatione@a-
ments®3 In URhGe the similar volume change of the pockeptr€ments, the detected Fermi surface is only one in the lim-
Fermi .surface is reportett. However, the consgequence%f the|ted field direction. Figure 13 shows the angular dependence

disappearance of one single orbit on superconductivitiién t of SdH frequency abqve 20T at_ low temperatures in U_CoGe.
The SdH frequency is proportional to the cross-sectional
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Fig. 11. (Color online) (a) Field dependence of Sommerfeld coefiicie i UCoGe
URhGe forH || a, b andc-axis. (b) Field dependence of resistividycoeffi- i H>20T
cient in the form of A(H)/A(0)]/2 vs H in UCoGe. High fields data above & r
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area of Fermi surfac8g, namelyF = /cSg/(2r€). The fre- 3 I
quency does not show the significant angular dependence in 8 I
the detected field angle range, indicating the small pocket ; 0.5+ I
Fermi surface with spherical shape. The volume of Fermi 3 I
surface occupies 2% in the Brillouin zone, while the corre-
spondingy-value is 7 mJ K?2mol~1. Although the Fermi sur- |
face is small in volume, the contribution to the tojalalue P T DRI P
(55 mJ K?mol at zero field) reaches 13 % This implies that . . . .
a-axis b-axis c-axis a-axis

UCoGe is a low carrier system associated with heavy quasi- Field Direction

particles. In fact, the band structure calculation basethen

5f-itinerant model shows the relatively small Fermi surféte. _ _

The ratio of thermoelectric power and Sommerfeld coeffif'g' 13~ (Color online) Angular dependence of SdH frequency above 20
. ; . in UCoGe. The detected cyclotron effective mass is also stfonH || b and

cient, so-calledj-factor, @ = (S/T)Nae/y) is 5in UCOGE?® . ayis43

which is comparable to the low carrier heavy fermion com-

pound URyYSi,.

In these low carrier heavy fermion system, a fascinating
field-effect is expected. The effective Fermi energy of Herm
surface can be written as= = 7%kZ/(2nm). If the Fermi We reviewed our studies on ferromagnetic superconduc-
surface is small in volume and the effective mass is largégrs, UGe, URhGe and UCoGe. High quality single crystals
the effective Fermi energy becomes small, which could band precise tuning for field direction and pressure are very
comparable to the Zeeman energy induced by the magnefigportantin order to investigate the peculiar supercotidgc
field. In URWSI,, the change of Fermi surface occurs at higtproperties. All ferromagnetic superconductors show thgela
fields, depending on the carrier density and effective magsc2, which highly exceeds the Pauli paramagnetic limit, indi-
The Fermi surface of UCoGe also shows the field-dependetating the formation of spin-triplet state with equal-spanir-
SdH frequency and cyclotron mass, which is observed aboig. The field-reentrant (-reinforced) superconductiviy be
20T. In Fig. 11(b), the decrease of cyclotron massHdfb-  interpreted by the enhancement of effective mass, which is

coupled to the ferromagnetic fluctuations. Associated Ferm

. Summary
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surface instabilities, such as Lifshitz-like transitiomyralso

play a key role. The ferromagnetic quantum critical endpoin
in the temperature-field-pressure phase diagram was etrifi
in UGe, with clear interplay between ferromagnetic enhance
ment and Fermi surface reconstructions. To elucidate fhis i

singer, |. Sheikin, C. Paulsen, G. Knebel, H. Kotegawa afdbliquet:
J. Phys. Soc. Jpi80, SA008 (2011).

16) D. Aoki and J. Flouquet: J. Phys. Soc. Jgh.011003 (2012).

17) D. Aoki, W. Knafo and I. Sheikin: C. R. Physiquéd, 53 (2013).

18) D. Aoki, T. Combier, V. Taufour, T. D. Matsuda, G. Knebil, Kote-
gawa and J. Flouquet: J. Phys. Soc. 3094711 (2011).

terplay, the determination of Fermi surface is a key issue in9) V. Taufour, D. Aoki, G. Knebel and J. Flouquet: Phys. Reait. 105,

UCOoAI. The sharp peak of resistivitk coefficient atH,, as a
function of field indicates that the ferromagnetic fluctant
are enhanced at quantum critical endpoint.
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