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Charge-transfer effect under odd-parity crystalline electric field (CEF) is analyzed theoretically. In
quantum-critical metal 8-YbAIB4, seven-fold configuration of B atoms surrounding Yb atom breaks
local inversion symmetry at the Yb site, giving rise to the odd-parity CEF. Analysis of the CEF on
the basis of hybridization picture shows that admixture of 4f and 5d wave functions at Yb with pure
imaginary coefficient occurs, which makes magnetic-toroidal (MT) and electric-dipole (ED) degrees
of freedom active. By constructing the minimal model for periodic crystal 3-YbAIB,4, we show that
the MT as well as ED fluctuation is divergently enhanced at the quantum critical point of valence
transition simultaneously with critical valence fluctuations.

KEYWORDS: charge transfer, odd parity CEF, magnetic toroidal fluctuation, electric dipole
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1. Introduction

The heavy-electron metal 8-YbAIB,4 showing quantum criticality not following the conventional
magnetic criticality [1-3] has attracted great interest [4]. In particular, a new type of scaling called
T/B scaling where magnetic susceptibility is expressed as a single scaling function of the ratio of
temperature 7 and magnetic field B was discovered [6], and the valence of Yb was identified as the
intermediate as Yb*>73 at T = 20 K [5]. The quantum criticality as well as the 7'/ B scaling has been
shown to be explained by the theory of critical Yb-valence fluctuations [7, 8]. Recently, the direct ev-
idence of the valence quantum critical point (QCP) has been observed experimentally. a-YbAIBy, is a
sister compound of 3-YbAIB4, which shows the Fermi-liquid behavior at low temperatures. However,
by substituting Fe into Al 1.4%, the same quantum criticality and 7'/B scaling as those observed in
B-YbAIB, appears [9]. At just x = 0.014 in @-YbAI,_,Fe,By4, a sharp change in Yb valence as well
as the volume change has been detected [9]. This is the direct experimental verification of the valence
QCP with quantum valence criticality proposed theoretically in Refs. [7, 8].

The critical valence fluctuations are charge-transfer fluctuations between the 4f electron at Yb
and conduction electrons. In this paper, we reveal the charge-transfer effect under odd-parity CEF
arising from local configuration of atoms around Yb in S-YbAIB4 [10].

First, we analyze the CEF in S-YbAIB4 on the basis of the hybridization picture taking into
account the geometrical symmetry of atoms accurately in Sect. 2. In Sect. 3, we construct the minimal
model for the periodic crystal of 5-YbAIB4 and show that novel multipole degrees of freedom such
as the magnetic toroidal (MT) and electric dipole (ED) become active as fluctuations near the QCP
of the valence transition. The paper is summarized in Sect. 4.
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Fig. 1. (Color online) (a) 7 B rings at upper and lower planes surround Yb. Magnitudes of spherical parts of
4f wave function (#|J = 7/2, J, = +5/2) (orange) and 5d wave function (#|J = 5/2,J, = £3/2) (purple) at Yb
are plotted. (b) Arrow at Yb represents the ED moment. (c) Arrows at Yb represent the MT-dipole moments
for the Kramers states (see text). Unit cell is enclosed area by dashed lines in (b) and (c).

2. Analysis of CEF on the basis of hybridization picture

In B-YbAIB,, the CEF ground state was proposed to be the |J = 7/2,J, = £5/2) state [11],
which has been supported by the measurements of the anisotropy of the magnetic susceptibility [4],
the Mossbauer spectroscopy [12] and the linear dichroism in photoemission [13]. This suggests that
the CEF is to be understood from the hybridization picture rather than the point-charge model. This
view is compatible with the fact that the conical wave function spreads in the direction almost toward
7 B rings, which acquires the largest 4f-2p hybridization. Hence, hereafter we analyze the CEF on
the basis of the hybridization picture.

The CEF energy of 4f level is quantified by the 2nd order perturbation as

H gt
AE(ié,ié): <i§|u|i§> =g/ (1)
272) 7\ T2 E-Hy 2y,

with respect to the 4f-2p hybridization

Pl = rf ¥
By = Z (ijO',i]Jijma-ﬁljz + h.c.), @)
(il,jym,oJ;

Here, (il, j) denotes the nearest-neighbor (N.N.) B sites and the Ybl site in the i-th unit cell, i.e.,
j=1~7(8 ~ 14) for the upper (lower) plane in Fig. 1(a). Here, m = z, +, 0 =T, ], and J, = i%.

As for Yb 5d state, wave function of the |/ = 5/2,J, = +3/2) state spreads most closely to 7 B
rings among J = 5/2 and 3/2 manifolds, which acquires the largest 5d-2p hybridization.

The CEF energy of the 5d level is quantified by the 2nd order perturbation as

H' P

AE(ié,i§): <i§|u|i§> =g 3)
2772 sq\ 2 E—-Hj 2[5y

with respect to 5d-2p hybridization

pd _ pd +
Hy = Z (VjMO',iJijmo—di]JZ + h.c.), @
(il,jy,m,oJ;



for J, = +g

Interestingly, local inversion symmetry is broken at Yb site owing to surrounding 7 B rings [see
Fig. 1(a)]. So, the off-diagonal term is non-vanishing, which is calculated by the 2nd-order perturba-
tion as

pd* pf —nf
AE(ié’ié) o (L3 M Z Sy L Min )
272 sq\ 2 E-— HO Jjmoil£3 }ma’11+2 Ao + E}ma’

j=1 mo

where Ag(> 0) is the excitation energy to the 4 fﬂ-hole state (i.e., 4f'* electron state). Here, n;’mo and

efm(r are filling and energy of 2p hole, respectively. By inputting Slater-Koster parameters [14, 15]
and assuming that all 2p hole numbers and energies are the same, we find that the off-diagonal term

becomes pure imaginary.
3 5
AE(+—,+—|=iA
(+2,+2) iA, (6)

where A is a real number. Then, by diagonalizing the 2 X 2 matrix

g —iA
AEi [ZA &4 s (7)
we obtain the CEF ground state as the Kramers doublet
5 3 1
Wo) =ul £ <)ar +iAl = = R 8
V) (Ml 2>4f iAl 2>5d) Ny ®)

where u is given by u = [ef — &4 — \/ (e — €4)* + 4A?]/2. An important result here is the admixture

of 4f and 5d wave functions occurs with pure imaginary coefficient. This implies that odd-parity CEF
term

CEF _ .
Hﬁp =iA (de%fiH% + djl_%f“_%) + h.c. 9)

exists at locally inversion symmetry broken Yb site due to surrounding 7 B rings. This is the onsite
hybridization, which is usually forbidden in centrosymmetric systems.

The parity mixing in Eq. (8) makes electric dipole (ED) active at the Yb site. The ED moments
defined by Q;1, = —ex;; and Q;1, = —ey;; are expressed in the | + 5/2)4r ® | £ 3/2)s4 manifold as
Qi = Qig+ + Qig— with

e e

Oixr = \/g 11+3f1+§ +h.c., Qilx- = \/g 3f1_§ + h.c., (10)
e

Qliy+ = _l%di“_%f;“_% + h.c., Qliy— = - T 1 3f] S + h.c. (11

By calculating the expectation values of the ED moment with the CEF ground state Eq. (8), we obtain
10 [3  uA
<\P+|Qllx|\P+> - 0 <\I1+|Qll)|\P+> O U +A2 (12)

This indicates the ED moment exists along the b (|| y) direction, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Since there
exist two equivalent Yb atoms in the unit cell where Yb2 site in Fig. 1(b) has opposite sign of A
in Eq. (9), the ED moment with —b direction exists at the Yb2 site. These states are symmetrically
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allowed from the viewpoint of the electric-field direction arising from surrounding 7 B rings [see
Fig. 1(b)].

Recently, novel multipole degree of freedom, magnetic toroidal moment, has been formulated
quantum mechanically by Kusunose et al. as

r; 2[,‘
tl(r,) = l_ X (l+—2 + 0'1') (13)

at the site r;, where [; and o; are the orbital and spin angular-momentum operators, respectively [16,
17]. In the |+ %)4 ®£ %)5d manifold, the operators of the MT dipole are derived as T;1; = Tj1o++Ti14-
for { = x,y with

/3 15 /3

— ; i . +

Tixr = lﬂB_ f 143 ,1+§ +hec., Tix = lﬂBﬁ E]‘;l_%dil_% + h.c., (14)
15 [3 4

Ti1y+ = /‘lB_ f1+5 ll+g +hC Tily— = _ﬂBﬁ l_of;l—%dll_% +h.C., (15)

where up is the Bohr magneton. For the CEF ground state in Eq. (8) we obtain

7 u? + A%’
These results indicate that MT dipole moments are aligned along the a direction, which are cancelled
each other for the Kramers degenerate states, as shown in Fig. 1(c). At the Yb2 site opposite sign of
A is realized so that (W.|T,|'Y.) is obtained by converting ¥ in the righ hand side (r.h.s.) of Eq. (16)
to +. This still makes the net MT-dipole moment zero at the Yb2 site owing to the cancellation by the
Kramers-degenerate states.

15 3 uA
(WelTixl¥a) = Fup— 4 02+ A2 (WilTiry|¥Ys) = 0. (16)

3. Periodic crystal S-YbAIB,

3.1 Model and method

On the basis of the analyses in Sect. 2, we construct the minimal model for the low-energy
electronic state in the periodic crystal S-YbAIB4. The model consists of 4f/, = +5/2 and 5d J, =
+3/2 states at Yb and 2p.. and 2p, states at B, as follows.

— f rf pd Ura d
H_Z[Hm+Hm +HY 1)+ HYO+ HY, (17)

where a = 1,2 denote the Yb1 and Yb2 sites, respectively [see Fig. 1(b)]. The 4f-hole term is

f_ f f f
H;, =&y Z Wi, T Ul s 0Min 525 (18)
1.=15/2

where ¢ is the 4f-hole level and U is the onsite Coulomb repulsion between 4f holes. The 5d-hole

term is
Hd:gdz Z Z nza] + Z Z laJ zaJ’dtaJ dlaJ, (19)

i a=1,2J,=+3/2 (ia,i’a’y J,, J,=%3/2
where g, is the 5d-hole level and tddj vl . is the transfer of 5d holes between Yb sites with (i, i’a’)

being taken for the N.N. Yb pairs. The onsite Coulomb repulsion between 4f and 5d holes at Yb is

= Uy Z Z nl LT (20)

J.=+5/2 Ji=£3/2
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The 2p-hole term is

= pp i
HP = Z Z tjm,j'm'pjmo—pj’m'o-, (2])

(JoJ Yo mm'=z,+

where t‘;ﬁ o is the transfer of 2p holes between B sites with (j, j’) being taken for the N.N. B pairs
in the ab plane and in the c direction [see Figs. 1(a) and 1(b)]. Here we note that the odd-parity CEF
term in Eq. (9) is not included explicitly, because it inheres via the 4f-2p and 5d-2p hybridizations.

To clarify the charge-transfer effect under odd-parity CEF, we apply the slave-boson mean-field
theory for U = oo [18,19] to the Hamiltonian Eq. (17). As for the Slater-Koster parameters, following
the argument of the linear muffin-tin orbital (LMTO) [20], we set (ppr) = —(ppo)/2, (pdr) =
—(pdo)/ V3, (pfr) = —(pfo)] V3, (ddr) = —2(ddo)/3, and (dds) = (ddo)/6. Then, we set (ppo) =
—1.0 in the hole picture, which is taken as the energy unit hereafter, and set (pdo) = 0.6, (pfo) =
-0.3, (ddo) = 04, and g5 = —1.0 at filling 7 = 23/32 so as to reproduce the recently-observed
energy band near the Fermi level by the photoemission measurement [21]. Here, the filling is defined
byii = 2021’2(ﬁ£+ﬁz)/4+2§:1 ﬁ§/16, where 7i;, forn = f, d and ﬁf are defined by 71y, = ;. (n?ajz)/N
and ﬁf = 3 imol p};jmo Pkjmo?/(3N) respectively with N being the number of unit cells.

By solving the mean-field equations, we obtained the paramagnetic ground state for various &
and Uyginthe N = 83,16 and 323 systems (see Ref. [10] for details). The results in N = 323 will be
shown below.

3.2 Results

Figure 2(a) shows the &y dependence of ﬁf(zﬁfzﬁg) for Ugg = 1.00, 1.20, 1.35, 1.40, and 1.45.
As Uy, increases, 7/ change becomes steeper and the slope diverges at (sj?cp, UJ?dCP) ~ (-2.3001, 1.40),
indicating diverging critical valence fluctuations at the valence QCP y, = —0ns/0gy = 00. As Uy

exceeds U}?dCP, a jump in 71y appears, indicating the first-order valence transition.

Our realistic minimal model shows the valence QCP with iy = 0.71 corresponding to Yb+2 1,
which is consistent with the intermediate valence of Yb observed in S-YbAIB, (Yb*?7 at T =
20 K) [5] and a-YbAlj ogsFe.g14Bs (Yb+27655) at T = 20 K) [9]. The value of the 4f-5d Coulomb re-
pulsion is evaluated to be U]?dCP ~ 6.6 eV, if we employ (ppo) = 4.7 eV as a typical value taken from
the result of first-principles band-structure calculation for B [22]. Since Uy is onsite interaction at the
Yb site, this value seems reasonable. To examine this point, recently-developed partial-fluorescence-
yield (PFY) measurement of X ray using Yb L3 edge [24] seems useful for direct evaluation of Uy
in 8-YbAIB,4 and a-YbAlg ggsFep.014B4. Such measurements are interesting future subjects.

As for the Yb2 site, we confirmed 0,y = —Qiy and Oy, = 0 as well as To, = 0 and 75, = 0,
which are consistent with the second-order perturbation analysis in Sect.2.

Figure 2(b) shows the 4f-level dependences of the ED moment. Here, Xag for X = Q,T and
¢ = x,yis defined by X,y = Xors + Xor- With Xors = #ZKXMQ- The results of O, = 0 and
01y # 0 indicate that the ED moment along b direction exists. The b component of the ED moment
01, shows a sign change at the valence QCP indicated by the vertical dashed line in Fig. 2(b).

Figure 2(c) shows the 4f-level dependences of the MT-dipole moment. The results of T, = 0
and T1,. # O indicate that the MT-dipole moment along a direction exists, which also shows the
sign change at valence QCP. On the other hand, the MT-dipole moment 7', for another state of the
Kramers pair has opposite sign. Hence, the net MT-dipole moment is zero Ty, = T + T1- = O.
Here we note that the ED and MT-dipole moments satisfy the following relation

Ti =Ti = 220, 22)

e
which confirms the general formulation of multipoles in Ref. [16]. These results are consistent with
the second-order-perturbation analysis discussed in Sect. 2, which indicates that the odd-parity CEF
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Fig. 2. (color online) (a) The &, dependence of the 4f-hole number 7, at Yb for Uyq = 1.00, 1.20, 1.35, 1.40,
and 1.45. The &y dependences of (b) ED moment and (c) MT-dipole moment at the Ybl1 site for Uy; = 1.40.In
the plot of the ED (MT-dipole) moment, we set e = 1 (up = 1). In (b) and (c), dashed lines denote &7 = sQCP.

in Eq. (9) certainly inheres in the Hamiltonian Eq. (17). As noted in Sect. 2, the Yb2 site in Fig. 1(b)
has opposite sign of A in Eq. (9), and hence the ED and MT-dipole moments at the Yb2 site direct
oppositely to those in the Yb1 site, as shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c). We note that the results in Fig. 2(b)
show that recovery of local inversion symmetry occurs at the valence QCP, where the sign changes
of the ED and MT-dipole occurs.

Although vanishing MT-dipole moment is a consequence of the time-reversal symmetry of the
paramagnetic state, its fluctuation can arise even in the paramagnetic state. Actually, we find that the
MT-dipole susceptibility yymr has a peak at the valence QCP as shown in Fig. 3(a). Here, MT-dipole
susceptibility ymr = limg_ x7,7,(¢,0) is defined as

Xr.1(q.0) = < fo die ([ T3(0), T*,(O)]) (23)

with le‘ = e~ T; . This indicates that the MT fluctuation is enhanced at the valence QCP.

3.3 RPA beyond the mean-field theory

Since the charge-transfer fluctuation diverges at the valence QCP [7], the MT fluctuation is ex-
pected to diverge at the QCP, if the effect of critical valence fluctuations are taken into account. To
quantify this beyond the mean-field theory, we rewrite the MT susceptibility as the linear combination
of the charge-transfer-type susceptibility as follows:

X1.1.(q, w) ~ 28 g )+ (g.0) - Y (g w) - 1l (g w) (24)
where /\/izén(q’ w) is defined by
i 0 .
g w) = fo dre™ ([N} (1), A% (0)]) (25)

L Afd f df _ i
with Ag, = 2 fk+q1 k1+3 and Agy = 2 kor 143

function with respect to the Kramers states, Wthh appears via the hybridization between 4f and
conduction holes, is negligible because the hybridization is strongly suppressed in the heavy-fermion

3 S i3 Here we note that the off-diagonal Green
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Fig. 3. (Color online) (a) The &, dependence of ymt calculated by the mean-field theory for Uy = U?(ICP.

(b) Diagrams for RPA formalism with respect to Uy, for X{zdd(q, w) and X{f'f 'd(q, w). Red (light blue) arrow
represents the Green function of 4f (5d) quasiparticle and wevy line represents U ,. (c) The &7 dependences of
)(f};{*_] (filled triangle), X?;? d_l (filled diamond), and Xs;’(?f_] (square) calculated by RPA for Usy = U$, (see

text). In (a) and (c), the dashed line denotes £, = e(szP and we set ug = 1.

system B-YbAIBy, which gives the reduction of the order of 1072 ~ 103, Within this approximation,
the right hand side of Eq. (24) is expressed as above.

Near the valence QCP, charge-transfer fluctuations are enhanced, which are caused by inter-
orbital Coulomb repulsion Uyy. These effects can be taken into account by the Random Phase Ap-
proximation (RPA) with respect to U ¢4 as the corrections to the mean-field state, as shown in Fig. 3(b).

(g, ) = %o(g, W1 - Ugo(g, w)] ™", (26)

where ¢, {0, and U are given by

dd dfd
(@) = X{of) (¢, w) X{o)f (¢, w) U:[Uf" 0]
PTG @w) X g o) 0 Upl’

and 1 is the identity matrix. Here, the index O specifies the susceptibility calculated for the mean-field
state and we omit the index v since ¥2*°" = y*"°" holds in the paramagnetic state.

Here we note the ground of Eq. (26) as follows: The bubble-type diagrams which also appear in
the RPA formalism give negligible contributions since these types consist of the Green functions via
the strongly-renormalized hybridizations between f and conduction holes of the order of 1072 ~ 1073
in the heavy-fermion systems. In Ref. [7], the authors showed that the charge-transfer susceptibilities
expressed as the ladder-type diagrams in Fig.3(b) which constitute of the valence susceptibility are
derived from the extended periodic Anderson model. By taking into account the effects of the mode-
mode coupling of the charge-transfer fluctuations in Fig.3(b), it was shown that the quantum valence
criticality emerges, which explains coherently all the measured non-Fermi-liquid behaviors in the
physical quantities in S-YbAIB4 [7,8]. In that paper, we discuss the divergence of the charge-transfer
fluctuations shown in Fig.3(b) at the valence QCP within the RPA level. Since the two Yb sites in
the unit-cell [see Fig.1(b)] are equivalent crystallographically and we discuss the paramagnetic state
without applying the magnetic field, the RPA susceptibility only for the Ybl1 site is shown here. For
the basis of the RPA formalism with respect to the Coulomb repulsion between f and conduction
electrons near the valence QCP in heavy-fermion systems, we refer to Ref. [23] for readers.

Within this RPA formalism, the critical point is obtained by solving det{i -U Yo(q,w)} = 0,

which gives UJCC , = 1.635 and &f = S?CP. Then, by substituting Uyy = UJCcC and &y into Eq. (26)
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with 3" (g. w) for Byon = ffdd and fdfd, where X’ (q.) = x("(g.) and x{5/"(g. ) =

)(?({)df (¢, w) hold, we obtain corresponding }?%’(g,w) in the RPA. By substituting the obtained

X?79"(q, w) into the r.h.s. of Eq. (24), we obtain the MT-dipole susceptibility in the RPA. Figure 3(c)

shows the 4f-level dependence of the RPA susceptibilities of the charge transfers X?ﬁ? ;= limg_0 x4 (q,0),

XdRJEc/? = limy, ¥ (g,0), and the MT-dipole yRFA = limg 0 x7,7,(¢,0). These results show that

MT =
the charge-transfer fluctuations diverge at the valence QCP X?}Dﬁ? , = o0 and )(ij’?f = oo, giving rise to

the divergence of MT fluctuation y X = co. Namely, at the valence QCP, critical valence fluctuations

diverge. At the same time, the MT-dipole fluctuation diverges within the present RPA formalism.
Since the ED susceptibility is defined as

Y S , ,
Y00 @)= fo die” [ Q0). @ ,(O)]) @7)
with QZ =Y, e i Qi1y, the ED susceptibility is proportional to the MT-dipole susceptibility as
462
X0,0,(¢,0) ¥ —xr1,1.(q, W). (28)
g

This relation is obtained within the approximations where the Green functions for the off-diagonal
states with respect to the Kramers state are neglected as noted below Eq. (25). Namely, the ED
fluctuation along the b direction is proportional to the MT fluctuation along the a direction [see
Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)]. Hence, Eq. (28) suggests that ED fluctuation also diverges at the valence QCP.
This implies that measurement of the ED fluctuation can detect the MT-dipole fluctuation.

3.4 Discussions

We confirmed divergence of the MT-dipole fluctuation also occurs 07, /0h, = oo within the
mean-field theory by applying conjugate field — ) ;, h,Tiox to Eq. (17). Hence, divergent enhance-
ment of the MT as well as ED fluctuation at the valence QCP is expected to occur irrespective of
theoretical schemes which describe the divergence of the valence susceptibility at the valence QCP.

Since the Ybl site and Yb2 site are located each other at the inversion-symmetrical positions,
we expect that the enhancement of the uniform susceptibility at ¢ = 0 of the ED Q;, at the Ybl
site shown above yields the enhancement of the antiferro (AF)-type ED fluctuation with respect to
the Yb2 site in the unit cell as shown in Fig. 1(b). As for the MT dipole moment, we also expect
that the AF-type fluctuation between the Ybl and Yb2 sites in the unit cell is enhanced. To confirm
this explicitly, it is necessary to calculate the RPA susceptibility in Eq. (26) taking into account the
two Yb sites. Furthermore, as noted below Eq. (25), we neglected the off-diagonal component with
respect to the Kramers state in the Green function in deriving Eq. (24) and also Eq. (28). Within these
approximations, we have shown that the MT as well as ED fluctuation diverges at the valence QCP.
Although our result suggests that the MT as well as ED fluctuation is at least divergently enhanced
near the valence QCP, it is necessary to confirm which fluctuation among the ferro-type or AF type
MT and ED fluctuations in the unit cell really diverge simultaneously with the CVF beyond the above-
mentioned approximations. To check this point, it is necessary to take into account the contributions
from the off-diagonal components with respect to the Kramers states as well as the two Yb sites in
the unit cell in Eq. (26). Such a calculation is left for the future subject.

Although we focused on the ED and MT-dipole degrees of freedom in this paper, enhancement of
fluctuations of multipoles expressed by linear combinations of charge-transfer type operators is ex-
pected to occur generally at valence QCP. Since +1 different magnetic quantum number from those of
the spherical harmonics constituting the 4f wave function goif ) = @I =7/2,J, = £5/2) of the CEF
ground state is necessary to have finite matrix elements of the MT and ED, Yb 5d state which con-
sists of the spherical harmonics Y, ., (#) and/or Y, .1 (#) makes the MT and ED moments active [10].
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Hence, our results are considered to be relevant to the case that either or some of these four states
among 5 orbitals for 5d electron contribute to the conduction band near the Fermi level. Detection of
MT and ED fluctuations by various experimental probes as noted in Sect. 3.3 are interesting future
subjects.

4. Summary

In B-YbAIB4, seven-fold configuration of B atoms surrounding the Yb atom breaks local inver-
sion symmetry at the Yb site. On the basis of the hybridization picture, we have shown that admixture
of 4f and 5d wave functions with pure imaginary coefficient occurs, giving rise to ED and MT degrees
of freedom. By constructing the realistic minimal model, we have shown that at the valence QCP, MT
as well as ED fluctuation is divergently enhanced simultaneously with critical valence fluctuations.
Our study has revealed the underling mechanism by which novel multipole degrees of freedom can
be active as fluctuations, which is a new aspect of the charge-transfer effect.

Acknowledgments

We acknowledge H. Kusunose, S. Hayami, M. Yatsushiro, H. Kobayashi, C. Bareille, M. Suzuki
and H. Harima for valuable discussions. This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Num-
bers JP18K03542, JP18H04326, and JP17K05555.

References

[1] T. Moriya, Spin Fluctuations in Itinerant Electron Magnetism (Springer, Berlin, 1985).

[2] J. A. Hertz, Phys. Rev. B 14, 1165 (1976).

[3] A.J. Millis, Phys. Rev. B 48, 7183 (1993).

[4] S. Nakatsuji, K. Kuga, Y. Machida, T. Tayama, T. Sakakibara, Y. Karaki, H. Ishimoto, S. Yonezawa,
Y. Maeno, E. Pearson, G. G. Lonzarich, L. Balicas, H. Lee, and Z. Fisk, Nat. Phys. 4, 603 (2008).

[5] M. Okawa, M. Matsunami, K. Ishizaka, R. Eguchi, M. Taguchi, A. Chainani, Y. Takata, M. Yabashi, K.
Tamasaku, Y. Nishino, T. Ishikawa, K. Kuga, N. Horie, S. Nakatsuji, and S. Shin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104,
247201 (2009).

[6] Y. Matsumoto, S. Nakatsuji, K. Kuga, Y. Karaki, N. Horie, Y. Shimura, T. Sakakibara, A. H. Nevidomskyy,
and P. Coleman, Science 331, 316 (2011).

[7] S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 186403 (2010).

[8] S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 83, 103708 (2014).

[9] K.Kuga, Y. Matsumoto, M. Okawa, S. Suzuki, T. Tomita, K. Sone, Y. Shimura, T. Sakakibara, D. Nishio-
Hamane, Y. Karaki, Y. Takata, M. Matsunami, R. Eguchi, M. Taguchi, A. Chainani, S. Shin, K. Tamasaku,
Y. Nishino, M. Yabashi, T. Ishikawa, and S. Nakatsuji, Science Adv. 4, eaao3547 (2018).

0] S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 88, 033701 (2019).

1] A. H. Nevidomskyy and P. Coleman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 077202 (2009).

2] H. Kobayashi, private communications.

3] K. Kuga, Y. Kanai, H. Fujiwara, K. Yamagami, S. Hamamoto, Y. Aoyama, A. Sekiyama, A. Higashiya,
T. Kadono, S. Imada, A. Yamasaki, A. Tanaka, K. Tamasaku, M. Yabashi, T. Ishikawa, S. Nakatsuji, and
T. Kiss, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 036404 (2019).

[14] J. C. Slater and G. F. Koster, Phys. Rev. 94, 1498 (1954).

[15] K. Takegahara, Y. Aoki, and A. Yanase, J. Phys.: Solid. St. Phys., 13, 583 (1980).

[16] S. Hayami and H. Kusunose, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 87, 033709 (2018).

[17] S. Hayami, M. Yatsushiro, Y. Yanagi, and H. Kusunose, Phys. Rev. B 98, 165110 (2018).

[18] N. Read and D. M. Newns, J. Phys. C 16, 3273 (1983).

[19] Y. Onishi and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 69, 3955 (2000).

[20] O. K. Andersen and O. Jepsen, Physica B 91, 317 (1977).

[21] C. Bareille, S. Suzuki, M. Nakayama, K. Kuroda, A. H. Nevidomskyy, Y. Matsumoto, S. Nakatsuji,

T. Kondo, and S. Shin, Phys. Rev. B 97, 045112 (2018).

9



[22] D. A. Papaconstantopoulos, Handbook of the Band Structure of Elemental Solids (Springer US, 2015).
[23] See Sect.4 in K. Miyake, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 19, 125201 (2007).
[24] H. Tonai, N. Sasabe, T. Uozumi, N. Kawamura, and M. Mizumaki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 86, 093704 (2017).

10



