arXiv:2203.10273v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 19 Mar 2022

Journal of the Physical Society of Japan LETTERS

Crystalline Electronic Field in Rare-Earth Based Quasicrystal and Approximant:

Analysis of Quantum Critical Au-Al-Yb Quasicrystal and Approximant

Shinji Watanabe and Mina Kawamoto

Department of Basic Sciences, Kyushu Institute of Technology, Kitakyushu, Fukuoka 804-8550, Japan

On the basis of the point charge model, we formulate the crystalline electronic field (CEF) Hamiltonian H_{CEF} in the rare-earth based quasicrystal (QC) and approximant crystal (AC) with ligand ions located at pseudo 5-fold configurations by using the operator equivalent method. By setting the total angular momentum J = 7/2, the CEF in the quantum critical QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15} and the 1/1 AC Au_{51}Al_{35}Yb_{14} is analyzed with consideration for the effect of Al/Au mixed sites. We find that the ratio of the valences of ligand ions x = Z_{Al}/Z_{Au} plays an important role in characterizing the CEF ground state. As x decreases from x = 3, the 4f wave function of the CEF ground state with the flat shape lying in the mirror plane is deformed around x ≈ 0.8 to the flat shape perpendicular to the pseudo 5-fold axis at x = 0. The formulated H_{CEF} by J is generally applicable to rare-earth-based QCs and ACs, which is useful to analyze the CEF.

Discovery of the rare-earth based quasicrystal (QC) has opened a new research field of strongly-correlated electrons on the QC. The QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15} exhibits unconventional quantum critical phenomena at ambient pressure, which surprisingly persists even under pressure at least up to P = 1.6 GPa.^{1, 2)} The quantum criticality in physical quantities such as the magnetic susceptibility, the specific-heat coefficient, the resistivity, and the NMR relaxation rate and its robustness against pressure have been shown to be explained by the theory of critical Yb-valence fluctuations.^{3–7)} Recently, a sharp change in the Yb valence has been observed in the QC (Au_{1−y}Cu_y)_{51} (Al_{1−x}Ga_x)_{34}Yb_{15} at x = y = 0, which gives the direct evidence of the quantum valence criticality.^{8)} The QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15} consists of the Tsai-type cluster which has concentric shell structures shown in Fig. 1. In Fig. 1(c), Yb atoms are located at each vertex of the icosahedron, forming the Yb 12 cluster. In the cluster center [Fig.1(a)], the 1st shell [Fig.1(b)], and the 3rd shell [Fig.1(d)], Al/Au mixed sites exist with existence ratio 7.8%/8.9%, 62%/38%, and 59%/41%, respectively.^{9)} There also exists the 1/1 approximant crystal (AC) Au_{51}Al_{35}Yb_{14} with periodic arrangement of the unit cell where the Tsai-type cluster is located at the corner and center in the body-centered cubic (bcc) lattice.

Although understanding of the origin of the quantum criticality has proceeded, the detail of the crystalline electronic field (CEF) in the QC and AC has been unresolved. Recently, the CEF in rare-earth based ACs with the bcc lattice composed of the Tsai-type cluster has been studied experimentally. The specific-heat and magnetic-susceptibility measurements in Zn_{85.5}Sc_{11}Tm_{3.5}^{10)} and the neutron measurement in Cd_6Tb^{11)} have reported that the CEF ground state is |J = 6, J_z = ±6⟩. Here, J is the total angular momentum and both Tm^{3+} (4f^{12}) and Tb^{3+} (4f^8) have the J = 6 ground state according to the Hund’s rule. The wave function Φ_±(r̂) = ⟨r̂|J = 6, J_z = ±6⟩ is lying in the plane perpendicular to the pseudo 5-fold axis (see the xy plane and z axis in Fig. 2, respectively).

Very recently, inelastic neutron measurement combined with the analysis of the CEF by the point-charge model in the AC Au_{70}Si_{17}Tb_{13} has suggested that the wave function

Fig. 1. (Color online) Tsai-type cluster consists of (a) the cluster center, (b) the first shell, (c) the second shell, (d) the third shell, and (e) the fourth shell with Yb (pink), Al (blue), Au (yellow), and Al/Au mixed site (green).

of the CEF ground state is lying in the plane parallel to the pseudo 5-fold axis (i.e., the z axis in Fig. 2).^{12)} This is in sharp contrast to that in ref. 11 albeit both materials have the Tb-based bcc lattice composed of the Tsai-type cluster. It is also noted that magnetic long-range orders have been observed in the AC Cd_6R (R=Nd, Sm, Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, and Tm)^{13–15)} and Au-SM-R (SM=Si, Ge, and Sn; R=Gd, Tb, Dy, and Ho)^{16, 17)} which consist of the Tsai-type cluster. The importance of the magnetic anisotropy in the magnetic orders has been reported.^{13, 18–20)} To clarify its origin, theoretical analysis of the CEF is highly desired. These circumstances motivate us to study theoretically the CEF in the rare-earth based QC and AC.

In this letter, we formulate the CEF Hamiltonian H_{CEF} in the rare-earth based QC and AC by the total angular momentum J using the operator equivalent method. By setting J = 7/2, we analyze the CEF of the QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15} and the AC taking into account the effect of the Al/Au mixed site. We clarify the CEF states and find that the ratio of valences

Fig. 2. (Color online) (a) Local configuration around the Yb atom (pink). The number labels surrounding Al (blue), Au (yellow), and Al/Au mixed site (green). (b) Top view from the z direction of (a).

of the screened ligand ions plays the important role in characterizing the CEF ground state.

Let us start with the formulation of H_{CEF}. As a first step of analysis, we study the CEF on the basis of the point charge model. The CEF Hamiltonian for the Yb^{3+} ion is given by H_{CEF} = |e|V_{cry}(r) in the hole picture. Since Yb^{3+} has 4f^{13} configuration, this state is regarded to have a hole in the closed shell with 4f^{14} configuration for Yb^{2+}. Hence, the charge of the 4f hole at Yb^{3+} is set to be +|e|. The potential V_{cry}(r) is given by

V_{cry}(r) = 16� i=1 q_i |R_i − r| ,

= 16� i=1 ∞� ℓ=0 ℓ� m=−ℓ

q_i R_i � r R_i

�_ℓ

4π(−1)^m 2l + 1

Y^m_ℓ (θ_i, φ_i)Y^{−m}_ℓ (θ, φ),(1)

where Y^m_ℓ (θ, φ) is the spherical harmonics with the azimuthal quantum number ℓ and the magnetic quantum number m. Here, R_i = (R_i, θ_i, ϕ_i) is the position vector of the ligand ions of Al^{ZAl+} and Au^{ZAu+} with Z_{Al} and Z_{Au} being valences of Al and Au respectively for i = 1-16 shown in Fig. 2(a), which surround the Yb ion in the Tsai-type cluster in the QC and AC.^{9, 21)} Since the existence ratio of the cluster center is quite small, here we neglect the cluster center [Fig. 1(a)]. Then q_i is given by q_i = Z_{Al}|e| and q_i = Z_{Au}|e| for each site in Fig. 2(a).

By using the Wigner-Eckart theorem,^{22)} H_{CEF} can be expressed by Stevens operators^{23)} as

H_{CEF} = B^0_2O^0_2 + B^2O^2 + B^2(s)O^2(s) + B^1_2O^1_2 + B^1_2(s)O^1_2(s)

+ B^0_4O^0_4 + B^4O^4 + B^4(s)O^4(s) + B^3_4O^3_4 + B^3_4(s)O^3_4(s)

+ B^2_4O^2_4 + B^2_4(s)O^2_4(s) + B^1_4O^1_4 + B^1_4(s)O^1_4(s)

+ B^0_6O^0_6 + B^6O^6 + B^6(s)O^6(s) + B^5_6O^5_6 + B^5_6(s)O^5_6(s)

+ B^4_6O^4_6 + B^4_6(s)O^4_6(s) + B^3_6O^3_6 + B^3_6(s)O^3_6(s)

+ B^2_6O^2_6 + B^2_6(s)O^2_6(s) + B^1_6O^1_6 + B^1_6(s)O^1_6(s), (2)

where B^m_ℓ is defined as B^m_2 = −|e|C^m_2 ⟨r^2⟩α_J h^m_2 , B^m_4 = −|e|C^m_4 ⟨r^4⟩β_J h^m_4 , and B^m_6 = −|e|C^m_6 ⟨r^6⟩γ_J h^m_6 . Here, C^m_ℓ is given by C^0_2 = √ π/5, C^1_2 = 2 √ 6π/5, C^2 = √ 6π/5, C^0_4 = √ π/12, C^1_4 = √ 5π/3, C^2_4 = √ 10π/6, C^3_4 = √ 140π/6, C^4 = √ 70π/12, C^0_6 = √ 13π/104, C^1_6 = √ 546π/52, C^2_6 = 4 √ 5460π/793, C^3_6 = √ 5460π/104, C^4_6 = 3 √ 182π/104, C^5_6 = √ 9009π/52, and C^6 = √ 12012π/208. The Stevens factors α_J , β_J, and γ_J are given by α_J = 2/63, β_J = −2/1155, and γ_J = 4/27027 for Yb^{3+}.^{24)} The expectation value by the radial part of the wave function is given by ⟨r^2⟩ = 0.1826 Å^2, ⟨r^4⟩ = 0.0854 Å^4, and ⟨r^6⟩ = 0.0863 Å^6 on the basis of the Dirac-Fock calculation for Yb^{3+}.^{25)} Here, h^m_ℓ is given by

h^m_ℓ = Re � � � � 16� i=1 q_i R^{ℓ+1}_i

(−1)^mY^m_ℓ (θ_i, φ_i) � � � � . (3)

In Eq. (2), B^m_ℓ (s) is obtained by inputting h^m_ℓ (s) defined by

h^m_ℓ (s) = Im � � � � 16� i=1 q_i R^{ℓ+1}_i

(−1)^mY^m_ℓ (θ_i, φ_i) � � � � , (4)

instead of h^m_ℓ into each B^m_ℓ above.

Stevens operators O^m_ℓ and O^m_ℓ (s) are expressed by operators of the total angular momentum J_z, J_+ ≡ (J_x + J_y)/2, and J_− ≡ (J_x − J_y)/(2i) (see supplemental materials).^{23, 24, 26, 27)} The Hund’s rule tells us that the ground state of Yb^{3+} is given by J = 7/2. We see that all the terms in the right hand side (r.h.s.) of Eq. (2) remain. This is in sharp contrast to the CEF Hamiltonian in the heavy-fermion systems specified by the crystal point group, where most terms are canceled owing to the high symmetry.^{6, 12)} This is characteristic of H_{CEF} in the QC and AC.

By diagonalizing the 8 × 8 CEF Hamiltonian H_{CEF} with the basis |J_z⟩ with J_z = 7/2, 5/2, 3/2, 1/2, −1/2, −3/2, −5/2 and −7/2 for J = 7/2, we obtain the CEF energies and the eigenvectors. The four sets of eigenstates with Kramers degeneracy are obtained as

|ψ_{n+}⟩ = a_{n1} � � � 7 2 � + a_{n2} � � � 5 2 � + a_{n3} � � � 3 2 � + a_{n4} � � � 1 2 �

+ a_{n5} � � �− 1 2 � + a_{n6} � � �− 3 2 � + a_{n7} � � �− 5 2 � + a_{n8} � � �− 7 2 � ,(5)

|ψ_{n−}⟩ = a^∗_{n8} � � � 7 2 � − a^∗_{n7} � � � 5 2 � + a^∗_{n6} � � � 3 2 � − a^∗_{n5} � � � 1 2 �

+ a^∗_{n4} � � �− 1 2 � − a^∗_{n3} � � �− 3 2 � + a^∗_{n2} � � �− 5 2 � − a^∗_{n1} � � �− 7 2 � ,(6)

where a_{ni} is the complex numbers satisfying

�_{8i=1} |a_{ni}|^2 = 1 for n = 0, 1, 2, and 3.^{6)}

First we discuss the case that Al is 100% occupied at the Al/Au mixed sites as a representative case, which was shown to have the highest probability among possible Al/Au configurations [see Fig. 5(b)].^{6)} The effect of the Al/Au mixed sites will be discussed later.

In metallic crystals, the valences of Al and Au are known to be Z_{Al} = 3.0 and Z_{Au} = 1.0 respectively in normal metal^{28)} and alloyed AC.^{29)} In reality, screening effect by conduction electrons is expected to reduce Z_{Al} and Z_{Au} from the above values.^{12)} Hence, we analyze the CEF for Z_{Al} = xZ_{Au} by changing x for 0 ≤ x ≤ 3. Here we set Z_{Au} = 0.01776159 so as the CEF excitation energy Δ ≡ E_1 − E_0 at x = 3 to be 20 K estimated from the entropy obtained by in the QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15}.^{1, 30)} So far, direct experimental verification of these choices of x and Z_{Au} has not been reported. However, if one compares the following Fig. 3 with the data of the future neutron measurement, it is possible to identify x and Z_{Au} experimentally, which will be discussed in detail later.

Figure 3(a) shows the x dependence of the CEF energies E_n (n = 0, 1, 2, and 3) with the Kramers degeneracy. The energy

Fig. 3. (Color online) (a) The x dependence of the CEF energy levels E_0 (filled circle), E_1 (filled triangle), E_2 (open square), and E_3 (open inverted triangle) for the Al 100% case in the Al/Au mixed site with Z_{Al} = xZ_{Au} and Z_{Au} = 0.01776159. (b) The CEF energy levels Ē_n (n = 0, 1, 2, and 3) averaged over all the configurations of the Al/Au mixed site. Notations are the same as (a).

Fig. 4. (Color online) Square of the spherical part of the 4f wave function |ψ_{0+}(r̂)|^2 of the CEF ground state (a) for x = 0.0, (b) x = 1.0, (c) x = 2.0, and (d) x = 3.0 for Z_{Al} = xZ_{Au} and Z_{Au} = 0.01776159.

levels close up around x ≈ 0.8. To clarify how the CEF ground state evolves, we plot |ψ_{n+}(r̂)|^2 in Fig. 4. Here, the spherical part of the 4f wave function is given by ψ_{n±}(r̂) ≡ ⟨r̂|ψ_{n±}⟩ with r̂ being the unit vector for the radial direction. Since the Al and Au ions are located symmetrically with respect to the mirror plane shown in Fig. 2 as the yz plane, the 4f wave function has the shape symmetric to the yz plane. At x = 0.0, |ψ_{0+}(r̂)|^2 has a flat shape slightly tilted from the xy plane as shown in Fig. 4(a). As x increases, the wave function is deformed as shown in Fig. 4(b) for x = 1.0. At x = 2.0 and 3.0, the wave function has the flat shape lying in the mirror plane i.e. yz plane as shown in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d).

Note that the results shown in Figs. 4(a)-4(d) do not depend on the value of Z_{Au} itself. This is because the change in Z_{Au} merely multiply H_{CEF} a constant [see the r.h.s. of Eq. (1)] so that the eigenstates do not change as far as x is the same.

Fig. 5. (Color online) (a) Configurations of Al (blue) and Au (yellow) for the Al/Au mixed sites classified by the number of Al atoms. (b) Probability of each configuration of (a).^{6)}

This allows us to compare Fig. 3 with the CEF energy levels observed by the inelastic neutron measurement. Namely, first x is determined so as the measured energy levels to reproduce the ratios of energy differences E_{n+1} − E_n for n = 0, 1, 2 each other. Then, Z_{Au} is determined so as the absolute value of E_n to reproduce the measured energy levels. In this way, the screened values of valences of Al and Au, i.e., Z_{Al} and Z_{Au} in metallic QC and AC can be determined.

Next, let us discuss the effect of the Al/Au mixed site. Considering the existence ratio of the Al/Au mixed sites in Fig. 1,^{9)} possible configurations of the Al/Au mixed site around Yb, which are illustrated in Fig. 5(a), was calculated by the 10^7 step of random-number generation in ref. 6. Here, the Al/Au mixed site [i.e., the i = 2, 4, 5, and 9th site in Fig. 2(a)] seen from the y direction is illustrated in Fig. 5(a). The obtained probability of each configuration w_{Nζ(N)} is shown as the bar graph in Fig. 5(b). Here, N is the number of Al in the Al/Au mixed sites and ζ(N) specifies the configuration shown in Fig. 5(a). Although difference of the bond energy depending on each configuration was not explicitly taken into account in the calculation in ref. 6, the effect is considered to be reflected in Fig. 5(b) resultantly since the existence ratios of the Al/Au mixed sites in the AC determined by the Rietveld structural analysis^{9)} are reproduced by the configurations and weights shown in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b) respectively.

The CEF energy and wave function averaged over all the configurations of the Al/Au mixed site are obtained by

Ē_n = 4� N=0 � ζ(N)

w_{Nζ(N)} E_{Nζ(N),n}, (7)

ψ̄_{n,±}(r̂) = 4� N=0 � ζ(N)

w_{Nζ(N)} ψ_{Nζ(N),n±}(r̂), (8)

respectively, where w_{Nζ(N)} satisfies

�_{4N=0} �_{ζ(N)} w_{Nζ(N)} = 1. It is noted that as seen in Figs. 5(a) and 5(b), each configuration not symmetric with respect to the mirror plane (i.e., yz plane in Fig. 2) has corresponding configuration desymmetrized in the opposite direction with the same probability. Hence, after averaging the wave function in Eq. (8), the shape of |ψ̄_{n,±}(r̂)|^2 becomes symmetric with respect to the mirror plane.

Figure 3(b) shows the x dependence of the averaged CEF energy Ē_n. The overall feature is similar to the Al 100% case shown in Fig. 3(a). Figure 6 shows square of the spherical part of the 4f wave function averaged over all Al/Au configurations shown in Fig. 5(a) |ψ̄_{0+}(r̂)|^2 of the ground state for (a) x = 0.0, (b) x = 1.0, (c) x = 2.0, and (d) x = 3.0 in Z_{Al} = xZ_{Au}. For x ≥ 1, the shapes of the 4f wave function are almost similar to the Al 100% case shown in Figs. 4(b)-4(d). For x = 0, the 4f wave function has the almost flat shape lying in the xy plane, as shown in Fig. 6(a). Since the magnetic moment is generally aligned to the direction perpendicular to the flat shape of the 4f wave function, the results in Figs. 6(a)- 6(d) indicate that the moment direction is changed from the nearly pseudo-5-fold-axis direction for x = 0 to the perpendicular direction (i.e. x axis) for x = 3. Namely, the direction of the magnetic anisotropy changes according to x. It is noted here that the net magnetic moment at Yb is cancelled for the doubly degenerate CEF ground states ψ̄_{0±}(r̂).

For x = 0, the charges at the Al sites in the Al/Au mixed sites [i.e., the i = 2, 4, 5, 9th site in Fig.2(a)] in Fig.4(a) are zero. By considering the configurations shown in Fig. 5(a) in the averaging process of the Al/Au mixed sites, the charges distributed at the upper- and lower-pentagon Al/Au sites with respect to the xy plane in Fig. 6(a) tend to be homogeneous. This makes the shape of the wave function flat lying in the xy plane in comparison with that in Fig. 4(a). On the other hand, for x >∼ 1, the charges at the Al sites in the Al/Au mixed sites in Figs. 4(b)-4(d) are positive. Hence, even by considering the configurations shown in Fig. 5(a) in the averaging process of the Al/Au mixed sites, the charge Z_{Al}|e| is merely replaced with Z_{Au}|e|, which resultantly gives no remarkable change in the shape of the wave function as shown in Figs. 6(b)-6(d).

These results indicate that the analysis of the CEF assuming that the Al/Au mixed sites are all occupied by Al, which has the highest probability as shown in Fig. 5(b), captures the qualitative feature especially in the x >∼ 1 regime but for details the averaging procedure by the Al/Au mixed configurations is necessary. Our study has clarified that the ratio of the valences of the screened ligand ions x plays an important role in characterizing the CEF ground state.

In general, the CEF is caused by the effects of the electrostatic interaction and the hybridization. The present study has focused on the former effect. Now we briefly discuss the latter effect. It was reported that the quantum criticality disappears when Al is replaced with Ga in the QC Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15}.^{21)} This implies that the hybridization of 3p orbital at Al and 4f orbital at Yb contributes to the ground state. Actually, the theoretical analysis based on the extended periodic Anderson model in the AC showed that the hybridization of the 4f state at Yb and the 3p state at the nearest neighbor (N.N.) Al site [i.e., the i = 9th site in Fig. 2(a)] plays the important role in realizing the quantum critical state.^{5, 6)}

As shown in Fig. 6(d), the 4f wave function for x = Z_{Al}/Z_{Au} = 3 extends to the N.N. Al site, which is expected to earn the lower energy when the hybridization effect is taken into account. Furthermore, this wave function also extends to the Al site along the pseudo 5-fold axis [i.e., the i = 16th site in Fig. 2(a)]. Since this Al site belongs to the 3rd shell in Fig. 1(d) with the 100% existence probability, this state is also favorable when the hybridization effect is taken into account. From these speculations, the features of the wave function which extends to the i = 9 and 16th sites in Fig. 2(a) as in Figs. 6(c) and 6(d) are expected to be relevant even after

Fig. 6. (Color online) Square of the spherical part of the 4f wave function averaged over all Al/Au configurations shown in Fig. 5(a) |ψ̄_{0+}(r̂)|^2 of the CEF ground state for (a) x = 0.0, (b) x = 1.0, (c) x = 2.0, and (d) x = 3.0 in Z_{Al} = xZ_{Au}.

taking account of the effect of the hybridization as the CEF ground state. As for the CEF energy levels, the effect of the hybridization is estimated to give the O((p f σ)^2/ΔE_±) contribution to the results in Fig.3 where ΔE_+ (ΔE_−) is the excitation energy of f^1 → f^2 (f^1 → f^0) in the hole picture. The analysis of the CEF by taking into account the hybridization effect is an interesting future subject.

To summarize, on the basis of the point change model, we have formulated the CEF Hamiltonian H_{CEF} in the rareearth based QC by the equivalent operators of the total angular momentum J. By diagonalizing H_{CEF} for J = 7/2 in Au_{51}Al_{34}Yb_{15}, we have analyzed the CEF energies and the 4f wave functions. We have clarified that the ratio of valences of the screened ligand ions x ≡ Z_{Al}/Z_{Au} plays the important role in characterizing the CEF ground state. The crossover of the CEF ground states occurs around x ≈ 0.8. As x decreases from x = 3, the 4f wave function changes from the flat shape lying in the mirror plane to the almost flat shape perpendicular to the mirror plane at x = 0. Comparing our results with the future neutron measurement will make it possible to determine x and Z_{Au}, which identifies the CEF states. Notable is that H_{CEF} is formulated for general J as in eq. (2), which is applicable to the other rare-earth based QCs and ACs. It is interesting to analyze H_{CEF} in the Tb- and Tm-based ACs to be compared with experimental analysis of the CEF in refs. 10–12.

Acknowledgment The authors thank T. Ishimasa for helpful discussions on the valences of Al and Au in the metallic AC. This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers JP18K03542 and JP19H00648.

1) K. Deguchi, S. Matsukawa, N. K. Sato, T. Hattori, K. Ishida, H.

Takakura, and T. Ishimasa, Nat. Mat. 11, 1013 (2012).

2) T. Watanuki, S. Kashimoto, D. Kawana, T. Yamazaki, A. Machida, Y. Tanaka, and T. J. Sato, Phys. Rev. B 86, 094201 (2012).

3) S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 186403 (2010).

4) S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 82, 083704 (2013). 5) S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 85, 063703 (2016). 6) S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 30, 184001

(2018).

7) S. Watanabe and K. Miyake, Solid State Commun. 306, 113774 (2020). 8) K. Imura, H. Yamaoka, S. Yokota, K. Sakamoto, Y. Yamamoto, T.

Kawai, K. Namba, S. Hirokawa, K. Deguchi, N. Hiraoka, H. Ishii, J. Mizuki, T. Ishimasa, and N. K. Sato, Sci. Rep. 10, 17116 (2020).

9) T. Ishimasa, Y. Tanaka, and S. Kashimoto, Phil. Mag. 91, 4218 (2011). 10) S. Jazbec, S. Kashimoto, P. Koželj, S. Vrtnik, M. Jagodič, Z. Jagličić, and J. Dolinšek, Phys. Rev. B 93, 054208 (2016).

11) P. Das, P.-F. Lory, R. Flint, T. Kong, T. Hiroto, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Canfield, M. de Boissieu, A. Kreyssig, and A. I. Goldman, Phys. Rev. B 95, 054408 (2017).

12) T. Hiroto, T. J . Sato, H. Cao, T. Hawai, T. Yokoo, S. Itoh, and R. Tamura, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 32, 415802 (2020).

13) R. Tamura, Y. Muro, T. Hiroto, K. Nishimoto, and T. Takabatake, Phys.

Rev. B 82, 220201(R) (2010).

14) A. Mori, H Ota, S. Yoshiuchi, K. Iwakawa, Y. Taga, Y. Hirose, T.

Takeuchi, E. Yamamoto, Y. Haga, F. Honda, R. Settai, and Y. Ōnuki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81, 024720 (2012).

15) R. Tamura, Y. Muro, T. Hiroto, H. Yaguchi, G. Beutier, and T. Takabatake, Phys. Rev. B 85, 014203 (2012).

16) T. Hiroto, G. H. Gebresenbut, C. Pay Gómez, Y. Muro, M. Isobe, Y.

Ueda, K. Tokiwa, and R. Tamura, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 25, 216004 (2013).

17) T Hiroto, K Tokiwa, and R Tamura, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 26, 216004 (2014).

18) T. Sugimoto, T. Tohyama, T. Hiroto, and R. Tamura, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

85, 053701 (2016).

19) A. Ishikawa, T. Fujii, T. Takeuchi, T. Yamada, Y. Matsushita, and R.

Tamura, Phys. Rev. B 98, 220403(R) (2018).

20) T. J. Sato, A. Ishikawa, A. Sakurai, M. Hattori, M. Avdeev, and R.

Tamura, Phys. Rev. B 100, 054417 (2019).

21) S. Matsukawa, K. Tanaka, M. Nakayama, K. Deguchi, K. Imura, H. Takakura, S. Kashimoto, T. Ishimasa, and N. K. Sato, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 83, 034705 (2014).

22) E. P. Wigner, Group Theory and its Application to the Quantum Mechanics of Atomic Spectra (New York, Academic Press, 1959).

23) K. W. H. Stevens, Proc. Phys. Soc. A 65, 209 (1952). 24) M. T. Hutchings, Solid State Physics 16, 227 (1964). 25) A. J. Freeman and J. P. Desclaux, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 12, 11 (1979). 26) (Supplemental Materials) for Stevens operators expressed by the total angular momentum J.

27) http://www2.cpfs.mpg.de/~rotter/homepage_mcphase/manual/node132.html 28) W. B. Pearson, The Crystal Chemistry and Physics of Metals and Alloys (Wiley-Interscience, John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York-London- Sydney-Toronto, 1972).

29) U. Mizutani, H. Sato, M. Inukai, and E. S. Zijlstra, Philos. Mag. 93, 3353 (2013).

30) K. Deguchi and N. K. Sato, private communications.

Supplemental Materials Stevens operators are expressed by operators of the total angular momentum J_z, J_+ ≡ (J_x + J_y)/2, and J_− ≡ (J_x − J_y)/(2i), as follows:^{23, 27)} O^2(s) = −i 2 (J^2_+ − J^2_−), (9) O^1_2(s) = −i 4 [J_z(J_+ − J_−) + (J_+ − J_−)J_z], (10) O^0_2 = 3J^2_z − J(J + 1), (11) O^1_2 = 1 4 [J_z(J_+ + J_−) + (J_+ + J_−)J_z], (12) O^2 = 1 2 (J^2_+ + J^2_−), (13) O^4(s) = −i 2 (J^4_+ − J^4_−), (14) O^3_4(s) = −i 4 [(J^3_+ − J^3_−)J_z + J_z(J^3_+ − J^3_−)], (15) O^2_4(s) = −i 4 [(J^2_+ − J^2_−)(7J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 5) + (7J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 5)(J^2_+ − J^2_−)], (16) O^1_4(s) = −i 4 [(J_+ − J_−)(7J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 1)J_z) + (7J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 1)J_z)(J_+ − J_−)], (17) O^0_4 = 35J^4_z − (30J(J + 1) − 25)J^2_z + 3J^2(J + 1)^2 − 6J(J + 1), (18) O^1_4 = 1 4 [(J_+ + J_−)(7J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 1)J_z) + (7J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 1)J_z)(J_+ + J_−)], (19) O^2_4 = 1 4 [(J^2_+ + J^2_−)(7J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 5) + (7J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 5)(J^2_+ + J^2_−)], (20) O^3_4 = 1 4 [(J^3_+ + J^3_−)J_z + J_z(J^3_+ + J^3_−)], (21) O^4 = 1 2 (J^4_+ + J^4_−), (22) O^6(s) = −i 2 (J^6_+ − J^6_−), (23) O^5_6(s) = −i 4 [(J^5_+ − J^5_−)J_z + J_z(J^5_+ − J^5_−)], (24) O^4_6(s) = −i 4 [(J^4_+ − J^4_−)(11J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 38) + (11J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 38)(J^4_+ − J^4_−)], (25) O^3_6(s) = −i 4 [(J^3_+ − J^3_z )(11J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 59)J_z) + (11J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 59)J_z)(J^3_+ − J^3_z )], (26) O^2_6(s) = −i 4 [(J^2_+ − J^2_−)(33J^4_z − (18J(J + 1) + 123)J^2_z + J^2(J + 1)^2 + 10J(J + 1) + 102) + (33J^4_z − (18J(J + 1) + 123)J^2_z + J^2(J + 1)^2 + 10J(J + 1) + 102)(J^2_+ − J^2_−)], (27) O^1_6(s) = −i 4 [(J_+ − J_−)(33J^5_z − (30J(J + 1) − 15)J^3_z + (5J^2(J + 1)^2 − 10J(J + 1) + 12)J_z) + (33J^5_z − (30J(J + 1) − 15)J^3_z + (5J^2(J + 1)^2 − 10J(J + 1) + 12)J_z)(J_+ − J_−)], (28) O^0_6 = 231J^6_z − (315J(J + 1) − 735)J^4_z + (105J^2(J + 1)^2 − 525J(J + 1)

+ 294J^2_z − 5J^3(J + 1)^3 + 40J^2(J + 1)^2 − 60J(J + 1), (29) O^1_6 = 1 4 [(J_+ + J_−)(33J^5_z − (30J(J + 1) − 15)J^3_z + (5J^2(J + 1)^2 − 10J(J + 1) + 12)J_z) + (33J^5_z − (30J(J + 1) − 15)J^3_z + (5J^2(J + 1)^2 − 10J(J + 1) + 12)J_z)(J_+ + J_−)], (30) O^2_6 = 1 4 [(J^2_+ + J^2_−)(33J^4_z − (18J(J + 1) + 123)J^2_z + J^2(J + 1)^2 + 10J(J + 1) + 102) 6

+(33J^4_z − (18J(J + 1) + 123)J^2_z + J^2(J + 1)^2 + 10J(J + 1) + 102)(J^2_+ + J^2_−)], (31) O^3_6 = 1 4 [(J^3_+ + J^3_z )(11J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 59)J_z) + (11J^3_z − (3J(J + 1) + 59)J_z)(J^3_+ + J^3_z )], (32) O^4_6 = 1 4 [(J^4_+ + J^4_−)(11J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 38) + (11J^2_z − J(J + 1) − 38)(J^4_+ + J^4_−)], (33) O^5_6 = 1 4 [(J^5_+ + J^5_−)J_z + J_z(J^5_+ + J^5_−)], (34) O^6 = 1 2 (J^6_+ + J^6_−). (35)