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A double-exchange mechanism for the emergence of ferroetiagmin cubic uranium compounds is
proposed on the basis ofjaj coupling scheme. The idea @sbital-dependent duality of 5f electrons
concerning itineranf’y and localized™; states in the cubic structure. Since orbital degree of beeis
still active in the ferromagnetic phase, orbital-relatedmfum critical phenomenon is expected to appear.
In fact, odd-parityp-wave pairing compatible with ferromagnetism is found ie thcinity of an orbital
ordered phase. Furthermore, even-padiwave pairing with significant odd-frequency components is
obtained. A possibility to observe such exotic supercotiditicin manganites is also discussed briefly.
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In the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer theory for superconduc- In this Letter, a double-exchange scenario for the emer-
tivity, it was simply considered that magnetism suppressggnce of ferromagnetism in cubic uranium compounds is pro-
superconductivity, since the singletvave electron pair me- posed on the basis of the orbital-dependent duality nature
diated by phonon-induced attraction is easily destroyed f 5f electrons. We also propose some experiments to con-
an applied magnetic field. However, since the pioneering difirm the double-exchange ferromagnetism in cubic uranium
covery of superconductivity in Ce-based heavy-fermion manaterials. In the ferromagnetic phase, we obtain the ratluce
teriaP and some uranium compoun#t$jt has been gradually Hamiltonian with active orbital degree of freedom. By azaly
recognized that anisotropic superconducting pair mediiaye ing the model within a random phase approximation (RPA),
magnetic fluctuations generally appears in strongly cateel we find both odd-paritp-wave and even-parity-wave pair-
electron materials. In particular, due to successive dmeo ing states in the vicinity of an orbital ordered state, sisgge
ies of superconductivity near an antiferromagnetic phasie b ing orbital-related quantum critical phenomena. Finalhg
in d- and f-electron systems, nowadays it is confirmed thabriefly discuss a possibility of superconductivity in manga
“magnetism is a good friend to superconductivity”. ites, which is well described by the double-exchange model.

When we turn our attention to the relation between ferro- First we briefly explain theg/-j coupling scheme. We in-
magnetism and superconductivity, it was discussed thtkt criclude the spin-orbit coupling so as to define the state labell
cal magnetic fluctuations can mediate triplet Cooperbhir. by the total angular momentugy given by j=s+¢, where
fact, superconductivity has been observed in a ferromaégnet and £ are spin and angular momenta, respectively. For
phase of uranium compounds such as W&eURhGel! orbitals with/=3, we immediately obtain an octet wijk7/2
Ulr,*2 and UCoG¢-2 However, for f-electron systems, a mi- and a sextet withi=5/2, which are well separated by the spin-
croscopic theory for superconductivity has not been satisf orbit interaction. Since the octet level is higher than the-s
torily developed so far, mainly due to the difficulty in multi tet one, it is enough to considg¢r5/2 sextet when locaf-
orbital nature and strong spin-orbit couplingfoélectrons.  electron number is less than six.

A way to overcome such a situation is to exploitjg Next we define the ong-electron state in the cubic crystal
coupling scheme. Along this research direction, the pitesestructure. It is well known that under the cubic CEF potdntia
author has developed microscoyfieelectron theories on the the sextet ofj=5/2 is split intoI'; doublet andl'y quartet.
basis of thej-j coupling schemé*16In the model, onef- Note, however, that the ground state depends on the crystal
electron state is characterized by an appropriate line@sw costructure. For instance, in the AugGtype cubic structure, the
bination of thez component of total angular momentuim energy level fod'; doublet is lower than that fdrg , while
Usually it is convenient to use the basis which diagonalizéder Cak-type cubic structurd, g quartet becomes the ground
the crystalline electric field (CEF) potential. In any case, state. In this paper, we assume the case Wjtrground state.
accommodate plural numbers @felectrons in such ong- Since we consider the metallic uranium compounds, the
electron states due to the effect of Hund’s rule interaction valance of uranium ion takes the value between three and

For the case of cubic CEF potential, it is well known thafour, corresponding to the locglelectron number between
the j=5/2 sextetis splitintd’, doubletand’y quartet. Since three and two. When we accommodate two or three electrons
theI'; orbital has nodes along the cubic axes, it has strong lo I'; andI'y levels, we find two possibilities of low- and
calized nature, whil&'y states have itinerant nature in com-high-spin states, if we borrow the terminology &€lectron
parison withI'; electrons. This orbital-dependent duality ofsystems, depending on the balance between the Hund’s rule
f electrons seems to be a key issue of rich phenometyfa in interaction and the CEF splitting betweBn andI'; levels.
electron materials. Since electrons in localizgdand itiner- Readers may consider that the high-spin state is always sta-
antI'y orbitals are coupled with the Hund’s rule interactionpilized in f-electron ions, but we should note that the effec-
we envisage a situation similar to double-exchange mangative Hund’s rule interaction/.s in the j-j coupling scheme
ites with mobilee, and localized,, electrons. is reduced from the original Hund’s rule coupling amafig
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(a)

ing.2® Since the double-exchange ferromagnetism occurs so
as to gain the kinetic energy, the ferromagnetic transition

curs more easily when electrons can move smoothly. Thus, we
propose the appearance of the ferromagnetic metallic phase
due to the application of hydrostatic pressure or the hofe do
ing on insulating and/or antiferromagnetic states of culné

nium compounds. In the case of uranium compounds, hole
doping can be done by thorium substitution. Itis a drastes-ph
nomenon that ferromagnetism appears due to thorium doping
into antiferromagnetic uranium compounds.

WhenT'y is lower thanl'; with large Hund’s rule cou-
pling, the double-exchange ferromagnetism occurs for itin
posed the low-spin state for actinide ions to understamnul spﬁlr"’lmr7 ar_ld Iocal|zedF8_. Such a situation |s_real|zed n

: _ P d-based filled skutterudite compounds, in which ferromag-
and orbital structure of AnTGgAn=U and Np; T=Ni, Pt, Fe o . .
718 : . 19 20 . netism is frequently observed. It may be interesting to $eek
and Co$”-'8 and multipole order in Np@!®2%In this paper, . S .
evidence of double-exchange ferromagnetism in such materi

on the other hand, we attempt to find new possibility of h'g. als. Note also that the present mechanism cannot be directly

Spin state concerning ferromagnetism and supercondyctivi applied to the tetragonal Uranium material, but it worksreve

Now we discuss thef-electron kinetic term in a tight- . .
binding approximation. When we evaluafeelectron hop- in the tetragonal system, when the CEF level splitting among
) Kramers doublets are less thdpy and the lower level has

ping amplitudet?_, for nearest-neighbor hopping via the localized nature.

7T/
. . NSO gy
bond between adjaceffitorbitals, it is given byZ, =—+/3t2, Let us discuss the superconductivity in the ferromagnetic
phase. For the purpose, we consider the spinfeskectron

=— /318, =3t%=3t/4, t¥, =V/3t¥, =3t} =3t},=3t/4, and

%, =t, where indices: andb distinguishes twad'; states (see , : .

Fig. 1) andt is given byt=3(f fo)/7 with the use of Slater- model with active orbital degree of freedom as

Koster integral f fo).2%22 Note thatl'; orbital is localized, H= Z e f fivar +U Z NiaNib, (1)

since the corresponding wavefunction has nodes along the it a

axis directions, as shown in Fig. 1. On the other hdnd,

orbitals are itinerant and their hopping amplitudes arethus

same as those ef, orbitals of3d electrons'>?3sincel's is

isomorphic tol's x I's, wherel's indicatesE' representation which is less than the bandwici

for the orblyal partand’s denotes the spin part. . ... Note that ift*_,=té,,., H is eql.JivaIent to the well-known
As mentioned above, we assume the high-spin state in tq—'ﬁubbard modélr/and”vv’e simply deduce thimvave super-

pageENal;nell)/, the Hu;‘d s rulel mtzr_actlon v_vorks_amm;g conductivity appears near the antiferro orbital-orderease.

an [’y orbitals. Note that Cou om interaction Iy states However, in actuality, electrons hop among different agljac

is larger than those fof'y ones in the order of/.¢. The ! '

difference of the magnitude of Coulomb interaction betweeorb'tals' The type of superconductivity in such a realistia-

. I : e 57 : )
itinerant and localized orbitals is not significant in compa tiorbita system has been discussed actidefy] and quite re

ison with d-electron systems, but in the combination Wi,[hcently, it has attracted much attention due to the discogtry
Fe-based superconductdfs.

the orbital dependent duality nature, we arrive atdbeble- . . , DA
C . The non-interacting Green’s functi@nis given by
exchange model, which is used as a canonical model for man-
ganitest>23In this model, in order to gain the kinetic energy, ~_1 iWn + b — Ekaa —Ekab
; S (k) = _ ) > (2
the ferromagnetic phase appears, which is called the deuble Ekba Wy, + L — Ekbb

gxchange ferromagnetlsm. This IS est.abhshed n the @Ha“twhere we introduce the abbreviatiba(k, iw,,), k is the mo-
tive understanding of ferromagnetism in manganites.

: mentumw,,=(2n+ 1)7T is the fermion Matsubara frequency
In order to confirm the emergence of double-exchange fer-. ; _
L . w*th an integern and a temperatur®, eg., =3t(cosk, +
romagnetism in uranium compounds, we propose a couple 0 _ _
2 . . ' X cosky)/2, expp =t(cosky + cosky +4cosk,)/2, €kab =Ekba
experiments in analogy with manganites. One is the observa- V/3t(cos k, — cos k,)/2, and a chemical potential con
. xr = Y y -

tion of large negative magnetoresistance phenomenone Sir{c _ . Z .
. : fols theI'y electron numbefn). SinceI'; electron is as-
electrons can move smoothly in the ferromagnetic phase In

. . . Lo sumed to be localized, the casegwf=1 and 2 correspond to
comparison with the paramagnetic one, the resistivityasdr ;. T .
. o U4t and U ions, respectively.
tically decreased, when we apply a magnetic field on double- . - .
In order to discuss superconductivity, we solve the lin-

exchange materials. The large negative magnetoresisitance arized gap equation for anomalous self-energyiven b
cubic uranium compounds may be an evidence for the doubl%— gap €q @ y
exchange mechanism. For instanceius,, large magne- ¢ . (k) = _TZ Z ) (k, k’)@% (), (3)
toresistance phenomenon has been obséefvalthough this YA Y
material does not have cubic structure. . . R ) R

Another is more direct evidence for the relation betweeWhereK (k, k') =V (k, k')G(k")G(—k') andV is given by
f[he CL_me tem.peratu.rﬁc and thg kinetic energy. In mangan- Vi, K) = J + Jx(k — K — Jx(k — k)] ~4T
ites with relatively wide bandwidth for conduction electsp o o X (4)
it has been observed that is increased with the hole dop- + L — L(k+ k) + Lx(k+ &)L

Fig. 1. Charge distribution of (d)5 “, (b) ng, and (c)I'; states.

orbitals Jg as Jeg=Ju(gs — 1)?=Ju/49,** whereg; is the
Landé’s g-factor ang ;=6/7 for J=5/2. In fact, we have pro-

wheref;, is the annihilation operator for afrelectron in the
T-orbital of 'y at sitet, ni7=fgffir, andU is the inter-orbital
Coulomb interaction. Throughout this paper, we Eetdt,
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Fig. 2. (Color online) Phase diagram fbi=4¢ near the quantum critical
region. Inset shows the whole phase diagram.
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around at a quantum critical poipt/t ~ 1.76. Note that

orbital isnot the conserved quantity, since there exists non-

zero hopping amplitude between different orbitals. Thus, i

is meaningless to define orbital singlet and triplet by anal-

ogy with spin singlet and triplet in the standard singletaib

Hubbard model. Here the superconducting pair is classified

only by parity. In fact, we find that the superconductingestat

is labelled by even- and odd-parity, as shown in Fig. 2.

Fig. 3. (Color online) (a) Anomalous self-energies with quidity vs.n We remark that even- and odd-frequency components
at k=(n/3, /2, 3w /5). (b) Sign of¢1 (k,iwT) with odd-parity on the are mixed in the present case. In order to understand
Fermi surfaces. Red and blue colors denote plus and minos, sspec-  ths point, it is convenient to redefine the anomalous self-
tively. (c) Sign of¢s(k, iwT') with odd-parity on the Fermi surfaces. energy as¢1(k):¢aa (k), s (k):gbbb(k), ¢3(k):[¢ab(k) 4

bva (K)]/V2, ando, (k)=[¢as (k) — dpa (k)] /+/2. First we note

that the relationp; (k)=—¢;(—k) always holds forj=1~4,

since it is due to the fermion property. The odd-parity
solutions are characterized 8¢ (k, iw,,) =—¢?(—k, iw,)
=¢?(k, —iw,) for i=1~3 and ¢ (k, iw,) =—¢3(—k, iwy,)

Here Jaub.ap=Jba.ba=Laa.pv=Lib.ca=U, I denotes unit ma-
trix, and x -, ry, 7574 (¢) =— D1 Griry(k + ¢)Gryry (k). Here
q=(q,vn), q is the momentum, and,=2nr=T is the boson

Matsubara frequency. In the calculation, we use a32x 32 =— 8 (k, —icon). Note thats3 (k) has odd-frequency property.

lattice and 1024 Matsubara frequencies. On the other hand, the even-parity solutions are character-

In Fig. 2, we show the phase diagram in (e T") plane. . e/1 - A_ e . E { . .

X . . ized by ¢S (k, iwp,)= ¢S (—k, iwy )= — ¢ (k, —iwy,) for i=1~3
The boundary curve is determined from the divergence 'nnd¢e(kziw ):¢e(_1k )= 65 (k i ). Note thaise (k)
the RPA susceptibility. The inset shows the whole phase 0‘3|l AN ) A n i
. ; . with i=1~3 have odd-frequency properties.
agram: In the region | @ u/t <0.85), the orbital ordered ' . : S
! N Let us first examine the odd-parity solution in the low-

state appears. The ordering vector@s(r, 7, 7) at u=0, temperature region. In Fig. 3(a), we plgts vs. n of w,. As
but it is changed a$ér, 7, §), whered is monotonically de- P gon. 9 ' P ) v

. . mentioned abovey;’s for i=1~3 are even-frequency func-
creased with the decreaseofind it eventually becomes Zero, o while, is odd-frequency one. The absolute value of
for p/t >0.7. In the narrow region Il (0.85 /¢t <1.05), ’ 4 q y :

X - o . ¢4 Is relatively smaller than those of the even-frequency ones
W/e tflidlggg&(g’:% Vgltg) 5;v1hlgr/el<§:.7lrnf:)r;67£7? |(110| Il (%A./(t)wi Sinceg, (k) is exactly equal to the amplitude for the antisym-
g< - fo.r T/,t -0 1’ e - metric pair of electrons on different Fermi surfaces, thatige

On the analogy of anisotropic superconductivity near atr)1u“0n Of¢, is suppressed. In Figs. 3(b) and 3(c), we plot the

antiferromagnetic critical point, we expect the appeagarfc Signs ofg: (k, iT’) andes (k, inT), respectively, on a couple
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of Fermi surfaces in the first Brillouin zone. From the result mates the normal self-energy effect such as damping of quasi
the pairing symmetry is found to hewave. We do not show patrticle, but in future, we can perform the FLEX calculation
the results forp, ande,, butg, is similar tog; and the mag- in the combination with dynamical mean-field approximation
nitude of ¢4 is small in comparison with other components(4) We have discussed superconductivity in the ferromagnet
The node positions af3 are different from those af,, butit  phase from a microscopic viewpoint, but in actuality, itéch
is due to the difference in local symmetrylof andl“gb. In  essary to consider how magnetic flux penetrates the system. |
fact, we findgs~¢1 (cos k, — cosky). the magnetic flux forms some pattern such as the Abrikosov
In Fig. 4, we show the results for even-parity solution ifattice, it indicates the ordering of localiz&éd electrons car-
the high-temperature region. Thedependence is depictedrying magnetic moments. This point may lead to an inter-
in Fig. 4(a). We find that;'s for i=1~3 are odd-frequency esting possibility of the coupling between flux-latticerfa-
functions, whileg, is even-frequency one. Also in this casetion and spin-orbital order. (5) We have proposed the spinle
the contribution ofp, is relatively small in comparison with model, but from a realistic viwpoint, we should include both
other components. Thus, the even-parity solution is charamajority and minority spin bands. However, the minorityspi
terized by the odd-frequency components, leading to a way band is virtually ignored, when minority spin density is so
observe peculiar odd-frequency pairifigz-rom Fig. 4(b), the small that the intra-orbital Coulomb repulsion is effeetiv
gap function is found to be characterizeddsyvave. As ob- reduced in comparison with inter-orital Coulomb inetranti
served in Fig. 4(c)ps seems to be-wave, due to the relation indicating that orbital fluctuations dominate spin ones.
of ¢g~p1(cosky — cosky). In summary, we have proposed the double-exchange sce-
Note thatp is related to the valence of uranium ion.nario for the emergence of ferromagnetism in cubic uranium
The critical point ofu/ta1.76 corresponds ttr)~1.6, i.e., compounds. We have found orbital-related quantum critical
U3-4+. The width of the superconducting region for the vaphenomena such as odd-parjiywave and even-parityi-
lence of uranium ion is the order of 0.01. Namely, the regiowave superconducting states in the vicinity of orbitaleret
is limited, but the value in the middle of®} and Ut isre- phase. This orbital-fluctuation-induced supercondutytiis
alistic for actual uranium metallic compounds. Thus, we beexpected to be found in ferromagnetic cubic uranium com-
live that the superconductivity induced by orbital fluctoas  pounds and cubic perovskite manganites near the half-dopin
could appear in ferromagnetic cubic uranium compounds.  The author thanks Y. Aoki, Y. Haga, R. Higashinaka, S.
Here we mention a possibility to apply the theory to manKambe, T. Maehira, and H. Sato for discussions. This work
ganites, which are well described by the double-exchang@s been supported by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
model. The superconducting region correspondsitez1.6, on Innovative Areas “Heavy Electrons” (No. 20102008) of
which denotes, electron number for manganites. The sit-The Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science, and
uation indicates 0.4 electrons per manganese ion form tiiechnology, Japan. The computation in this work has been
particle-hole symmetry. Thus, the situation is close tdidlé  done using the facilities of the Supercomputer Center of In-

doped manganites with orbital ordering. In cubic manganitestitute for Solid State Physics, University of Tokyo.

with relatively wide bandwidth, the metallic ferromagmeti
phase is known to appear near the orbital ordering. The pat-
tern of orbital ordering is different from the present ong,ib 1)
is expected to observe superconductivity in manganitds wit 2
high quality near half-doping. We note that the supercotduc
ing transition temperaturg. in Fig. 2 seems to be higherthan 4)
that of the single-band Hubbard model within the same RPA.5)
The stabilization of the even-parity solution due to signifi 6)
cant odd-frequency components seems to be relevant to th
increasel,.. Since this point may open a new route to hifjh- 9)
materials, further investigations will be required in frgu 10)
Five comments are in order. (1) We have discussed orbitah)
ordering and superconductivity in the ferromagnetic phasé?2)
but in order to confirm that the Curie temperature is higheﬁ)
than the orbital-ordering temperature dfid it is necessary 15)
to estimate the magnitude of Coulomb interaction amgng 1)
orbitals. This point is out of the scope of this paper, but it17)
is one of future problems. (2) We have pointed out that  18)
becomes localized orbital when we take into account enly ;g;
bond for f electron hopping. In general,.hopplng. amphtudele)
throughr and¢ bonds appear and effective hoppings through,)
ligand anions exist. Thu§,; is not perfectly localized in ac-
tual systems. However, we still believe that orbital deand 23)
duality has an important starting point for the discussian o 24)
ferromagnetism and superconductivity. (3) We have ignoreés)
L : : 6)
normal self-energy effects, but it is possible to includenth  »7)
for instance, in the fluctuation-exchange (FLEX) approximaz8)
tion. Without considering the vertex corrections, it owie 29)
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