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Abstract

W e characterize the coexistence of itinerant ferrom agnetism and spin-

tripletsuperconductivity within a single m echanism involving local(Hund’s

rule)exchange am ong d electrons. The ratio oftransition tem peraturesand

the spin anisotropy ofthe superconducting gap isestim ated forZrZn2. The

A phase is stable in very low applied and m olecular �elds,whereas the A1

phasespersistsin higher�elds.A sm allresidualm agneticm om entispresent

below the Stonerthreshold in thesuperconducting phase.
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The coexistence ofweak itinerantferrom agnetism (W FM )and superconductivity (SC)

hasbeen recently discovered in UGe2 (Ref.1),ZrZn2 (Ref.2)and URhGe(Ref.3).Thesu-

perconducting phasewasencountered in theferrom agneticphase;both ofthesephasesseem

to disappearwith increasing pressure.Therefore,thesuperconductivity m ustbein
uenced

by theferrom agnetism ,particularly sincetheratio oftheCurietem perature(Tc)relativeto

thesuperconducting transition tem perature(Ts)can exceed an orderofm agnitude.

Itishard to im agine thatthe superconducting pairing in thatsituation involvesa spin

singlet,sincethem olecular�eld,e.g.,in ZrZn2 dueto theexchangeinteraction,which isof

the orderof4 H m = 150 T (�B H m = 17 m eV),exceedsby farthe therm odynam ic critical

�eld H c � 1T.

In thispaperwe consider both ofthese types ofordering within a single m echanism {

the Hund’srule exchange and we draw som e universalconclusionsfrom a relatively sim ple

and testablem odelcontaining two m icroscopicparam eters(apartfrom thedensity ofstates

and itsderivativesattheFerm ilevel).W efollow som eoftheapproxim ationsoftheoriginal

Bardeen,Cooper,and Schrie�er (BCS)theory,although we em ploy the linearized disper-

sion relation and spin-splitstructure ofquasiparticle statesto accountforthe Ferm i-liquid

structureoftheweak-ferrom agneticsuch asZrZn2.

The spin � triplet pairing in weakly ferrom agnetic system s hasbeen considered before

being m ediated by the exchange oflongitudinalspin 
uctuations5 or being triggered by

the electron-phonon interaction.6 Quite recently7;8,the question ofthe coexistence offer-

rom agnetism with spin � singletsuperconductivity hasbeen reexam ined within the m ean-

�eld theory.Allthe foregoing work isbased on one-band (Hubbard orextended Hubbard)

m odel,so thesuperconductivity can ariseeitherfrom exchange ofa param agnon forrepul-

sive interactions5,or as a result oflocalattractive interaction (negative � U m odel).7 In

ourapproach thepairing,induced by localHund’s’ruleexchange,appearsin thecorrelated

and orbitally degeneratesystem sand togetherwith theshort-rangeCoulom b interaction is

regarded asthesourceofitinerantm agnetism in 3d and 4d m etallicsystem . 11Thisinteror-

bitalinteraction rem ainslocalifthe degenerate bandsare notstrongly hybridized. Thisis

exactly whathappensforZrZn2,where them ain contribution to thehigh density ofstates

�(�F )atthe Ferm ienergy from the two d bands,which do nothybridize4;12 (see also the

discussion below.)

W e startfrom the e�ective m odelproposed by usrecently10 and extend itto consider

explicitly both ferrom agnetism and superconductivity.Itisrepresented by theHam iltonian

H =
X

k‘�

(E
k‘
� �)n

k‘�
+ H ex + H c (1)

The quasiparticle band energy E
k‘

� E
k‘

� � ofquasim om entum k is labelled by the

orbitalindex ‘= 1 and 2.Thelocalinterorbitaland intraatom icHund’s’rulecoupling can

berepresented in two equivalentwaysas9

H ex = � 2J
X

i

(S i1 � Si2 +
3

4
n1in2i)= � 2J

X

im

A
+

im A im ; (2)

where S i‘ and ni‘ are the spin and the particle-num ber operators for ‘-th orbitalon site

i,and a
+

im are real-space spin-tripletcreation operatorson site i(A +

i1 = a
+

i1"a
+

2i",etc.). H c
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represents the direct Coulom b interaction (the Hubbard term ),aswellasthe interorbital

Coulom b term

H c = U
X

li

nli"nli# + U
0
X

l6= l0;i

nlinli: (3)

The last term does notin
uence the phases considered in the �rstorder so itis dropped

out. So,(1)represents,in ourview,a correlated system 13,in which the localinteractions

determ inethequantum instabilities.

W eintroducethecom bined Hartree-Fock-BCS approxim ation and thefourdim ensional

Nam bu-typerepresentation.Thism eansthattheinteraction partisrewritten �rst(up to a

constant)in thefollowing m anner

H ex + H c = � 2J
X

m

�

< A im > A
y

im + < A
y

im > A im � j< Aim > j
2
�

� I

"
X

i

Sz(Sz

i1 + S
z

i2)�
1

2
(Sz)2

#

; (4)

where Sz � < Szi1 + Sz
i2 > isthe m agnetic m om entperatom ,< A im > isone ofthe three

possiblecom ponentsofthesuperconducting gap param eters,and I = U + 2J isthee�ective

Stonerparam eter. Subsequently,the Ham iltonian can be rewritten asa 4� 4 m atrix with

creation operatorsf+
k
� (f

y

k1"
f
y

k1#
;f

�k2"
;f

�k2#
),so that

H =
X

k

f
y

k
A f

k
+
X

k�

E
k2

+ N

"

I(Sz)2 +
X

m

j< A im > j2

2J

#

; (5)

whereA is4� 4 m atrix oftheform

A =

0

B
B
B
@

E
k1

� ISz ; 0 ; � 1 ; � 0

0 ;E
k1

+ ISz ; � 0 ; � � 1

� 1 ; � 0 ;� E
k2

+ ISz ; 0

� 0 ; � � 1 ; 0 ;� E
k2

� ISz

1

C
C
C
A
:

Thism atrix can bediagonalized analytically.Theinteresting casesareonly thosewith the

spin dependend gaps(i)� " > � # and � 0 = 0 (which wecalltheanisotropicA phase);and

(ii)� " 6= 0and � # = � 0 = 0(which iscalled theA1phase).In case(i),thefoureigenvalues

are

�
k�1;2

=
1

2
(E
k1

� E
k2
)�

�
1

4
(E
k1

+ E
k2

� �ISz)2 + � 2

�

�1=2

: (6)

Thesign (� )correspondstothelabels(1,2)of�
k�

and re
ectsholeand electron excitations,

respectively.The spectrum isseparated with respectto thespin orientation � = � 1 ofthe

Cooper pair. The spectrum is fully gapped ifboth � " and � # are nonzero. W e obtain

a com bination ofthe spin splitting and superconducting gap (the gap atthe Ferm ienergy

E F = �)is2
�q

(ISz)2 + � 2
" +

q

(ISz)2 + � 2
#

�

� 2ISz when thespin is
ipped and � " or� #

within thespin subband.W hatisprobablym oreim portant,in A1statehalfofthespectrum

rem ainsgapless�
k#1

= � E
k2
+ ISz,�k#2 = E

k1
+ ISz.Thus,thereshould bea substantial
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linear speci�c-heatterm presentalso in the superconducting A1 state and thisdependence

should be distinguished from the Tn dependence (n � 2)due to the gap zeros(the latter

would require the interband hybridization and hence the dependence14 J ! J
kk

0). The

linearspeci�cheat
 com esfrom thespin m inority electrons,and sincefora weak itinerant

m agnetISz � E F ,there willbe drop in the relative value of
 ofthe order�#=(�" + �#),

where�� � ��(E F )isthedensity ofstatesin spin-� subband attheFerm ienergy.

Theresultsobtained so fararegeneralin thesensethey areindependentofa particular

electronic structure. In the following we assum e thatthe bandsare the sam e,i.e. E
k1

=

E
k2

� E
k
so thatE

k
� � ’ vF k,wherevF istheFerm ivelocity.

TheBogolyubov quasiparticleoperatorscan also beeasily calculated;then they are15
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1
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with thecoherence factors
0

@
u
(�)

k

v
(�)

k

1

A =
1
p
2

 
1+ � �=�k�
1� ��=�k�

!

; (8)

and theeigenvalue �
k�

= �
k�1

= � �
k�2

� [(v�k)
2 + � 2

�]
1=2.Notethatthespin dependent

Ferm ivelocity iscaused by thecircum stancethatwehavespin-splitbandsin theferrom ag-

neticphase.TheHam iltonian hasthediagonalform H =
P

k�
�k�(�

+

k�
�
k�

+ �
�k�

�
�k�

)+

E 0,which is the BCS form with spin-dependent quasiparticle and gap energies. The last

factorcontributestoim portantdi�erenceswith theBCS theory.Nam ely,thegap param eter

attem peratureT = 0 isdeterm ined from theequation

1= J��

Z
km �

� km �

d3(v�k)
q

(v�k)
2 + � 2

�

; (9)

where �� = 12�2F �=W (�f� is the Ferm ienergy for quasiparticles with spin � and W is

the e�ective width ofthe band,related to the Ferm ivelocity via W = (24�2�hv2F =
0)
1=3,

where
0 istheelem entary-cellvolum e).Theintegration boundary km isdeterm ined by the

condition thatthepaired particleswith spin � arepresentonly within thespin-splitregion

oftheband,i.e.,by theconstraintv�km � = �ISz.In e�ect,weobtain an estim ate

� � = 4ISzexp

 

�
1

��J

!

: (10)

Analogously,wecan estim atethecriticaltem peratureby selectingan equivalentbutslightly

di�erentrepresentation ofthequasiparticleenergies:E
k
� � � �ISz = �hvF k� �ISz,where

vF istheFerm ivelocity in theparam agneticphase.Then thecondition forTS (for�= � ")

reducesto

1= I

Z
km in

� km in

tanh
�
�hvF k� 2JS

z

2kB TS

�

�hvF k� JSz
: (11)

In e�ect,weobtain theestim ate
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kB TS ’ 2:26ISzexp

 

�
1

J�

!

: (12)

In both expressionsfor� � and forTS,theexponentcontainstheexchangeintegral,whereas

thepreexponentialfactorism ultipliedbythem agneticm om ent.Thism eansthatspin-triplet

superconductivity disappearstogetherwith ferrom agnetism . Thisresultism ore generalas

itrelieson the wellfounded notion thatCooperperofspin orientation � existwithin the

corresponding spin subbandsifonly � 0 = 0 (theB phaseisnotstable).

To m ake the estim ates explicit we have to relate the results for a weak itinerant fer-

rom agnet. 16 It is easy to rederive those results in the present situation with Tc � TS.

Nam ely,theCurietem peratureisgiven by theexpression

Tc =

p
6

�

2

4

 
�
0

�

! 2

�
�00

�

3

5

� 1=2

[(I� � 1)=I�]1=2; (13)

with �0 and �00 being,respectively, the �rst and the second derivative ofthe density of

states �(E )taken atEF . Additionally,the m agnetic m om ent atT = 0 is given by Sz =

(1=2)[(I� � 1)=B ]1=2,with

B = I
3
�

8

2

4

 
�0

�

! 2

�
�00

�

3

5 : (14)

Taking the parabolic density ofstates corresponding to the linearized dispersion relation,

wecan determ ine theratio Ts=Tc in an explicitm anner

TS

Tc
’ 1:17exp

 

�
1

J�

!

: (15)

Sim ilarly,thegap ratio is

� "

� #

’ exp
�

(2I=3J)(�0=�2)Sz

�

; (16)

which in thelim itI� � 1givestheratioexceedingthree.Theratiowillgrow rapidly with Sz

and theprediction ln(� "=� #)� Sz could betested experim entally.TheA1superconducting

stateisreached fastwith theincreasing m om ent.

To interpretour�ndingsin the coexistence regim e we can say thatthe A phase (with

� # 6= 0)cannot appear either near the quantum criticalpoint { the Stoner threshold,at

which I� = 1,orin theferrom agnetically saturated state.In theform ercase,therelatively

sm all�eld can polarizetotally thesystem (sincethem agneticsusceptibility � = �0=(1� I�)

isalm ostdivergent). Underthese circum stances,the bound state with � # 6= 0 cannotbe

form ed,sincethepolarized surrounding willrespond to thepresence ofthesecond electron

strongly. On the otherhand,ifthe m agnetic m om entin the ferrom agnetic state isalm ost

saturated,then the bound state with � # cannot be form ed as the system is rigid. Only

in between those two lim iting situations,but rather on the weak-ferrom agnetic side,the

coherentA statecan berealized.Otherwise,theA1 statewillbecom estable.
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To gain a quantitative insightinto the natureofA and A1 statesand theircoexistence

with the spin polarized state, we have also perform ed the analysis in the param agnetic

state,i.e.,for�I < 1,butin theapplied m agnetic�eld B 6= 0.To am plify num erically the

e�ects discussed,we have put I = J and choose a constant density ofstates . The phase

diagram asa function ofm agnetic�eld isdisplayed in Fig.1.Noteagain thatthephaseA

disappearsin the vicinity ofthe Stonerthreshold m arked by the verticaldashed line. On

the contrary,the phase A1 continues towards the Stonerboundary. In Fig.2,we provide

the�eld dependenceoftheground stateenergy away from theStonerthreshold fornorm al,

A,and A1 phases.The A1 phase isthem oststablein a high applied �eld and can coexist

with a saturated ferrom agnetism . The sam e happens forthe super
uid 3He. This m eans

thatthesuperconducting coherencelength forA1phasebecom esunbound when thesystem

reachesthesaturated state.

Theinterestingfeatureofourresultsisthatthepresenceofthesuperconductivity indices

a m agneticm om enteven below theStonerthreshold.Them agnitudeofthem om entbelow

theStonerthreshold (J=W = 0:25in thiscase)isdisplayed in Fig.3.Obviously,thee�ectis

enhanced by thechoiceofthedensity ofstatesselected and particularly by theassum ption

I = J ,butitisworth m entioning.Itsuggeststhatin thepresence ofthesuperconducting

state m akes the Stoner criticalpoint a hidden one. This point willbe elaborated further

elsewhere.

In sum m ary,we have considered the m ost naturalm odelfor the coexistence offerro-

m agnetism and spin-triplet superconductivity,both induced by a single m echanism { the

localferrom agnetic exchange in the orbitally degenerate system s. W hile the anisotropic

A-stateseem sto bestablein weakly polarized and param agneticsystem satlow �elds,the

A1 state m ay coexisteven closer to the quantum criticalpoint. The paired state induces

a sm allm agnetic m om enteven below the Stonerthreshold. Itshould be interesting to ex-

tend theseresultstothehybridized system s10,when k-dependent(p-ord-wave)spin-triplet

superconductivity willappear.

Thiswork wassupported by theKBN GrantNo.2P03B 09218,aswellasby NSF Grant

No.DM R 96-12130.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1.Phase diagram specifying the stable superconducting statesA and A1 (see m ain

text).The dotted line speci�esthe onsetofthe m agnetically saturated state. The vertical

dot-dashed linem arkstheStonerthreshold.

Fig.2. Ground-state versus applied m agnetic �eld B.AtB = 0 the equal-spin pairing

state (A-phase)isstable,whereasin high �eld A1 phase (with the spinsparallel)prevails.

Thesystem isbelow theStonerthreshold.

Fig.3.M agneticm om entperorbital(upperpanel)and thesuperconducting gaps(lower

panel) versus applied �eld (below the Stoner threshold). The inset shows the chem ical

potentialvs. B . The horizontalarrow indicatesa sm allresidualm agnetic m om entin the

B ! 0 lim itbelow theStonerthreshold.
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