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Abstract

W e characterize the coexistence of itinerant ferrom agnetism and spin—
triplet superconductivity w thin a single m echanian involving local Hund’s
rule) exchange am ong d electrons. The ratio of transition tem peratures and
the spin anisotropy of the superconducting gap is estim ated for ZrZn,. The
A phase is stabl In very low applied and m olcular elds, whereas the Al
phases persists n higher elds. A am all residualm agnetic m om ent is present
below the Stoner threshold in the superconducting phase.
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T he coexistence of weak itnerant ferrom agnetisn W FM ) and superconductivity (SC)
hasbeen recently discovered n UGe, Ref. 1), ZxZn, Ref.2) and URhGe Ref. 3). The su-
perconducting phase was encountered in the ferrom agnetic phase; both of these phases seam
to disappear w ith increasing pressure. T herefore, the superconductivity m ust be In uenced
by the ferrom agnetian , particularly since the ratio ofthe Curie tem perature (T.) relative to
the superconducting transition tem perature (Tg) can exceed an order ofm agnitude.

Tt is hard to in agine that the superconducting pairing in that situation nvolves a spin
singlet, sjnoellthe molcular eld, eg. In ZrZn, due to the exchange interaction, which is of
theorderof? H, = 150 T ( gH, = 17me&V), exceeds by far the them odynam ic critical

edH. 1T.

In this paper we consider both of these types of ordering w thin a single m echanisn {
the Hund’s rule exchange and we draw som e universal conclusions from a relatively simple
and testable m odel containing two m icroscopic param eters (@part from the density of states
and its derivatives at the Fem ilevel) . W e follow som e of the approxin ations of the original
Bardeen, Cooper, and Schrie er BCS) theory, although we em ploy the lnearized disper-
sion relation and soin-split structure of quasiparticle states to acoount for the Fem iHigquid
structure of the weak—ferrom agnetic such as Z2rZn,.

The spin  tripkt pairing In weakly ferrom agnetic system s has been considered before
being m ediated by the exdqange of ]ongjtudmal qajn uctuatjons'E' or being triggered by
the electron-phonon interaction £ Quite reoent]y'- 2, the question of the coexistence of fer-
rom agnetism wih spin  singkt superconductivity hasbeen reexam ined w ithin the m ean—

eld theory. A 1l the Poregoing work is based on oneband H ubbard or extended Hubbard)
m odel, so the sqperoonductjylty can arise either from exchange of a param agnon for repu}
sive interactiong?, or as a resul of local attractive interaction Mmegative U m odel)'
our approach the pairing, induced by localHund’s’ rule exchange, appears in the oorre]ated
and orbitally degenerate system s and together w ith the shortrange C oulom b _interaction is
regarded as the source of itinerant m agnetian In 3d and 4d m etallic system . T his interor-
bital Interaction rem ains local if the degenerate bands are not strongly hybridized. This is
exactly what happens for ZrZn,, where the m ain contrdbution to the high dens:ty of states
(¢ ) at the Fem ienergy from the two d bands, which do not hybr:dlze‘-" 2% (see also the
discussion below .) .

W e start from the e ective m odel proposed by us recentl<? and extend it to consider

explicitly both ferrom agnetism and superconductivity. It is represented by the H am iltonian

X
H = CEk\ )rk\ + Hex+ He @)
kw

The quasiparticle band enermgy Ej . Ep . of quasim om entum k is habelled by the
obital index ‘= 1 and 2. The local nterorbital and intraatom ic Hund'’s" rule coupling can
be represented in two equivalent ways as?

X 3 X
H ex = 2J (S i § + I‘111_r121) = 2J A;n AJm ’ (2)

i im

where S ;. and n;. are the spin and the particle-num ber operators for “-th orbital on site
i, and aj, are realspace spin-triplet creation operators on site 1 A} = aj.aym, etc). H.



represents the direct Coulomb interaction (the Hubbard tem ), as well as the Interorbital
Coulomb tem

X X
H c = U NNy + U 0 nyngg 2 (3)
i 16 i
The last term does not In uence the phases considered In the st order so it is dropped
out. So, (1) represents, in our view, a correlated systsngg, In which the local nteractions
determ ine the quantum mnstabilities.
W e introduce the com bined H artree Fodk-BC S approxin ation and the four din ensional
N am bu-type representation. Thism eans that the interaction part is rew ritten rst (Up to a
constant) In the llow Ing m anner

Hey +He= 20 <Ap >AL + <AV >Ay <AL > F
#
oz z z 1 — 2
I Sz(5+ Sy) E(SZ) ; @)
where S? < S + S% > is the magnetic m om ent per atom , < Ay, > is one of the three
possble com ponents of the superconducting gap param eters, and I = U + 2J isthe e ective
Stoner param eter. Subsequently, the Ham iltonian can be rewritten asa 4 4 m atrix wih
: vy o, .
creation operators% (il"fkl#,f konif o) SO that

n

X X _ X < Ay > F
= y Z\2 J im .
H = kafk+ Ek2+N I(2%) + T H )
k k m
where A is4 4 m atrix ofthe form
0 — 1
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Thism atrix can be diagonalized analytically. T he interesting cases are only those w ith the
FoIn dependend gaps () > 4 and (= 0 Whith we callthe anisotropic A phase); and
(@@ 6 0and 3= (= 0 Whith iscalled theA 1 phase). In case (@), the oureigenvalues
are

1 1 L, o,
k12~ 38k Pl 7Bkt By, IS)H - (©)

Thesign ( ) correspondsto the labels (1,2) of Kk and re ectshole and electron excitations,
resoectively. The soectrum is separated w ith respect to the soin ordentation = 1 ofthe
Cooper pair. The spectrum is fully gapped ifboth « and 4 are nonzero. W e obtaln
a oom bjna‘donqof the soin sp]i%jng and superconducting gap (the gap at the Femm i energy

Er = )is2 (IS?)*+ 2+ (IS?)*+ ¢ 2IS when the spin is jppedand «or
w ithin the soIn subband. W hat isprobably m ore In portant, In A 1 state halfofthe spectrum
rem ains gapless ks = Ex,t IS*, x4 = Ey, + IS%. Thus, there should be a substantial



Iinear speci cheat term present also In the superconducting A 1 state and this dependence
should be distinguished from the T" dependence (n 2) due to the'gap zeros (the latter
would require the interband hybridization and hence the dependence!? J ! Jkko) . The
linear speci cheat oomes from the soin m inority electrons, and since fora weak itinerant
m agnet IS? Er, there willbe drop In the relative value of ofthe order 4=(«+ 4),
w here E ) is the density of states In spin— subband at the Femm ienergy.

The results cbtained so far are general In the sense they are Independent of a particular
electronic structure. In the follow ing we assum e that the bands are the sam e, ie. Ey, =

Ey, Ep sothatE " %k, where v is the Fem ivelocity. .
T he B ogolyubov quasiparticle operators can also be easily calculated; then they aret?
! o 10 y 1
k —l@uk ;VkA@fk1+fk2A.
y = P= () . () £ F I4 (7)
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w ith the ocoherence factors
0 O 1 |
u 1 1+ =
¢ = PS 1 _ ©
Vk k
and the egenvalie = 3 ;= |, (k)2 + 2172, Note that the spin dependent
Fem ivelocity is caused by the circum stance that we havePspjn—sp]:ltbandsjn the ferrom ag—
netic phase. The Ham iltonian hasthe diagonalform H =, ( *]; kvt ok k)t

Eo, which is the BCS form wih spin-dependent quasiparticke and gap energies. The last
factor contrbutes to in portant di erencesw ith the BC S theory. N am ely, the gap param eter
at tem perature T = 0 is detem Ined from the equation

% ke & k)
km (V k)2+ 2
where = 122 =W (¢ isthe Femienergy for quaspartices with spln =~ and W is
the e ective width of the band, related to the Femivelocity via W = (24 *hvi= (),

where | isthe elem entary-cell volum e). T he integration boundary k,, is detem ined by the
condition that the paired particlesw ih spin  are present only w ithin the soin-split region
ofthe band, ie., by the constrant v k, = 1IS?%.In e ect, we ocbtan an estin ate

!

1
= 4ISTexp  — (10)

A nalogously, we can estin ate the critical tem perature by selecting an equivalent but slightly

di erent representation of the quasipartick energies: E 1 I8=hwk I¥, where

vy isthe Fem ivelocity in the param agnetic phase. Then the condition for Ty (or = ")

reduces to

2 k., tanh DRk 2
K in hw k JS

1=1

11)

In e ect, we obtain the estin ate



ke Ts /' 226IS%exp T 12)

In both expressions for and for Ty, the exponent contains the exchange integral, whereas
the preexponential factor ism uliplied by them agneticm om ent. Thism eansthat soin-triplet
superconductivity disappears together w ith ferrom agnetisn . This result ism ore general as
it relies on the well ounded notion that C ooper per of spin orientation  exist within the
corresponding son subbands ifonly = 0 (the B phase isnot stablk).

To m ake the estin ates explicit we have to relate the results for a weak itinerant fer—
rom agnet. 14 T is easy to rederive those results In the present situation wih T, Ts.
N am ely, the Cure tem perature is given by the expression

p_2 0!2 CO3 1=2
T.= —4 — —5 @ @ 1=1 7% (13)

wih ©and @ behg, respectively, the rst and the second derivative of the density of
states (E ) taken at Er . Additionally, the magneticmoment at T = 0 is given by S% =
(1=2) [T 1)=B T2, with

B =1I-4 — —5 (14)

Taking the parabolic density of states corresponding to the linearized dispersion relation,
we can detem ine the ratio T,=T. In an explicit m anner
!
55 149 ! (15)
T =PT

(e}
Sin ilarly, the gap ratio is

n

" exp (QI=3J)( %= %)s% ; @6)

#

which mthelm it I 1 gives the ratio exceeding three. The ratio w illgrow rapidly with &
and theprediction I ( «= 4) S, could be tested experin entally. The A 1 superconducting
state is reached fast w ith the increasing m om ent.
To interpret our ndings In the coexistence regin e we can say that the A phase W ih
+ & 0) cannot appear either near the quantum critical point { the Stoner threshold, at
which I = 1, or in the ferrom agnetically saturated state. In the fom er case, the relatively
an all eld can polarize totally the system (since them agnetic susceptbility = =01 I )
is alm ost divergent). Under these circum stances, the bound state wih 4 6 0 cannot be
fom ed, since the polarized surrounding w ill regpond to the presence of the second electron
strongly. On the other hand, if the m agnetic m om ent In the ferrom agnetic state is aln ost
saturated, then the bound state wih ; cannot be fomm ed as the system is rigid. Only
In between those two lim iting situations, but rather on the weak—ferrom agnetic side, the
coherent A state can be realized. O theww ise, the A 1 state w illbecom e stable.



To gain a quantitative insight into the nature of A and A1 states and their coexistence
with the soin polarized state, we have also perform ed the analysis in the param agnetic
state, ie, or I < 1,but in the applied magnetic eld B € 0. To am plify num erically the
e ects discussed,we have put I = J and choose a constant density of states . The phase
diagram as a function ofm agnetic eld isdisgplayed :n Fig. 1. Note again that the phass A
disappears In the vicinity of the Stoner threshold m arked by the vertical dashed line. On
the contrary, the phase A1 continues towards the Stoner boundary. In Fig. 2, we provide
the eld dependence ofthe ground state energy away from the Stoner threshold for nom al,
A, and A1l phases. The Al phase is the m ost stable in a high applied eld and can coexist
w ith a saturated ferrom agnetism . The sam e happens fr the super uid *He. Thismeans
that the superconducting coherence length for A 1 phase becom es unbound w hen the system
reaches the saturated state.

T he interesting feature of our resuls is that the presence ofthe superconductivity indices
a m agnetic m om ent even below the Stoner threshold. T he m agnitude of the m om ent below
the Stoner threshold (J=W = 025 in thiscase) isdigplayed In F ig. 3. O bviously, thee ect is
enhanced by the choice of the density of states selected and particularly by the assum ption
I= J ,but it isworth m entioning. Tt suggests that in the presence of the superconducting
state m akes the Stoner critical point a hidden one. This point will be elaborated further
elsew here.

In summ ary, we have considered the m ost natural m odel for the coexistence of ferro—
m agnetian and spin-triplet superconductiviy, both nduced by a single m echanisn { the
local ferrom agnetic exchange In the orbitally degenerate system s. W hik the anisotropic
A —state seam s to be stable In weakly polarized and param agnetic system s at low elds, the
A1l state m ay ocoexist even closer to the quantum critical point. T he paired state induces
a an allm agnetic m om ent even below the Stoner threshold. It should be Interesting to ex—
tend these results to the hybridized system £2, when k-dependent (p—or d-wave) spin-triplkt
superconductivity w ill appear.

Thiswork was supported by the KBN G rantNo. 2P 03B 092 18, aswellasby NSF G rant
No.DMR 96-12130.
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Figure C aptions

Figl. Phase diagram specifying the stable superconducting statesA and A1 (seem ain
text). The dotted line speci es the onset of the m agnetically saturated state. T he vertical
dot-dashed line m arks the Stoner threshold.

Fig2. G round-state versus applied magnetic eld B.At B = 0 the equalspin pairng
state A -phase) is stabl, whereas in high eld A1 phase W ith the spins parallel) prevails.
The system isbelow the Stoner threshold.

Fig3. M agneticm om ent per orbial (Upper panel) and the superconducting gaps (lower
panel) versus applied eld (pelow the Stoner threshold). The inset shows the chem ical
potential vs. B . The horizontal arrow indicates a an all residual m agnetic m om ent in the
B ! 0 lin i below the Stoner threshold.
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