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H idden Q uantum C riticalPoint in a Ferrom agnetic Superconductor
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M ax Planck Institute for the Physics ofCom plex System s,N�othnitzer Str. 38,D-01187 Dresden,G erm any

W e consider a coexistence phase ofboth Ferrom agnetism and superconductivity and solve the

self-consistent m ean-�eld equations at zero tem perature. The superconducting gap is shown to

vanish at the Stoner point whereas the m agnetization doesn’t. This indicates that the para-Ferro

quantum criticalpoint becom es a hidden criticalpoint. The e�ective m ass in such a phase gets

enhanced whereas the spin wave sti�nessisreduced ascom pared to the pure FM phase. The spin

wave sti�nessrem ains�nite even atthe para-Ferro quantum criticalpoint.

PACS Num bers:71.10.-w,71.27.+ a,74.10.+ v,75.10.Lp

The study of itinerant Ferrom agnetic m aterials are

becom ing m ore and m ore im portant due to the role

ofstrong electronic correlations and the appearance of

m any exoticphasessuch asnon-Ferm iliquid (NFL),su-

perconductivity (SC)etc. nearthe para-Ferro quantum

criticalpoint (Q CP).In earlier tim es,Ferrom agnetism

(FM )wasbelieved to suppressSC buttherecentdiscov-

ery ofSC [1]below 1 K in the pressurerangeof1 to 1.6

G Pain ahigh purity singlecrystalofUG e2 hasruled out

the abovepossibility.ThisrathersuggeststhatFM and

SC could becooperative.Also,thereareotherm aterials

such asZrZn2 [2]and URhG e [3],where the coexistence

ofFM and SC hasbeen found.SC phasein alltheabove

m entioned m aterialsiscom pletelycovered within theFM

phaseand disappearsin the param agnetic(PM )region.

The standard way to look for a coexistence phase

of FM and SC theoretically is to introduce two kinds

of ferm ions. FM could be caused by localf-electrons

whereasSC,by itinerantones.Butin theabovem ateri-

alssuch as,UG e2 and URhG e,both theroleswereplayed

by the sam e Uranium 5-felectrons which are itinerant

and strongly correlated.Thus,itwould beinteresting to

study m icroscopically a m odelwhere the coexistence of

both FM and SC can be described by only one kind of

electrons.Such am odelstudy hasrecently been initiated

by K archev et.al.[4].O fcourse,thism odeliscon� ned

to singletSC which isunlikely to occurinside a FM .

In thisletter,we study the coexistence phase ofboth

FM and SC and look fortheconsequences.W esolvethe

zero tem peratureself-consistentm ean-� eld equations.It

isshown thattheSC gap vanishesatthepara-FerroQ CP

in such am odelwhereasthem agnetization doesn’t.This

suggests that the SC pairing induces a sm allbut � nite

m agnetization which doesn’t vanish even at the Stoner

threshold. This is an indication ofthe para-Ferro Q CP

becom m ing a hidden Q CP.W e also com puted the e� ec-

tive m assaswellasthe spin wave sti� ness in the coex-

istence phase.The latereventhough reduced,isnonzero

atthe para-Ferro Q CP.

W e presum e that the relevant m agnetic behaviour of

thesystem isadequatelydescribed by StonerRPA-m ean-

� eld theory [5]and do notquestion on itsstability.This

can beobtained from Hubbard Ham iltonian.In orderto

getSC pairing,weadd areduced BCS Ham iltonian to it.

W ewould liketo m ention herethatthepairing Ham ilto-

nian isnotdueto theFM spin 
 uctuation ratheritm ay

be due to som e otherm eans. Thus,to describe a coex-

istence phase ofboth FM and SC,one can startwith a

m inim ale� ectiveHam iltonian,

H =
X

k;�

�kc
y

k�
ck� + U

X

i

ni"ni# � V
X

k;k0

c
y

k"
c
y

� k#
c� k0#ck0";

(1)

whereU and V arerespectively the on-siteHubbard in-

teraction energy and the reduced BCS pairing energy.

nk� = c
y

k�
ck� istheelectron density and c

y

k�
(ck�)arethe

standard electron creation (annihilation) operator with

wave vectork and spin projection �. In orderto obtain

acoexistencephaseofboth FM and SC,wecan perform a

m ean-� eld theory by de� ning the averages,2�F = U (<

n# > � < n" > ),and � = V
P

k
< c

y

k"
c
y

� k#
> . Here

2� F and � are respectively the FM and the SC order

param eter in the coexistence phase. At this stage,one

can diagonalizetheaboveHam iltonian through thestan-

dard Bogoliubov transform ation and thenew energy dis-

persionsareobtained as,

E
�
k = � F +

p
(�k � �)2 + j� j2; (2)

E
�

k
= � F �

p
(�k � �)2 + j� j2: (3)

The subscript � and � above denote the two di� erent

Bogoliubov Ferm ionsin thecoexistencephase.Theself-

consistentm ean-� eld equationsarederived as,

2� F = �

Z

d�(1� n
�

k
� n

�
k); (4)

j� j= g

Z

d�
j� j

2E
(n

�

k
� n

�
k); (5)

where n
�;�

k
are the m om entum distribution for the cor-

responding Bogoliubov Ferm ions and � = U �(0),g =

1
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V �(0),Ek =
p
(�k � �)2 + j� j2,�(0),being the density

ofstateatthe Ferm ilevelin the PM phase.

It is obvious from equations (2) and (3) that for

� F > 0,E �
k > 0 for allk and thus,at zero tem pera-

ture,n�k = 0. O n the otherhand,forE
�

k
,there are two

possibilities,(i) E
�

k
> 0 and (ii) E

�

k
< 0. In case (ii)

n
�

k
= 1 forallk.Substituting thisin equation (4)yields

� F = 0.Thus,the only solution forequation (4)which

allows nonzero � F in order to get a coexistence phase

is E
�

k
> 0. The dispersion ofthe �-Ferm ion becom es

positive only in the energy interval�
�
F
< �k < �

+

F
,where

�
�
F
are the solutions ofthe equation E

�

k
= 0,which is

given as,�
�
F
= �F �

p
� 2

F
� j� j2. It should be noted

here that ��
F
are the new Ferm ienergies in the coexis-

tencephase.However,to geta nonzero � from equation

(5),onecan haveE
�

k
< 0,which correspondsto thecase

�
�
F
> �k > �

+

F
.Thus,theaboveself-consistentm ean-� eld

equations (4)and (5)atT = 0 takethe form ,

2� F = �

Z �
+

F

�
�

F

d�; (6)

j� j= gj� j(

Z W =2

� W =2

�

Z �
+

F

�
�

F

)d�
1

p
(� � �)2 + j� j2

; (7)

W being the band width. Equation (6) can be solved

analytically and theFM orderparam eterisobtained as,

� F =
�

p
�2 � 1

j� j: (8)

Now,the SC orderparam eterfrom equation (7)can be

com puted by assum ing the standard procedure ofinte-

gration in a shell(� =2)around �F . In this approxim a-

tion,equation (7)reducesto,

1

g
= (

Z �F + �=2

�F � �=2

�

Z �
+

F

�
�

F

)d�
1

p
(� � �)2 + j� j2

: (9)

where �F + � =2 > �
+

F
and �F � � =2 < �

�
F
. Perform ing

the integration and substituting � F from equation (8),

oneobtains,

j� j=

r
� � 1

� + 1
� e� 1=g: (10)

Thus,� F can be calculated from equation (8)as,

� F =
�

� + 1
� e� 1=g: (11)

Furtherm ore,putting the above values of� F and � in

the expression for��
F
,oneobtains,

�
�
F
= �F �

1

� + 1
� e� 1=g: (12)

The above equations (10),(11)and (12)are ofcrucial

im portance in the present m anuscript. It is clear from

these equations that the SC gap � as wellas the uni-

form m agnetization (/ � F )decrease asone approaches

theStonerthreshold(� = 1).� vanishesexactlyat� = 1

whereas� F doesn’t. This is an indication thatthe SC

pairinginducesspontaneousm agnetization in thesystem

which doesnotvanish atStoner threshold (In principle

� F = 0 atStonerthreshold).Thus,thepara-FerroQ CP

becom esa hidden onedueto thepresenceofSC pairing.

Furtherm ore,thenew Ferm ienergy ��
F
m ovesaway m ore

and m orefrom �F ,asoneapproachestheStonerpoint.It

becom esexactly equalto theFerm ienergy oftheStoner

FM (��
F
= �F � �F )atthe Stonerthreshold.

Next,letusconsiderthedistribution functionsn
"

k
and

n
#

k
forthespin up and spin down quasiparticlesin term s

oftheBogoliubov Ferm ions.Thesearealready discussed

in an earlier literature [4]and for com pleteness we can

writethem as,

n
"

k
= u

2

kn
�
k + v

2

kn
�

k

= v
2

k[�(k
�
F
� k)+ �(k � k

+

F
)]; (13)

n
#

k
= 1� u

2

kn
�

k
� v

2

kn
�
k

= n
"

k
+ [�(k+

F
� k)� �(k�

F
� k)]; (14)

whereu2k and v
2

k arethecoherencefactorsinvolved in the

Bogoliubovtransform ationwhich havethestandard form

in any m ean-� eld theory.Asalready discussed before,at

T = 0,n�k = 0 and n
�

k
= �(k

�
F
� k)+ �(k � k

+

F
).k

�
F
are

thewavevectorscorresponding to thenew Ferm ienergy

�
�
F
. Itshould be noted atthispointthat,in a standard

SC theory,a gap appearsaround the Ferm isurface,but

in thepresentcase,Ferm isurfacesappearfortheBogoli-

ubov Ferm ion � in the coexistence phase which iscom -

pletely unexpected. This could be due to the fact that

the itinerant FM had already have the Ferm isurfaces

which stillpersist in the coexistence phase. Therefore,

the existenceoftwo Ferm isurfacesisa genericproperty

ofthe coexistence phase ofboth FM and SC since it is

caused by the sam equasiparticlesin the system .These

Ferm isurfaces are already re
 ected in the spin up and

down m om entum distribution functionsand willlead to

di� erentpropertiesin thesystem ascom pared to a stan-

dard m ean-� eld theory. The single particle density of

stateswhich appearsin alm ostallthe propertiesofthe

system turnsoutto be,

N (0)=
�(0)(�+

F
+ �

�
F
)� F

2�F
p
� 2

F
� j� j2

= N
+ (0)+ N

� (0); (15)

where N + (0)and N � (0)are respectively the density of

states on the two Ferm isurfaces �
+

F
and �

�
F
ofthe Bo-

goliubov Ferm ion �.For� nite �F ,the density ofstates
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increases with �,as opposed to the case ofa standard

FM m etal.ThepresenceofFerm isurfacestogetherwith

the enhanced density ofstates at the Ferm ilevelhave

im portant consequences in the therm odynam ic proper-

ties ofthe system . The speci� c heat capacity,for ex-

am ple,atlow tem peratureshowslineartem peraturede-

pendence (Cv(T)= 
T)asopposed to the activated be-

haviour. This can again be understood in term s ofthe

presence ofFerm isurfacesofthe �-Ferm ion. M oreover,

the 
-coe� cient in the speci� c heat which depends on

N (0)also getsenhanced dueto increasein thedensity of

states.

Theincreasein thesingleparticledensity ofstatescan

beunderstood in thefollowing way:O necan investigate

the changes in the energy dispersion ofthe �-Ferm ion

due to the appearence ofthe new Ferm ienergy in the

coexistence phase.Substituting the expression for�
�
F
in

E
�

k
and approxim ating �k � �F

� F

� 1,one can obtain the

energy dispersion forthe �-ferm ion as,

E
�

k
� �

p
� 2

F
� �2

� F

(�k � �F ); (16)

which is just the renorm alized free Ferm ion dispersion.

The renorm alization factor

p
�

2

F
� � 2

� F

enters not only in

the energy dispersion but also in the density ofstates

which is obvious from equation (15) and (16). Thus,

the enhancem ent in the density ofstates at the Ferm i

levelcan be thought to be due to the reduction in the

band width. This can also cause an increase in the ef-

fective m ass(m � = m � Fp
�

2

F
� � 2

)sim ilarto thatofdensity

ofstates. However,the enhancem ent in the density of

states/e� ective m ass or the reduction in the �-Ferm ion

band becom esprom inentwhen onem ovesaway from the

para-Ferro Q CP.Thisisdue to the factthatthe renor-

m alization factorbecom esunity atthe Stonerpoint.

Let us now consider the e� ect ofinduced m agnetiza-

tion dueto SC pairing in thespin wavedispersion.This

can beachieved by analyzingtheRPA transversesuscep-

tibility [6]in the coexistencephase,which isgiven as,

�
+ �
R P A

(q;!)=
�
+ �
0

(q;!)

1� U �
+ �
0

(q;!)
; (17)

where �
+ �
0

(q;!)isthe unperturbed transversesuscepti-

bility in thecoexistencephase.Using theexpressionsfor

theBogoliubov coherencefactors,itcan becom puted as,

�
+ �
0

(q;!)=
1

4

X

k

(1�
�k�k+ q + � 2

E kE k+ q

)

(
1

! + 2� F + E k+ q + E k

+
1

! + 2� F � Ek+ q � Ek
)

+
1

4

X

k

(1+
�k�k+ q + � 2

E kE k+ q

)

(
1

! + 2� F + E k+ q � Ek
+

1

! + 2� F � Ek+ q + E k

): (18)

Spin wavedispersioncan beobtained from thedivergence

of�
+ �
R P A

(q;!),i. e.,from the solutions ofthe equation

1� U �
+ �
0

(q;!) = 0. Expanding �
+ �
0

(q;!) for sm allq

and ! and for !

2� F

� 1,the spin wave dispersion turns

outto be,

! = D q
2
; (19)

where the spin wave sti� ness D is com puted as,D =

1

18

� F

p
�

2

F
� � 2

�2
F
m

, m being the bare electron m ass. The

spin wave sti� ness is reduced com pared to that in the

pure FM phase and becom es � nite even at the Stoner

criticalpoint. This is due to the fact that the induced

m agnetization caused by SC pairing in the coexistence

phaserem ains� nite atthe Stonercriticalpoint.

Anotherim portantfeatureofthe coexistence phaseis

theappearanceofFerm isurfacesin thesystem .Thecon-

sequence ofthis is the presence ofparam agnons which

describe the longitudinalspin 
 uctuations[6].They not

only survive in the FM m etallic phase but also in the

coexistence phase ofboth FM and SC.The propagator

forthe longitudinalspin 
 uctuationsisgiven as,

�l(q;!)=
1

� + bq2 +
icj!j

q

; (20)

where b and c are constants depending on the param e-

tersin thesystem and �,which istheinverseofthestatic

susceptibility isgiven by,

� = 1� U N (0): (21)

As we have already m entioned earlier, the density of

statesequation (15),increaseswith � which m akesthe

inverse of the static susceptibility � to vanish even if

forsm all� F . This is quite di� erentfrom thatofweak

FM m etalswhere� becom eszero atzero m agnetization.

Thus,the � nite value ofinduced m agnetization m akes

the StonerQ CP hidden.

The results obtained for the coexistence phase in the

present m anuscript is described only in the m ean-� eld

levelwhich becom es a starting point for going beyond

it. Since the appearance of induced m agnetization in

the coexistence phase m akesthe para-Ferro Q CP a hid-

den one,itwould beim portantto investigatetheroleof

quantum 
 uctuationson itwhich isleftforfuture study

[7].The conclusion thatthe para-Ferro Q CP becom esa

hidden onehasalso been pointed outrecently in caseof

thecoexistenceofFM and spin tripletSC [8].Thus,one

can conclude that the hidden Q CP m ight be a generic

property ofthe coexistence phase where both the spin

rotationaland thegaugesym m etry arebroken and isin-

dependentofthe sym m etry ofthe SC orderparam eter.

However,in the presentwork,the SC Q CP isdressed

in the sense that SC can occur at zero m agnetization.

3



Thisisdue to thefactthattheSC pairing iscaused not

by spin 
 uctuationsratherby som eotherm eanssuch as

phonons. This could be contrasted with the standard

spin 
 uctuation theory in an itinerantFM [9]where the

Q CP is naked. In the latercase,the FM -SC transition

tem perature vanishes at the Q CP.From the above sce-

narios,itm ightbe possible to di� erentiate whetherthe

SC in a FM isdue to spin 
 uctuationsorby som eother

m eans.The m aterialsaboutwhich we m entioned atthe

beginning ofthe presentm anuscriptfallinto the second

category whereboth SC and FM transition tem perature

vanish attheQ CP.Thus,theSC m echanism in thesem a-

terialsm ightbe thoughtto be due to spin 
 uctuations.

In conclusion,webrie
 y outlineour� ndings.W econ-

sider a possible coexistence phase ofboth FM and SC.

W e solvethe self-consistentm ean-� eld equationsforthe

uniform m agnetization as wellas the SC order param -

eter. It hasbeen shown thatboth the orderparam eter

decreaseasoneapproachestheStonercriticalpoint.The

SC gap vanishes exactly for� = 1 buton the contrary,

the uniform m agnetization doesn’t.Thisshowsthatthe

SC pairing inducesa � nitenonzero m agnetization in the

coexistencephasewhich washesouttheStonerQ CP and

m akes it hidden. M oreover,we com puted the e� ective

m ass as wellas the spin wave dispersion in the coexis-

tence phase. The form eris enhanced but the latergets

reduced and rem ains� niteeven attheStonerthreshold.

Furtherm ore,theBogoliubovFerm ionsin thecoexistence

phase retainsthe Ferm isurfaces,which getsre
 ected in

the therm odynam ic propertiesofthe system . In partic-

ular,the speci� c heat capacity has linear tem perature

dependence as in the standard itinerant FM , but the


-coe� cient increases anom alously for a sm allm agne-

tization. Thisisdue to the factthatthe single particle

density ofstatein the coexistencephasegetsenhanced.

The authorwould like to thank Am itDutta forcare-
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