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H idden Q uantum C riticalP oint in a Ferrom agnetic Superconductor
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W e consider a coexistence phase of both Ferrom agnetisn and superconductivity and solve the
selfconsistent 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. T his indicates that the para-Ferro
quantum critical point becom es a hidden critical point. The e ective m ass in such a phase gets
enhanced whereas the spin wave sti ness is reduced as com pared to the pure FM phase. The spin
wave sti ness rem ains nite even at the para-Ferro quantum critical point.

PACS Numbers: 7110w, 71274+ a, 74104+ v, 7510Lp

The study of itinerant Ferrom agnetic m aterials are
becom Ing m ore and m ore important due to the role
of strong electronic correlations and the appearance of
m any exotic phases such as non-Fem iliquid NFL), su—
perconductivity (SC) etc. near the para-Ferro quantum
critical point QCP). In earlier tin es, Ferrom agnetian
FM ) was believed to suppress SC but the recent discov—
ery of SC [}:]below 1 K in the pressure range ofl to 1.6
GPa in a high puriy single crystalofUG e, has ruled out
the above possbility. T his rather suggests that FM and
SC ocould be cooperative. A Iso, there are otherm aterials
such as Z2rZn, [_2] and URhG e B], w here the coexistence
ofFM and SC hasbeen found. SC phase in allthe above
m entioned m aterials is com pletely covered w ithin the FM
phase and disappears in 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 ocould be caused by local felectrons
w hereas SC, by itinerant ones. But In the above m ateri-
alssuch as, UG e, and URQG g, both the rolesw ere played
by the sam e Uraniim 5-f electrons which are itinerant
and strongly correlated. T hus, i would be interesting to
study m icroscopically a m odel where the coexistence of
both FM and SC can be described by only one kind of
electrons. Such am odelstudy has recently been initiated
by K archev et. al E_4]. O foourse, thism odel is con ned
to singlet SC which is unlkely to occur inside a FM .

In this letter, we study the coexistence phase of both
FM and SC and look for the consequences. W e solve the
zero tem perature selfconsistent m ean— eld equations. Tt
is show n that the SC gap vanishes at the para-FerroQ CP
In such am odelw hereasthem agnetization doesn’t. T his
suggests that the SC pairing induces a smallbut nie
m agnetization which doesn’t vanish even at the Stoner
threshold. This is an indication of the paraFferro QCP
becomm Ing a hidden QCP.W e also com puted the e ec—
tive m ass as well as the soin wave sti ness In the coex—
istence phase. T he later eventhough reduced, is nonzero
at the para-FerroQCP.

W e presum e that the relevant m agnetic behaviour of
the systam is adequately describbed by StonerRPA -m ean—

eld theory :_ﬁi] and do not question on its stability. This

can be ocbtained from Hubbard Ham iltonian. In order to
get SC pairing, we add a reduced BC S H am iltonian to it.
W e would lke to m ention here that the pairing H am iltto—
nian isnot due to the FM spoin uctuation rather tm ay
be due to som e other m eans. T hus, to describbe a coex—
istence phase ofboth FM and SC, one can start wih a
m ninale ective Ham iltonian,
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where U and V are respectively the on-site H ubbard in—
teraction energy and the reduced BCS pairing energy.
ny = ¢ o istheelctron density and d (& ) arethe
standard electron creation (annihilation) operator w ith
wave vector k and spin progction . In order to ocbtain
a coexistence phase ofboth FM and SC ,we can perform a
mean— eld theory by de ning Ebe averages, 2r = U K

ny > <m>),and =V < g.d,, >. Here
2 p and are respectively the FM and the SC order
param eter in the coexistence phase. At this stage, one
can diagonalize the above H am ittonian through the stan—
dard B ogoliubov transform ation and the new energy dis—
persions are obtained as,
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The subscript and  above denote the two di erent

B ogoliubov Fem ions in the coexistence phase. T he self-
consistent m ean— eld equations are derived as,
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w here nk; are the m om entum distrbution for the cor-
responding Bogoluibov Fem ions and = U (), g =


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209237v1

v (0),Ek=p (x ¥+ 3 F, (0), being the density
of state at the Fem i level In the PM phase.

Tt is obvious from equations (:2) and (:3) that for

r > 0,E > 0 forallk and thus, at zero tem pera—
ture, n, = 0. On the other hand, forE, , there are two
possbilities, () E, > 0 and @) E, < 0. In case (il
n, = 1 forallk. Substituting this In equation ('4) yields

¢ = 0. Thus, the only solution for equation @) which
allow s nonzero r in order to get a coexistence phase
isE, > 0. The digpersion of the -Fem ion becom es
positive only in the energy interval , < < . ,where
¢ are the solutions of the equation E, = 0, which is
given as, , = & 2 j 3. I should be noted
here that  are the new Fem ienergies in the coexis-
tence phase. However, to get a nonzero  from equation
6"_5), one can have E, < 0, which corresponds to the case
¢ > x> 1 .Thus, the above selfconsistent m ean— eld
equations (-ff) and 6'_5) at T = 0 take the fom,

J J= g3 i —; (7)
W =2 . ( I+ 3 7

W being the band width. Equation ('_6) can be solved
analytically and the FM order param eter is obtained as,

F = 192—1] > 8)

Now, the SC order param eter from equation aj) can be
com puted by assum ing the standard procedure of inte—
gration in a shell ( =2) around r . In this approxin a—
tion, equation Grj) reduces to,

Z P+ =2 Z -+ 1
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where ¢ + =2> [ and » =2 < . . Perform ing

the Integration and substituting r from equation (_é),

one obtains,

=9, (10)

J )= + 1

Thus, ¢ can be calculated from equation @) as,

— 1=g,
= e : 11
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Furthem ore, putting the above values of  and n

the expression for ., one cbtains,

P = F e 79 12)

T he above equations d_l-(_j), C_l-];:) and {_1-2_5) are of crucial
In portance In the present m anuscript. It is clear from
these equations that the SC gap as well as the uni-
form m agnetization (/ ¢ ) decrease as one approaches
the Stonerthreshold ( = 1). vanishesexactlyat =1
whereas y doesn’t. This is an indication that the SC
pairing induces spontaneousm agnetization in the system
which does not vanish at Stoner threshold (In principle

r = 0 at Stonerthreshold). Thus, the paraFerroQ CP
becom es a hidden one due to the presence 0f SC pairing.
Furthem ore, the new Femm ienergy . m ovesaway m ore
andm ore from r , asone approachesthe Stonerpoint. It
becom es exactly equalto the Fermm ienergy of the Stoner
FM (p = F r ) at the Stoner threshold.

N ext, let us consider the distrbbution fiinctions n}: and
ni forthe spin up and spin down quasiparticles in term s
ofthe B ogoliubov Ferm ions. T hese are already discussed
In an earlier literature Eﬂ] and for com pleteness we can
w rite them as,
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whereu? and v are the coherence factors involved in the
B ogoliibov transform ation w hich have the standard form
In any m ean— eld theory. A s already discussed before, at
T=0,n =0andn = & k+ & k).k are
the wave vectors corregoonding to the new Ferm ienergy

¢ + It should be noted at this point that, in a standard
SC theory, a gap appears around the Fem i surface, but
In the present case, Fermm isurfaces appear for the B ogoli-
ubov Fem ion  In the coexistence phase which is com -
pltely unexpected. This could be due to the fact that
the itinerant FM had already have the Fem i surfaces
which still persist in the coexistence phase. T herefore,
the existence of two Fem i surfaces is a generic property
of the coexistence phase of both FM and SC since it is
caused by the sam e quasiparticles In the system . These
Fem i surfaces are already re ected In the spin up and
down m om entum distribution fiinctions and w ill lead to
di erent properties in the system as com pared to a stan—
dard m ean— eld theory. The singlk particle density of
states which appears In aln ost all the properties of the
system tums out to be,

7F), EoNTO+N 0); @15

whereN * (0) and N (0) are respectively the density of
states on the two Fem i surfaces ; and  ofthe Bo-
goluibov Fem ion .For nie g ,the density of states



Increases wih , as opposed to the case of a standard

FM metal. The presence of Ferm i surfaces together w ith

the enhanced densiy of states at the Fem i level have

In portant consequences in the themm odynam ic proper—
ties of the system . The speci ¢ heat capacity, for ex—
am ple, at low tem perature show s linear tem perature de—
pendence Cy (T)= T) asopposad to the activated be-
haviour. This can again be understood in tem s of the

presence of Ferm i surfaces of the -Fem ion. M oreover,
the -coe cient In the speci c heat which depends on
N (0) also gets enhanced due to Increase in the density of
states.

T he Increase in the single particle density of states can
be understood in the ollow Ing way: O ne can investigate
the changes in the energy dispersion of the -Femm ion
due to the appearence of the new Fem i energy In the
coexistence phase. Substituting the expression for , in
E, and approxim ating *—*
energy dispersion for the

P——
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F

which is just the renomn anZEd free Ferm ion dispersion.
2 2

. 1, one can obtain the
—ferm ion as,
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T he renom alization factor FiF enters not only in
the energy digpersion but also In the densiy of states
which is cbvious from equation C_l-g;) and C_l-é) T hus,
the enhancem ent in the density of states at the Fem 1
Jevel can be thought to be due to the reduction In the
band width. This can also cause an Increase in the ef-
fective mass m = PE—E£—) sim ilar to that of density

2 2
of states. However, thef enhancem ent In the density of
states/e ective m ass or the reduction in the -Fem ion
band becom es prom inent when onem oves away from the
para-Ferro Q CP. This is due to the fact that the renor-
m alization factor becom es unity at the Stoner point.

Let us now consider the e ect of induced m agnetiza—
tion due to SC pairing in the soin wave dispersion. T his
can be achieved by analyzing the RPA transverse susocsp—
tbility t_é] in the coexistence phase, which is given as,
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w here S (@;!) is the unperturbed transverse suscepti-
bility in the coexistence phase. U sing the expressions for
the B ogoliibov coherence factors, it can be com puted as,
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Spin wave dispersion can be obtained from the divergence
+

of gpa @!), i e, from the solutions of the equation

1 Uy, @!)= 0.Expanding | (!) Pramnallg
and ! and for ﬁ 1, the spin wave dispersion tums
out to be,

=Dd;

19)

when:pthe soin wave sti ness D is computed as, D =

A
18 Zm
son wave sti ness is reduced com pared to that in the
pure FM phase and becom es nite even at the Stoner
critical point. This is due to the fact that the induced
m agnetization caused by SC pairing In the coexistence
phase rem ains nite at the Stoner critical point.

A nother im portant feature of the coexistence phase is
the appearance ofFerm isurfaces in the system . The con—
sequence of this is the presence of param agnons which
describe the Iongitudinal spin  uctuations :_f6] T hey not
only survive in the FM m etallic phase but also in the
coexistence phase of both FM and SC . T he propagator
for the longitudinal spin  uctuations is given as,

, m being the bare electron mass. The

1
+ b + 2

a
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where b and ¢ are constants depending on the param e-
ters in the system and , which isthe inverse ofthe static
susceptibility is given by,

UN (0): (21)
As we have already m entioned earlier, the density of
states equation (19), increaseswith ~which m akes the
Inverse of the static susceptibility to vanish even if
forsmall . This is quite di erent from that of weak
FM metalswhere becom es zero at zero m agnetization.
Thus, the nite value of lnduced m agnetization m akes
the Stoner QCP hidden.

The results obtained for the coexistence phase in the
present m anuscript is describbed only in the mean- eld
level which becom es a starting point for going beyond
it. Since the appearance of nduced m agnetization in
the coexistence phase m akes the paraFerro QCP a hid-
den one, i would be In portant to investigate the role of
quantum  uctuations on i which is keft or future study
i_‘/.]. T he conclusion that the para-Ferro Q CP becom es a
hidden one has also been pointed out recently in case of
the coexistence of FM and spin triplet SC f_d]. T hus, one
can conclide that the hidden Q CP m ight be a generic
property of the coexistence phase where both the spin
rotationaland the gauge sym m etry are broken and is In—
dependent of the sym m etry of the SC order param eter.

However, in the present work, the SC QCP is dressed
In the sense that SC can occur at zero m agnetization.



T his is due to the fact that the SC pairing is caused not
by soin uctuations rather by som e otherm eans such as
phonons. This could be contrasted wih the standard
soin  uctuation theory in an itinerant FM -_[:9] w here the
QCP is naked. In the later case, the FM -SC transition
tem perature vanishes at the QCP . From the above sce—
narios, it m ight be possible to di erentiate whether the
SC In aFM isdueto spin uctuations or by som e other
m eans. Them aterdals about which we m entioned at the
beginning of the present m anuscript &1l into the second
category where both SC and FM transition tem perature
vanish attheQ CP .T hus, the SC m echanign in thesem a—
terials m ight be thought to be due to spin  uctuations.
In conclusion, we brie y outline our ndings. W e con—
sider a possble coexistence phase of both FM and SC.
W e solve the selfconsistent m ean— eld equations for the
uniform m agnetization as well as the SC order param —
eter. It has been shown that both the order param eter
decrease as one approaches the Stoner criticalpoint. The
SC gap vanishes exactly for = 1 but on the contrary,
the uniform m agnetization doesn’t. T his show s that the
SC pairing inducesa nite nonzero m agnetization in the
coexistence phase which washes out the StonerQ CP and
m akes it hidden. M oreover, we com puted the e ective
m ass as well as the spin wave digpersion in the coexis—
tence phase. The fom er is enhanced but the later gets
reduced and rem ains nite even at the Stoner threshold.
Furthem ore, the B ogoliubov Ferm ions in the coexistence
phase retains the Femm i surfaces, which gets re ected In
the them odynam ic properties of the system . In partic—
ular, the speci c heat capacity has linear tem perature
dependence as In the standard itinerant FM , but the
-coe clent Increases anom alously for a sm all m agne—

tization. This is due to the fact that the singlk particle
density of state In the coexistence phase gets enhanced.
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