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Abstract

In the sin plest m odel of m agnetic pairing, the transition tem perature to
the superconducting state depends on the dynam ical susceptbilty (g;!).
W e discuss how T, is a ected by di erent m om entum and frequency parts
of (g;!) Pr nearly antiferrom agnetic and nearly ferrom agnetic m etals In
two dim ensions. W hik in the case of phonon-m ediated superconductivity
any addition of spectralweight to 2F (') at ! > 0 leads to an increase in
T., we nd that adding m agnetic spectral weight at any m om entum g and
low frequencies (0 : 3TclJand D @ & 9)T.] for nearly antiferrom agnetic
and ferrom agnetic m etals respectively) leads to a suppression of T.. The
most e ective frequency and m om entum range consists of large m om enta
q ( ; ) and frequencies around 10T, for nearly antiferrom agnetic m etals

and smallmomenta g 0 and frequencies of approxin ately (13 22)T. for
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I. NTRODUCTION

In principle there are over one m illion temary and over one hundred m illion quatemary
crystalline m aterials. Even the binary com pounds num ber well over eleven thousand. Only
a tiny percentage of these m aterials have been synthesised. Clarly an exhaustive search
of the periodic table for superconductivity is out of the question. H owever, there exist In
nature a wide range of com pounds which are very close to a m agnetic instability, and in
quite a num ber of cases, an anisotropic superconducting phase is experin entally found on
the border of m agnetic order. But this type of superconductivity is som etin es con ned to
very am all regions of the phase diagram , m aking it di cult to detect. The heavy—ferm ion
superconductor UG eg:l: isa case In point. An Intuitive understanding of the trends in T, not
only provides a test of our m odels of anisotropic superconductivity but can also guide the
experin ental search for new anisotropic superconductors.

O ne ofthem ost extensively investigated m odels ofanisotropic superconductivity isbassd
on am agnetic nteraction, in which quasiparticles interact via the exchange of ferrom agnetic
or antiferrom agnetic spin— uctuations. An understanding of the properties of thism odel is
essential In assessing its ability to describe m etallic system s on the border of m agnetic
Iongrange order. The rok of din ensionality, whether one is close to a ferrom agnetic or
antiferrom agnetic instability and the sensitivity of T, to m odel param eters have been nves-
tigated w ithin a m ean— eld fram ew ork :3’:9;-3" In these calculations, the transition tem perature
re ects an integral property of the m agnetic excitation spectrum and does not tell us how
much di erent partsof (g;!) contrbute to the answer.

For the traditional isotropic superconductors, the transition tem perature T. depends
upon the spectral finction °2F (!) which characterises the phonon-m ediated electron—
electron interaction. T he sensitivity of the transition tem perature to varations in the spec—
traldistrbution °F (! ) was rst investigated by Bergm ann and Rainer?. They fund that
all frequency regions of 2F (!) yield a positive contribution to T.. Frequencies ! T,

and ! T. contrbute little (nothing In the Iimit ! ! 0) whik frequencies around 2 T,



contrbute the m ost.

Later M illis, Sachdev and Vamd'ig: extended the Bergm ann-Raher analysis of the
E liashberg equations to the case of m agnetically m ediated singlet superconductivity. T hey
assum ed that the dynam ical m agnetic susceptibbility could be expressed as a m om entum —
dependent factor tim es a frequency-dependent factor and that the soin  uctuations could
be described by an Enstein m odel. In their m odel the sensitivity of T, to changes in the
m agnetic spectral weight did not depend on the param agnon m om entum g and m ade the
com putational analysis of the problem very sim ilar to that ofthe phonon case. They showed
that, In contrast to the latter problem , there is a crossover frequency ! oss Such that adding
m agnetic spectral weight at frequencies ! < ! s Jed to a reduction In T..

M ore recently, M onthoux and Sca]apjnd'-GI carried out this analysis for the uctuation-
exchange approxin ation to the two-din ensionalH ubbard m odel. Forthism ore realisticm ag-
netic pairing interaction, which is very non-local in space, they generalized the Bergm ann—
Rainer approach in order to study how sensitive the transition tem perature to the dy> 2
superconducting state is to in nitesin al changes in the spectral weight at frequency ! and
mom entum ¢g. In agreem ent w ith the results ofM illiset a:é, they found that adding spectral
weight at very low frequencies and for any m cm entum g led to a reduction in T.. They also
found that there was a region In m om entum space near g = 0 where any an all addition
of spectral weight at any frequency also led to a reduction in T.. They m apped out the
region in g and ! space that gave a positive contribution to T, essentially wavevectors near
g= (; )and frequencies ! > T..

Here we report the resuls of a sim ilar analysis using a param etrization of the e ective
Interaction arisihg from the exchange of m agnetic uctuations. W e consider system s on
the border of antiferrom agnetisn and ferrom agnetian . W e study changes in T. brought
about by am all varations In the spectral weight at som e wavevector g and frequency ! .
W em ap out the regions of wavevector and frequency space where a an all addition of spin—

uctuation spectral weight yields an enhancem ent or suppression of T.. This will give a

m ore detailed understanding of the trends in T, that one calculates from the model. W e



shalloontrast these ndingsw ith those obtained forthe conventional phonon-induced pairng
m edqanjsnf’: to gain insights into the sin ilarties and di erences between phonon-m ediated

and m agnetically m ediated superconductiviy.

II.MODEL

W e consider quasiparticles on a two-din ensional square lattice and postulate the follow ing
e ective action
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where g and , areG rassnan variablsandN isthe totalnum ber ofallow ed w avevectors

In the Brillouin Zone. The soin density is given by
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where isthe vector whose com ponents are the three Pauli spin m atrices.

T he dispersion relation is
L= 2tlos@)+ cos,)) 4fcostp,)cosfpy); £ 05t @3)

where for sim plicity we use units in which the Jattice spacing is unity. For com parison w ith
1y
earlier work on this m ode®* we set £ = 045t and adopt the valie n = 1: for the band
Iling.

W e param etrize the retarded generalized m agnetic susceptibility as:
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where and , are the inverse correlation lengthsw ith and w ithout strong m agnetic corre—
lations respectively. The correlation length is related to the pressure applied to the sam ple

wih 2= 0 coinciding wih the quantum critical point. Let
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For antiferrom agnetic correlations the param eters ¢ and  are
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where Ty is a characteristic spin— uctuation tem perature. In the ferrom agnetic case
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W e cbtain the total spin— uctuation propagator on the In aginary axis (g;i ,) via the
soectral representation
41 dl o (g;!)

1 in !
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Toget (g;i,) todecay as 1= ﬁ as , ! 1 ,asi should, we introduce a cuto ! o+ and
takeIm (g;!)= 0 for! lute A natural choice forthecuto is! = 8) %

U sing the e ective action n Eq. (i) and the dynam ical susceptibility in Eq. (L0), the
two-din ensional m ean— eld E liashberg equations for the transition tem perature T, In the

M atsubara representation reduce to
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;1 n), G ;1,) and (o;1i! ,) are the Fourier com ponents of the quasiparticle self-
energy, the oneparticke G reen’s function and the anom alous selfenergy respectively. In
Eq. (13) theprefactor ¢ is for shgkt pairing w hik the prefactor g?=3 is for triplet pairing.

W e nd an nstability to a d-wave gap function wih (o;i! ,) transform Ing as cosfpy)
s (py) in the nearly antiferrom agnetic case and an instability to a p-wave gap function w ith

;1! ») transform Ing as sin () or sin (o,) In the nearly ferrom agnetic case.

Them om entum convolutions in Egs. €11) and (I3) were evaluated w ith the aid ofa fast—
Fourertransform algorithm on a 128 128 Jattice. T he corresponding frequency sum s were
carried out using the renom alisation group technique of Pao and B 1ckersl?l . Between 8 and
16 M atsubara frequencies are kept at each stage of the renom alization group procedure.
T he renom alization procedure is started at a tem perature Tg = 04t and the frequency sum
auto used is 20t. The renom alization procedure restricts us to discrete tem pera—
tures so that the point at which the condition in Eq. {4) is m et must be determ ined by
Interpolation. The discrete tem peratures were su ciently close that a linear nterpolation
was adequate. T he renom alization procedure a orded us considerable savings in com puter
tin e and storage requirem ents. Because ofthiswe were able to carry out a thorough analysis
of the dependence of our results on the spin— uctuation coupling param eter g2 =t and the
inverse correlation length param eter 2.

To Investigate how strongly the transition tem perature isin uenced by various frequency
and m om entum parts of the param agnon spectral function, we add an In niesim alam ount
of spectral weight at frequencies !y > 0 and !y and wavevector g and num erically cal-
culate the change In T.. M ore speci cally, the param agnon spectralweight is changed from
In @;!)toIm ( (@;!)+ @i !)) wih
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where is a positive In nitesin al din ensionless param eter. The sum over g; ncludes g

and those wavevectors In the B rillouin zone related to it by the sym m etry operations of the

lattice. N4 is the number of such wavevectors including q itself. N is the totalnumber of



allow ed wavevectors In the B rillouin zone.
In the M atsubara representation, the addition of this in nitesim al am ount of spec—

tral weight corresponds to changing the e ective interaction Vesr (@;in) = & @;in) I

Egs. 1) and @3) to Vere +  Vigr where
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The totale ective Interaction thus depends on the parameters , o, F o=t aswellas
the ratio = (, and therefore so does T.. Foran all , one has
dT.
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where :::denote all the other param eters In the problem . T he quantity
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c =0
isameasure ofhow sensitive T, isto an in nitesim al change in thevalueofIn  at (@ ;!o).

W e calculate this derivative using the nitedi erence estin ate
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The value of the param eter = o must be chosen an all enough, such that the finction
T.( = () is approxin ately lnear in the vicinity of = . But if = ; is chosen too an all,
then it becom es very di cult to ocbtain reliable num erical estin ates ofthe di erences in T ..
Wefund that = o= 4 10? twasa good com prom ise in the nearly antiferrom agnetic
case. A anallervalie of = § wasnecessary for som e of the nearly ferrom agnetic resuls. Tn
particular, we carried out the nearly ferrom agnetic calculations or 2 = 05 and ¢ (=t =
10;5 and forg® o=t= 30 and 2= 2;3;4with =,=5 10°t. W e estin ate that the
accuracy w ith which we calculated the derivative dT .=d 1n allcases is ofthe order ofa few
per cent.

AsjnReferenoe}?,wede ne a crossover frequency ! cross @ )by T @ ;! cross) = O.



Sin ilarly, one can de ne an optin al frequency ! o« (@ ) as the frequency where T . is
maxinum . ! (@ ) then indicates which param agnon frequency and wavevector 9 con—
tribbute m ost to pairing.

In order to m ake a com parison with the corresponding electron-phonon problem it is

Instructive to de ne a m ass renom alization param eter , and interaction param eter

W ede ne
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for p-wave spin-triplet pairing ( p) whik
Va@i!)=9" @!) (25)
) = cosf@) cos) 26)
In the case ofd-w ave soIn-singlet pairing ( d) . In carrying out the frequency integrations,

we om itted the cuto which was used in Eq. @0). The approxin ate e ect of the cuto is
tomultiply and ; by a comm on factor which is weakly dependent on wavevector and
2. This can be ignored since we w illonly be interested in the quotient = , . The Fem i

surface averages are given by
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In practice, we com pute the Fem Isurface average w ith a discrete set of wavevectors on a

lattice and we replace the delta function by a nitetam perature expression

29)
£, 0 £) (30)

where £, is the Femm i function and N is the num ber of wavevectors in T he B rillouin Zone.
NotethatTlfp(l £) ! (p yasT ! 0. Weusd T = Odtand N = 12&8. The

nite tem perature e ectively m eans that van H ove singularities w ill be an eared out. The
Fem isurface average that appearsin  ; ,Eq. €0), plys a rok sin ilar to that of ?F (! )=!

in the case of phonon-m ediated superconductivity.

IIT.RESULTS

T he m odel consists of the param eters g° o=t, Te=t, o and . It is Hund experim entally
that T.r 2 is approxin ately constant. W e shall use this relation to elin inate one param eter
from the set and pick a representative value of the product Tg¢ S .Weput Tse = %t which
corresponds to a temperature of 1000 K if the bandwidth is 1 eV, and 32a? = 12 for
com parison w ith earlier work carried out on thism ode.’é . To obtain a representative value
for the din ensionless coupling param eter g° ,=t, wem ake use of the Stoner criterion. In the
vichhity ofthe m agnetic nstability, g o @ ;0) 1,where ((g;!) isthe usualtightbinding
Lindhard susceptibility and Q the ordering vector. W ith @ ;0) N (0) 4 whereN (0)
is the singleparticle density of states at the Fermm ilevel, the value of the coupling param eter
g o=t dbtained is about 10. W e stress that this is only an order of m agnitude estin ate of
the coupling param eter.

Figuresl and 2 show T . ;!0), EQ.(l8), versus frequency !, for several values of (a)
g o=t, ) ?and (c) g .Figurel showsthe resuls in the case ofa nearly antiferrom agnetic

metal and Figure 2 shows the results in the case of a nearly ferrom agnetic metal. By

contrast to the phonon case where T . is always positive, note that there are wavevectors
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g forwhich T . isalwaysnegative, which m eans that soectralweight at these wavevectors
is deleterious to superconductivity. And if spectral weight is added at su ciently anall
frequencies !y, T . is negative for all wavevectors g . F inally, note that the overall scale
of T . for nearly ferrom agnetic system s is lJarger than that for nearly antiferrom agnetic
system s. This Indicates a larger sensitivity of the relative changes in T, with respect to
changes in the soIn— uctuation spectral weight for nearly ferrom agnetic system s.

Figure 3 is a representative plot of

;0 @31

T =max —
T

asa function ofthe wavevectorq atwhich spectralweight isadded for severalvaluesof ! o=t
and for a nearly antiferrom agneticmetal. T [ indicates the region of m om entum and fre-
quency space where adding a an all am ount of spectralweight enhances the superconducting

transition tem perature. F igure 4 is a com plem entary plot for

( )
dT
=<0 ; (32)

T, =min
T. d

w hich indicates the region ofm om entum and frequency space where adding a an allam ount
of spectral weight suppresses the superconducting transition tem perature. These resuls
should be com pared w ith the corregponding plots, shown in Figures5 (T J)and 6 (T _ ),
for the nearly ferrom agnetic case. W e have chosen the values of !  for graphs (@) to be kss
than ! Which, for these param eter values, is about 2:5t In the nearly antiferrom agnetic
case and about 032t in the nearly ferrom agnetic case) and the values of !  In graph (d) to
be greater than ! .. The region in wavevector space where T . 0 grow s m onotonically
wih !y, starting from zero when !y < ! 0ss, the crossover frequency corresponding to
the ncpient ordering wavevector. However the maxinum valie of T . passes through
an extremum at !, = !, the optin al frequency corresponding to the incipient ordering
wavevector. It is interesting to nd that the size ofthe region T . 0 is approxin ately the
sam e In the nearly antiferrom agnetic and nearly ferrom agnetic cases if ! is chosen close to

the corresponding optin al frequency ! o, and that it is a signi cant fraction of the total
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area ofthe B rillouin Zone. T his suggests that except rvery sn allvalues of 2, the pairing
occurs m ostly through the short-ranged m agnetic uctuations. Com paring the values of

T . In the frequency and wavevector scans suggests that ram oving spectralweight from low
frequencies m ay be an e ective way to enhance T...

W e show in Figure 7 plotsof T ! for various values of ? in the nearly ferrom agnetic
case. The surfaces are very sin ilar to one another in the small 2 lim it. This can also be
seen In the T . versus ! curves. However, since our m ean— eld calculations are likely not
accurate very close to the critical point for m agnetic order, we cannot state categorically
what the lm ting valuesof T . are. The T .= 0 contour In wavevector space is quite
insensitive to the value of 2, but is, however, very sensitive to the value of ! .

Figure 8 show show the crossover frequency ! .oss (@ ) depends on the coupling constant
g o=t and the correlation wavevector 2, for the optinum wavevector, namely g = ( ; )
for nearly antiferrom agnetic system sand g = (0;0) for nearly ferrom agnetic system s. The

gure show s that ! c.oss (@ ) when scaled by T., ism ore robust to changes in g =t and 2
iIn the nearly antiferrom agnetic case than in the nearly ferrom agnetic case. The value of
! woss In the nearly antiferrom agnetic case is about 3T, which is quite close to the value 2T,
cbtained In the Hubbard m ode.l’é . The value of ! ,,oss In the nearly ferrom agnetic case lies
between 5T, and 9T.. It is Interesting to observe that in the lin it of an all coupling and far
away from the m agnetic instability, ! coss=Tc Seam s to approach a value comm on to both

the nearly antiferrom agnetic and nearly ferrom agnetic cases. F igure 8 (@) indicates that, for

2 2

= 050 in the nearly ferrom agnetic case, ! cross=Tc Seam s to depend on T and | only
through the product Ty 2, which is ound experin entally to be approxin ately constant.
Therefore ! s IS roughly proportional to T.. But, for the sam e param eters, T. scales
approxin ately linearly with Tsf:é. Hence, or 2 = 050 in the nearly ferrom agnetic case,
! cross SCales approxin ately linearly with Tge .

One would like to understand the nature of the crossover frequency ! cross I termm s of
phonon-problem —-lke param eters. M illis and cow orkero.-ﬁ: showed that, In the antiferrom ag—

neticm agnetic uctuation cass,
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! ross=Te edy (33)

where 4 is a dwave e ective interaction constant 4 = —; . They assum ed that the dy—
nam icalm agnetic susceptibility can be seperated into a wavevectordependent factor and a
frequency-dependent factor and they adopted an E Instein m odel to describe the frequency—
dependent factor. They further assum ed that the E liashberg equations can be reduced to
equations involving Fem isurface quantities only. A sin ilar calculation can be carried out

In the nearly ferrom agnetic case yielding

! oss=Te ery (34)
with , = —j The resuls of the m ore com plkte calculation describbed in Section IT are
com pared w ith these expressions for ! .oss=Tc In Figure 9. Sihoe ( = p;d) isnot an

Independent param eter in ourm odel, we calculated 1og (! ross=Tc) and 1=  Porvariousvalues
of 2.0 ne sees that the expressions given in Egs. 3) and @4) are a poor approxin ation to
the value of ! ooss=T. calculated from the E lashberg equations. T he dependence of ! (0ss=T¢
on ismuch weaker than eL and is not even m onotonic in the nearly antiferrom agnetic
case. This nding is consistent w ith the inability to obtain a sin plk analytic expression
sim ilar to that proposed by M dM illan to represent the T. calculated num erically via the
E liashberg equatjoné"lﬁ’l .

W e show in Figure 10 the variation ofthe nom alised optim al frequency ! o (@ )=T. w ith
& ,=tand 2 in the nearly antiferrom agnetic case, with g = ( ; ), and nearly ferrom ag—
netic case with g = (0;0). In the nearly antiferrom agnetic case ! ¢ is approxim ately a
constant equalto 10T., which is close to the value it takes in the Hubbard m odejé . kisalo
ofthe sam e order of m agnitude as 2 T, the value it takes In the electron-phonon prob]em:i: .
In the nearly ferrom agnetic case ! o« lies between 13T, and 22T..

A s shown by Bergm ann and R anner for the phonon problem 5, it is instructive to com pare
the frequency dependence of the spectral function w ith that of T .. The resuls for the
nearly antiferrom agnetic casesand g = ( ; ) are shown In Figure 11 for various values of

2
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Figure 11 shows that in the small ? lim it (strong coupling) the peak in the spectral
weight lies below the optinum frequency !, whik for large ? Wweak coupling) it lies
above ! . This is analogous to the results of Bergm ann and Rainer who found that the
transverse phonon m ode was below the optimum frequency !« = 2 T. for strong coupling
superconductors such as Hg and above ! . for weak coupling superconductors such as In.
The results of F igure 11 suggest an explanation foramaxinum T. asa function of 2. As

21 0, while the d-wave com ponent of the pairing interaction increases, the frequency
at which the soin— uctuation spectralweight ism axinum becom es an aller than ! o5, the
frequency below which addition of spectral weight produces a suppression of T..

O ne m ight have expected that the ? orwhich T, ism axinum would be such that the
peak In the spin— uctuation spectral weight coincides with ! e But or g (=t = 10, the
maxinum T, is ound at ? 0:35, whike them atch between the peak in the spectralweight
and ! g occurs for 2 1. The chift in the peak of InV; relative to ! allows one to
understand the trends in T, but the argum ents rem ain qualitative.

Since the location of the peak In the spectral function does not depend on the value
of o=t and our results show that the frequency ! pt IS approxin ately constant in the
nearly antiferrom agnetic case, one does not gain new insights by looking at the frequency
dependences of InVy (g ;!'g) and T . ;!o) Pordi erent coupling constants.

In the nearly ferrom agnetic case, shceIn (! 0;!')= 0 Por! & 0, one sees that the
situation is quite di erent and thus the shape of the curves InV, (@ ;!9) and T . ;!o)
for the optinum wavevector g = 0 will not be sin ilar, unlke the phonon and nearly

antiferrom agnetic cases.

IV.DISCUSSION

O ur results dem onstrate a num ber of signi cant di erences as well as sin ilarties between
them agnetic uctuation—and phonon-pairingm echanisn s. In the latter case, the interaction

is ocalin space but non—localin tin e. Thism eans that there should be aln ost no variation
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of T.(g;'o) with g and therefore one only need worry about the dependence of T .
on frequency. In the case of m agnetic pairing how ever, the Interaction is non-local In both
gace and tine and asa result T . (G ;!o) exhbis a dependence on both wavevector g
and frequency !g.

In the phonon caselé , addition of an in nitesim al am ount of spectral weight at any non—
zero frequency ! results in an enhancement of T, wih an optmmum frequency of 2 T..
Inthelmi !y ! 0, T.! 0,whih is consistent with A nderson’s theorem:é for isotropic
superconductors. O n the other hand, for the m agnetic interaction m odel, addition of spec—
tralweight at su ciently Jow frequencies results n negative values of T .. The nntuitive
understanding of this resulté is also related to Anderson’s theoram . Very low frequency
param agnons e ectively act as a static non-m agnetic In purty potential that scatters the
quasiparticles. For anisotropic superconductors, A nderson’s theorem doesnot apply and the
presence of non-m agnetic in purties leads to a supression of T.. A 1so note that for certain
wavevectorsqg , T .(@ ;!o) isalways negative, regardless of ! .

There are also signi cant di erences between the nearly antiferrom agnetic and nearly
ferrom agnetic cases. For Instance, the crossover frequency ! ross @t which T (g ;!9) = 0
dependsm ore weakly on them odelparam eters 2 and g° o=t In the nearly antiferrom agnetic
case than in the nearly ferrom agnetic case. (! oss IS Strongly dependent on g in both
cases.) Similrly, the optinum frequency ! at which T .(@ ;!y) iIsmaxinum ismore
weakly dependent on the m odel param eters 2 and g° =t in the nearly antiferrom agnetic
m etals than in the nearly ferrom agnetic m etals. M oreover, the overallscalke of T . ismuch
larger In the fom er case than in the latter, indicating a m uch greater relative sensitivity of
T. to changes In the spectral weight for nearly ferrom agnetic system s.

Our resuls also show sin ilarities between m agnetically m ediated and phonon-m ediated
superconductivity. In allcases, the shape ofthe T . curvesarem onotonicw ith a single opti-
mum frequency (foreach wavevector) and, in the high-frequency regin e and for w avevectors
such that T . > 0, the curves behave sim ilarly . The decrease of T . with Increasing !

approxin ately m irrors the change in the interaction param eters asVere ! Veee + Vg
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The relative positions of the peak !, .x In the spectral weight InVg(@g = ( ; );!) and
optimum frequency ! o In the strong coupling lim it where !, .x < ! e and weak coupling
Iimit in which !pa.x > !ope IS sinilar in som e respects to the ndings of Bergm ann and
Rajnerl’-ﬁl for the phonon problam . In that case, the transverse phonon frequency isbelow the
optinum one for strong coupling superconductors and above In the weak coupling case.
Figure 2 (c) show s a feature that m ay partially explain the di culty In observing super—
conductivity on the border of itinerant ferrom agnetisn . O ur results (see F igure 2 (c)) show
that adding spectral weight at Jarge wavevectors is detrin ental to T.. In other words, an—
tiferrom agnetic correlations act to suppress pairing In nearly ferrom agnetic system s. In the
presence of a Jattice, one would generically expect som e enhanoam ent of the m agnetic re—
goonse at Jarge w avevectors due to nesting features in the Fem isurface for nearly-half- lled
electronic bands. A s explained in References :'ii":‘-;, m agnetic pairing on the border of long—
range ferrom agnetic order is not as robust as m agnetic pairing in nearly antiferrom agnetic
system s. The antiferrom agnetic correlations inherent to the presence of a crystal lattice
tend to suppress m agnetic pairing in nearly ferrom agnetic system s, thus m aking it even

m ore di cul to cbserve.

V.OUTLOOK

T he dependence of the superconducting transition tem perature on m odel param eters and
the rok played by din ensionality for O msteinZemike ke soin— uctuation spectra hasbeen
studied In some detajfi'ii . However, these calculations re ect an integral property of the
dynam icalsusosptibility (g;! ). In thispaper, we presented a study ofhow di erent regions
in wavevector g and frequency ! individually contrioute to T., giving us novel nsights into
the m agnetic interaction m odel.

The calculations were carried out by adding in nitesim al am ounts of spectral weight

at di erent wavevectors and frequency and detemm ining the resulting changes in T. from

the num erical solution of the E liashberg equations. W e stress that the work reported here

16



provides insight only Into how di erent regions n g and ! contrbute to pairing for the
particular m agnetic- uctuation spectrum  (g;!), Eq. @0). Onemay infer certain trends
In T, for an all changes In the spin— uctuation spectrum , but it m ay not be warranted to
extrapolate our resuls to large changes in the m agnetic spectrum . A lso, the calculations
are carried out at T.. They may give one som e idea of how the robustness of pairing is
a ected as one goesbelow T. and the electronic gap induces changes in the m om entum and
frequency structure of (g; ! ), but this involes another extrapolation to Jarge changes in the
m agnetic spectrum which m ay not be warranted.

W e found that addition of spectral weight at or near the ncipient ordering wavevector
In the nearly antiferrom agnetic and nearly ferrom agnetic cases lead to an enhancem ent
of T., exospt at low frequencies where it kads to a suppression of the superconducting
transition tem perature. However, addition of spectral weight far away from the incipient
ordering wavevector results n a lowering of T, regardless of frequency. These results are In
stark contrast to those obtained for phonon-m ediated superconductivity where addition of
soectral weight at any non—zero frequency lads to an enhanoam ent of the superconducting
critical tem perature.

T he theoretical fram ew ork presented here to describe system s on theborder ofm agnetism
can be translated to describe systam s on the border of other types of Instabilities, such as
charge-density-wave or ferroelctric nstabilities. The sam e type of calculations could be
carried out in those other cases, and com pared to the resuls of this paper, shedding light

on the sin ilarities and di erences between the m any possible pairing m echanisn s.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Frequency dependenceof T .= % forvariousvaluesof (@) the coupling param eter

_0
Tc
92 o=t, () the inverse correlation length 2 and (c) the m om entum transfer g in the case ofa

nearly antiferrom agneticm etalw ith a d,2 2 superconducting state symm etry. T he characteristic

y

soin— uctuation tem perature is T = 067 and (2) = 12.

FIG .2. Frequency dependenceof T .= % forvariousvaluesof (@) the coupling param eter

0
Tc
g2 o=t, b) the inverse correlation length 2 and (c) the m om entum transfer g in the case ofa
nearly ferrom agnetic m etal with a p-wave superconducting state symm etry. The characteristic

soIn— uctuation tem perature is Tgf = 067 and % = 12.

_0dTc,

To d ;0g for various values of ! o=t for a

FIG.3. W avenumber dependence of T ; = minf
nearly antiferrom agneticm etalw ith a d,2 2 superconducting state sym m etry. T he other pertinent

param eter values are g o=t= 30 and °= 035.

dT ¢
d

FIG.4. W avenumber dependenceof T _ =m jl’lfT—Z ;0g for various values of ! o=t for a
nearly antiferrom agneticm etalw ith a d,> 2 superconducting state symm etry. T he other pertinent

param eter values are g o=t= 30 and °= 035.

FIG.5. W avenumber dependence of T g =m axfT—z%;Og for various values of ! o=t or a
nearly ferrom agnetic m etal w ith a p-wave superconducting state sym m etry. T he other pertinent

param eter values are g ,=t= 30 and °= 035.

09 .0g for various values of ! o=t Pr a

FIG.6. W avenumber dependence of T . = minfg =

nearly ferrom agnetic m etalw ith a p-wave superconducting state sym m etry. T he other pertinent

param eter values are g o=t= 30 and °= 035.

dT ¢
d

FIG.7. W avenumber dependenceof TS = m axfT—Z ;0g for various values of the di-
m ensionless param eter ? for a nearly ferrom agnetic m etal w ith a p-wave superconducting state

symm etry. T he other pertinent param eter valies are ¢ o=t= 30 and ! o=t= 2.
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FIG .8. Thedependence of the crossover frequency ! cross, NOm alised by the superconducting
transition tem perature T., on (@) the coupling param eter g° o=t and on () the iverse correlation
length 2. Both graphs exhibit results obtained in the nearly antiferrom agnetic NA ) case and
for three values of the param eter pair (Tgse; (2)), keeping the product Tg¢ % constant, in the nearly
ferrom agnetic WF) case. Throughoutwehaveputg = ( ; ) In the nearly antiferrom agnetic case
and g = (0;0) in the nearly ferrom agnetic case.

FIG .9. Comparison of our resuls for the crossover frequency In (@) the nearly antiferrom ag—

1

netic case (circlkes) and () the nearly ferrom agnetic case (circles) w ith the resul ! cross=Tc €
Eqg. C_?;g) (squares). W e have put the prefactor in this form ula equal to one for the sake of com —
parison. W e have calculated ! cross With ¢ o=t = 10, although the e ective Interaction constant

is lndependent of g o=t. The data is param etrised Jeft to right by increasing ? from (@) 0:10
to 400 and () 010 to 1:00. Throughout we have put g = ( ; ) iIn the nearly antiferrom agnetic

case and g = (0;0) In the nearly ferrom agnetic case.

FIG .10. The dependence of the optin al frequency ! o, nom alised by the superconducting
transition tem perature T., on @) g° o=t and () 2. W e have put Tg = 0:67, % = 12 and

g = ( ; ) In the nearly antiferrom agnetic case and g = (0;0) in the nearly ferrom agnetic case.

FIG.1l. Comparison of T .= T—O%TC (solid line) and Im V4 (dashed line) for various valies of
the param eter 2 for a nearly antiferrom agnetic m etal. T he fiinctions are plotted for a value of the

coupling ¢ o=t= 10 and a wavevectorq = ( ; ).
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