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B reakup ofa Stoner m odel for the 2D ferrom agnetic quantum critical point
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R e-interpretation of the resultsby R .V .Chubukov et. al,, Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 077002 (2003)]
Jeads to the conclusion that ferrom agnetic quantum critical point FQ CP ) cannot be described by a
Stoner m odel because of a strong interplay between the param agnetic uctuations and the C ooper

channel, at least in two dim ensions.

PACS numbers: 74 25.q

R ecent experin entalobservations of superconductiviy
n a close proxin iy to the ferrom agnetic quantum criti-
calpoint QCP) in a few itnerant ferrom ggnets such as
heavy fem fon com pounds UG e;t, URhG & and also in
Z an2:3 have revived an interest to whether the m agnetic

uctuations in the vicinity of ferrom agneticQ CP provide
a fundam entalm echanism forthe "p-wave" superconduc—
tivity. T he idea of the exchange by param agnons tumed
out to be crucial for understanding the m echanisn un-
derlying the super uid state n®He at low tem peratures .
In a broader context, relevance of param agnetic uctua—
tions to the appearance of superconductivity at the borr
der of a m agnetic transition hasbeen discussed N2 and?
where readerw i1l nd the history ofthe problem and the
com prehensive list of references.

Starting glready with the one of the rst papers on
the subpct? there were numerous e orts to evaliate
the superconducting transition tem perature m ediated by
strong param agnetic u ions for both ferrom agnetic
and param agneticphase?224 . M ost ofthese resultsbear
the num erical character, and this cbscures the fact that
there is, aswebelieve, some aw in the very m odel. M ost
of the authors dealw ith the Stoner m odelwhere an In—
stability ofthe param agnetic itinerant state com es about
w ith the increase of the on-site H ubbard interaction, U,
that leads to the appearance of ferrom agnetian . Varia—
tion in the value ofthe Stoner factorgovemsthen changes
In a value of the Curde tem perature by varying an exter—
nal param eter (n a m ore general form these ideas can
be Hrmulated In tem s of the Fem il}%qjd theory! by
nvolring the Pom eranchuk instabiliyt4td). Below we
w il try to dem onstrate that such a m odel is not self-
consistent, at least for the 2D system s.

The st question one faces while discussing any phase
transition is how close one can approach the line of a
transition. T he problem ofa singularity, orm agnitude of

uctuations, looks sin pler near the ferrom agnetic Q CP
(the ending point of the phase diagraj at T = 0). The
outcom.e of the analysis done by H ert224 and recently by
M illi€? is that near such QCP  uctuations retain their
mean eld characterduetoan ncreaseine ectivedim en-—
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sionality to account for an nvolvem ent of the frequency

variable at zero tam perature. W e argue, that the hy-
pothesis of;the ferrom agnetic Q CP w ith the param agnon

pmpagatorg‘g would lead to the developing of supercon—
ducting uctuations at such a scale which breaks the va—
lidity of Hertz analysis far away from the vicinity of the

In agihable Q CP . In other words, a Stoner like ferrom ag—
netic Q CP is not selfconsistent nam ely because it seem —

ingly kads to such strong pairing uctuations that m ake

Incorrect independent analysis of the spin "zero sound"

and C ooper channels. Below , we would like to prove our

point by re-interpreting the results of the recent paper

by Chubukov et al%d. ,_

The em phasis in Ref%¢ has been put to dem onstrate
that superconducting transition near the ferrom agnetic
QLCP may tum out to be ofthe rst-order. T he authors
o4 used the standard ansatz fr the bngiudial uc-
tuations propagatort4. To get rid of the so-called non—
adiabatic corrections and to reduce the gap equations to
thewellknown form ofthe strong coupling ones ("E liash—
berg" equations), the authorsm ade an assum ption that
the Interaction of electrons w ith the spin  uctuations is
weak. A m inor change below m akes it m ore convenient
to overview the physicalpicture oftheirm odelasa whol
w ithout resorting to num erical calculations.

Let us Introduce the exchange part of Interaction be-
tween the two electrons, ?(rl

?(rl

r ,) as:

ra)= I@m@ r,) Mo by) 1)
and assum e that f(rl r ,) has the ferrom agnetic sign
and bears a bngrange character. A ffer summ ing up all
diagram s in the zero-sound channelthe sam e way it was
done J'nﬁ‘f, one arrives to the follow Ing longiudinal soin—
soin uctuation propagator:
I@ :
€@i'a) = h——i; @)
1 2 (W)I@ 1 a2’

Vr 4

where T (g) is the Fourder com ponent for the interaction
@,'),wn = T @n+ 1) istheM atsubara frequency, (")
isthe density of states at the Femm ileveland the value of
a depends on the din ensionality of the system : a = =2
for3D anda= 1 for2D.

Cancellation in the denom inator of (_2) atg ! O
and !',=w g 1 leads to the Stoner criterion: 1
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2 ("g)IO)'! 'O. T he factor in the square brackets in de—
nom nator in (_ﬁ) is nothing but the electron polarization
operator (g;!'n):

x 2

@)d

@;'n) = d1G6 @+ Llan+ 1) G Go:

@n

proportional to the generalized electron spin susospti-
bility and calculated at snall enough g in the lim it
FnJ wg @tthisrelation !, and gappear in allequa—
tionsbelow ). In the opposite Iim i (g; !, ) decreases to
zero, and the Stoner like enhancem ent rapidly disappears
at 'y 9. .-

A ccording t44, Eq. @) orthe frrom agnetic  uctua-
tions does not experience renom alization at T = 0 and
1 2 (3)I©) ! 0.Toagreethe om ofEq. @) wih
the sim ilar expressions %% we assum e that I @) repidly
decreases w ith an increase In gq. To bem ore speci ¢, we
accept the follow ing notation:

21(@) d=tr #)* ; @3)

("r) Texp

C X 2
.l = —
®©i'n) z )dT

!
+n0

dp1 8 P 1i!n

w here

1

* Rp) 1 @)

is the param eter sharing the long range character of Z_]:),
which In tum leads the an all angle scattering to prevail
in Eq. (@). The interaction {l) is isotropic in the spin
space. It is straightforward to account jn Egs. @;_2) for
the presence of the m agnetic anisotropy? .

Asiwas rstpointed out i}, pin  uctuations pro—
ducetwoe ectsin caseofthephonon-m ediated (s —wave)
pairing: they add to renom alization ofthe electron self-
energy and they provide the pair breaking m echanisn
for the S = 0 Cooper pair. Pair breaking e ects are
basically the same even for a tripkt (S = 1) pairing,
however, the exchange between two electrons by longi-
tudinal param agnetic uctuations leads to the attrac—
tive Interaction in the triplet (S = 1) channel. For
the electron’s G reen fiinction in the param agnetic phase,
G'Eila)=1is "@) (ih), wewrite:

}n0)G P17 !n0)i ©)

w here d is the din ensionality ofthe problem , and the coe cient cin {_5) depends on w hether the exchange is isotropic

(c= 3) or a strong m agnetic anisotropy is present (c= 2 for "easy plane" and c= 1 for "easy axis"). For the sake

of sin plicity we take c = 1 ("easy axis") in order to avoid additional com plications related to the possbility of a
rst-order superconducting transition.

T he superconducting order param eter b ;') is chosen below in the fom :

b ;1) =1l dE;!a)by] ©6)

and near transition the vectord (p;!,) satis es the linear equation:
Z

d@;i'a) = dp1 8 P 1i!n

1) G PE17'00) G( s ho)d(E1;!40) (7)

T
@)Hd

which would serve to determ ine the dependence of the
superconducting transition tem perature.on the proxim iy
to the QCP 1 Eq. ). According told, the vichity of
the ferrom agnetic Q CP where onset of superconductivity
acquires a non-perturbative character is much broader
In 2D then in 3D . Consequently, our discussion w ill be
restricted to the 2D situation only.

an allness of the scattering angle, ’ :
d@;iln)) dla): )

Introducing the notation for proxim iy to the QCP

Let us express vector g In Eqg. @) through the angle 1 b= 1 10
of scattering along the Fermm i surface, ’ 1:
5 2,2 @®) after sin ple calculation Eq. {}) acquires the fom :
q = pr b
In Egs. (r'_d,:j) one can integrate over the energy variable ® ih®, o,
component, 1 = v (o1 T ).Dependenceon jp jin the d(ln) = T¢ ﬁd(!“o); 11)
tno ho

order param eter b ;! ,) can be neglected because of



w here

7
# ds
2

+ 52+ -1
Ve pr S#

hei, = 12)

0

com es about after integrating (::2:) over’ and m aking use
ofEgs. {_3;_43) In the expansion:

1 2I@ ()’ + (=4)° 13)

In equations above we have neglected all the vertex
corrections to the bare vertices. W ith the help of the
explicit expressions for ;! ), it willbe easy to ver-
ify that the higher order corrections are an all provided
that ourparam eter # above is am all. Straightforward cal-

1k ,Q

FIG . 1l: Vertex correction to the interaction. D ashed and
solid lines are the param agnon and fem lonic propagators,
respectively.

culation of the rst vertex correction to the selfenergy
;') @) shown in Fig.

@ _iT X . .
= sign (!n + 1) sign (Iq )]
7
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gives the ollow ing order of m agnitude estin ate:

O 4T k) 139
Tn notations {14) denom inator in (1) is:
Xn
ity (L)y=4,+iT hfigno (14)
tho= 1 g
Substitution s= 7 tzansfom s (12) into:
# 4 d
zdz
hei, = S P= 3 (15)
o 20+ )+ = A=
w ith
Lo = "p #=32: 16)
Frequency dependence in C_1-2_]') serves as the cuto
b- _
nei,  1=3 3 (1,=!)"" an
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FIG . 2: Num erical solution of Eq. @l}) for T, as a function
of for the various values of m agnetic anisotropy constant,
C (see nset). Maxinum In T. for easy plane and isotropic
cases corresoonds to the onset of the rst-order transition
into superconducting state.

for

p

L> 1o 4 = O omo 4 32 a7

Let us consider the param agnetic phase ( > 0) far
enough from the Q CP .Renom alization ofthe selfenergy
part (!,) is small, so that Eq. d_l]_;) converts into the
w eak-coupling problem :

&
1= - In — ; 18
—19—4 T, 18)
L 3 -
where & is of the order of !y —— (see Eq. ({L79).
W henp_jsﬁlrtherdecreased,sojtbeoom es com parable

to #, the strong-coupling regin e sets in with the cut-
o frequency & ’ |y in (18). This Jkads to the new
and in portant changesin (! ). A s it has already been
discussed %4, one has the Hllow ing asym ptotic behavior
of the selfenergy part:

( L= Ty
()= P 1=3
2!=3; !

343"F #4

2"F # 3=2 ;
2"F # 3=2
19)

T he second asym ptotic would signify appearance of the
non-Fem i liquid regine in the close proxim ity to the
QCP. It is seen, or xed #, that the overall behavior
of the critical tem perature is de ned by the value of the
"coupling" constant,

(20)
A s it is readily seen from Eq. C_l-g'),Tc lp at 1.

E quation C_l-l:) for T, as a function of was solved nu-
m erically w ith the solution shown on Fig. u_Z At 0



we obtain:

To’ 25007 0:08" #%: @1)
Thus we conclude that T, is nite at = 0 and reaches
the energy scale ofthe order of ! ; already at 1.The
latter is also true for other cases shown on Fig. 2.

Let us therefore keep 1 and start gradually in-
creasing value of the model parameter #. At # ! 1 we
should retum back to the Stoner m odel w ith ordinary
Ical interaction which is discussed 4. W e see from
(3", that non-adiabatic corrections rem ain of the order
ofone at 1;4# 1 and, hence, one expects that their
exact treatm ent would not change qualitatively the es-
tin ate T. " from Eq. CZl-.On the other hand, at

land# ! 1, = #°=16 z 1, and one cannot com e
close to Q CP w ithout fom ing a superconducting ground
state ,which In tum would change the polarization opera—
tor (2') O btaining such a high values for T, energetically
so far away from the originally acoepted position of the
QCP ( = 0),show sthe intrinsic contradiction ofthe local
Stonerm odel4. At such a high energy scale the assum ed
proxim iy to a "Q CP " seam s to be irrelevant for physical
properties of the system . M athem atically, large T 't
or/and large  lead to the change In the polarization
operator Eq. @:) to acoount or an interplay between
the zero-sound and superconducting channels. The po-
larization operator (-'_2:) ismodi ed due to the presence
of anom alous G or’kov fiinctions F;F Y in superconduct—
Ing stateat T = 0. For # 1 and T . this
Introduces such a change in polarization operator that
signi cantly reduces cancellation in the Stoner factor.

Remembernow thatat ! = 0 and vy g ! 0 expression
6'_2:) used to describe a behavior of m agnetic susceptibil-

iy near a ferrom agneticQ CP . Sin ilarly, m odi ed polar-

ization operator is proportional to electronic susoceptibil-
ity in superconducting state. T he latter would not go to
zero at T = 0 as it does for the s-wave pairing, even
though it does not equalto nom al susceptibility neither
In any triplet state. The Stoner canoe]JatJon does not
occur. Therefore, once superconductivity (18) arises at

> 0 In the fram ework of the model w ith # 1, at
T = 0 the ground superconducting state as a function
of extemal param eter continues to be stable whilke en-
tering into the ferrom agnetic state ( < 0) wellbeyond
"QCP". This suggests a

tition between superconductiviy and ferrom agnetisn at
low tem peratures.

A1l that has been said above poseg g few questions.
F irst, num erical calculations (see Ref}."'f"iq for T, m ak—
Ing use of an exchange by longitudinal spin  uctuations
give rather low values of critical tem perature com pared
to the values of the bandw idth or the Ferm ienergy w ith-
out specialassum ption of am all angle scattering (the au—
thors have been solving basically the sam e equations, ie
no vertex corrections have been inclided). W e believe,
this is a result of som € num erical sn allness, such as the
factor 1=32 in Eq. {16). This smallhess may restore
QCP wihin some vicinity. Indeed, the low valies of T,
hasbeen experim entally cbserved in a num ber of system s
am ong which are Sp,RuO 4, URhGe or’He. In addition,
In 3D the strong coupling regin e of the aboyve m odel sets
on only in very close proxin ity to the Q CPLY. Note that
the m odel itself does not determ ine the spatial symm e~
try of the triplet C opper pair wave-function: exchange
by param agnons is not the only interaction between the
electrons in the C ooper channel. T hus, the param agnon
contrbution in ourm odel com es together w ith other in—
teractions, 1 1:

@p):  #In()i+ 1; @D) v e
where ;may bepositive (here ; isa proper ham onics
designed by the exact sym m etry of the superconducting
pairing) . O nset of attraction in €22) takes place closer to

= 0 and an e ective Interaction _(2_.2) rem ains reason—
ably weak ( 1) In itsviciniy

To summ arize, we have shown that com petition
w ih the superconductivity channel m akes the Stoner
m odel for ferrom agnetic quantum critical point not self-
consistent. FQCP can be realized only due to the pres-
ence of a num erically am all param eter or other repulsive
Interactions in the triplet channel that weaken the at-
traction m ediated by param agnons, at least in 2D .
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to the_fom of the kemel (17) and the selfenergy part
(1) (}_4_') .Non—zero ;in (22'_) narrow s the vicinity ofQ CP

w here solutions for T. shown on Fig.2 apply.
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