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W e argue thata single-band itinerantelectron m odelwith short-range interactions,proposed by

K archev etal.[1],cannotdescribe the coexistence ofsuperconducting and ferrom agnetic order.

In a recentLetter[1]K archev etal.proposed a m odel

forthe coexistence ofs-wave superconductivity and fer-

rom agnetism ,in which both ordersarise from itinerant

electrons. It has been investigated further in a recent

preprint [2]. The results presented in [1]are based on

a m odelwith a localelectron-electron interaction ofthe

form � JSr � Sr=2� gnr"nr#.In thiscom m ent,we point

outthattheHubbard-Stratonovich (HS)transform ation

used in [1]predictsan ordered state even in the case of

non-interacting electrons. Although the HS approach is

attractive forthe physicaltransparency itbringsto the

study ofquantum 
 uctuationsin ordered states,ittends

notdescribethem icroscopiccom petition between di� er-

ent possible types of order well. The evidently incor-

rect inference m entioned above,and the well-known [3]

property that HS transform ation can be used to derive

Hartree or Fock but not Hartree-Fock m ean-� eld equa-

tions,areexam plesofthisdi� culty.In thiscom m entwe

show explicitly that the m odelconsidered in [1],when

treated by a Hartree-Fock m ean-� eld theory,leads to a

physically sensible phase-diagram thatdoesnotsupport

sim ultaneous ferrom agnetism and s-wave superconduc-

tivity [4].

Usingtheidentity Sr� Sr = 3(nr"+ nr#)=4� 3nr"nr#=2,

the localinteraction can be written as � ~J�S r � Sr=2�

~g(1� �)n r"nr# forarbitrary �,where ~J � (J � 4g=3)=

� 4~g=3.In [1]ordered statescan occureven forthe non-

interacting case, ~J = 0= ~g,indicating breakdown ofthe

HS m ean-� eld theory.To castthe subsequentdiscussion

in a transparent Hartree-Fock language,we perform a

particle-hole transform ation on the down-spin,c#(r) !

d
y

#
(r).TheHam iltonian expressed in term sofd-ferm ions

isgiven by
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where�k = �k� �� g=2isenergym easured from ashifted

chem icalpotential,nd
r�
(Sr)isthe num ber (spin)opera-

tor for d-ferm ions at position r,and we have used the

identities Sr � Sr = � Sr � Sr and 2n"rn#r = (3nd"r +

nd#r)� (nd"r + nd#r)
2 to deriveEq.(1).In thislanguages-

wavesuperconductivity correspondsto nonzero x̂-̂y spin-

polarization for the d-ferm ions. The local interaction

aboveisthe sum ofdensity (gnn
2

d
=2)and isotropicspin-

dependent (gsS � S=2) contributions which give rise to

Hartree m ean-� eldsgnnd1 and gs~� � ~m =4,and exchange

m ean � elds� gn(nd1+ ~�� ~m )=2 and � gs(3nd1� ~�� ~m )=8

respectively. Here nd(~m )=
R

k
hd

y

k
1(~�)dkiisthe average

d-ferm ion num ber(spin)density,gn = ~g(1� �),gs = ~J�,

and wehaveused Sr� Sr =
P

��
�
dy
r�
dr�d

y
r

dr�(2�����
�

��� �
�)toevaluatethem ean-� eld contributionsfrom the

spin-dependent interaction. Although the Hartree and

exchange contributions individually depend on �, the

Hartree-Fock m ean-� eld Ham iltonian is independent of

this arbitrary param eter,thereby satisfying a m inim um

requirem ent for physically m eaningful conclusions. In

contrast,a naive HS approach which includes only the

Hartree(orexchange)self-energy givesan unphysical�-

dependentm ean-� eld Ham iltonian [1,2].

Theresulting Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian

H M F =
X

k
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is easily diagonalized to yield the quasiparticle energies

E � (k)= � ~gM =2�
p
�2
k
+ � 2.Here M isthe ferrom ag-

netic order-param eter and � = ~gm x=2 is (purely real)

superconducting order-param eter. The self-consistent

equationsforM and � are

M =

Z
d3k

(2�)3
[1� n+ (k)� n� (k)]; (3)

1 = 2~g

Z
d3k

(2�)3

n� (k)� n+ (k)
p
�2
k
+ � 2

: (4)

These equationsaresim ilarto Eqs.(6)and (7)in [1]but

contain only one e�ective coupling constant~g.For~g < 0

Eq.(4) im plies that � = 0,and it follows from Eq.(3)

thatM 6= 0 solutionscan occuronly if~g � ~gc where ~gc

is determ ined by Stoner’s criterion. For ~g > 0 we get

theBCS solution,� / exp(� 1=~gN ),and Eq.(3)im plies

thatM = 0.

W econcludethatcoexistenceofsuperconductivityand

ferrom agnetism requiresphysicsbeyond thatofa single-

band m odelwith short-range interactions,and that HS

based m ean-� eld approxim ationsm ustbeused with cau-

tion [7,8],especially when separate term s in the inter-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0310704v1


2

action Ham iltonian arerepresented by di� erentauxiliary

� elds.
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