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In a localFem iliquid (LFL), we show that there is a lne of weak 1rst order phase transitions
betw een the ferrom agnetic and param agnetic phasesdue to purely quantum uctuations. W e predict
that an Instability towards superconductivity is only possible in the ferrom agnetic state. At T = 0
we nd a point on the phase diagram where all three phases m eet and we call this a quantum
triple point QTP ).A sinple application ofthe G bbsphase rule show s that only these three phases
can meet at the Q TP. This provides a natural explanation of the absence of superconductivity at
this point com ing from the param agnetic side of the phase diagram , as observed In the recently

discovered ferrom agnetic superconductor, UG e; .

PACS numbers: 74.70.T %, 7530K z, 71.10 Ay

T he study of weak itinerant ferrom agnetism , both ex—
perin entally and theoretically, is an extrem ely in portant
topic In understanding strongly correlated electron sys—
tam s. It has been shown over the past ve years or so
that m aterials which can be considered weak ferrom ag—
nets (sn all Curie tem perature) display a very w ide as—
sortm ent of com plex phenom ena and novelphysicalprop—
erties. For exampl, UGey, ZrZn,, and URKGe have
been observed to be superconducting and ferrom agnetic,
whereas i had previously been expected (yet not ob-—
served) to be superconducting on only the param agnetic
side of the phase transition @', :_2,:_3]. It is even m ore In—
teresting because this superconductivity m ight be BC S—
like, ie., sihglt pairing, as opposed to all of the recent
m odels w hich predict triplet pairing. T he swave singlet
m odel has been considered by these authors and others

transitions in the heavy ferm ion itinerant ferrom agnetic
superconductor UG e, are of rst order, and therefore
there does not exist a quantum critical point as previ-
ously thought.

In this Letter we propose an explanation of the ob-—
served rst orderm agnetic transition and superconduct—
Ing behavior based on the Thduced Interaction M odel

rst proposed by Babu and Brown E-Q:] and the general
properties of a LocalFerm iLiguid. A s explained below,
this analysis leads to a themm odynam ically consistent,

rst order phase transition from the ferrom agnetic state
to the param agnetic state. W e end by considering som e
aspects of the superconductiviy.

The IocalFem iliquid (LFL) was a concept proposed
by Engebrecht and Bedell to look at nomn al param —
agnetic m etals f_l-]_;] It is a generalization of the LFL
proposed by N ozieres w hile studying the single in purity
K ondo problem [_l-g] Blagoev et al recently studied a
LFL to explain weak ferrom agnetic m etals E_S, -'_6]. This
was shown to reproduce non-trivial results and even the
possbility of superconductivity. The superconductiviy
w as predicted to be sw ave on the ferrom agnetic side, due

to the constraint ofthe LF L, and it had been speculated
to be p-wave on the param agnetic side. W hile the nature
of the superconducting order param eter is still in ques—
tion, the realm ystery is why superconductivity is only
found in the ferrom agnetic state.

To gain insight into this problem , we start w ith a sin —
ple m odel that can descrbe a strongly correlated Fem i
liquid, the LFL of ref.i_l-}']. This theory m akes the as—
sum ption that the quasiparticle selfenergy (!) ismo-—
mentum independent. This leads to a further smpli -
cation in the theory since only the swave Ferm i liquid
param etersand scattering am plitudes arenonzero. In the
Iim i ofsm allm agneticm om ent, the scattering am plitude
in the LFL can be expressed asA, == A+ A2 %,
where the A% are the scattering am plitudes, related to
the Landau param etersby A = F; %=1+ F ™). Note
that here and elsew here, the capital letter quantitieshave
been m ade din ensionless by m ultiplication by the den—
sity of states, A N O)a and F = N (0O)f. In the
LFL the forward scattering sum rule, which is a conse—
quence ofthe P auliprinciple, in poses the constraint that
AO = A§+Aj = 0. Xk canbe shown that when these con—
straints are applied to a param agnetic Femm i liquid, the
system is stable against a transition to a_ferrom agnetic
state and also against phase separation t_l]_;], ie. asFy°
gets large then F(® saturatesto % and superconductivity
In both the s and p-wave channels is suppressed.

T hese results change dram atically when the LF L isap—
plied to a weak ferrom agnetic system (see reﬁ.{_ﬂ, :§] for
m ore details). In the vicinity of the phase transition,
Fo2 ! 1 andFe®! 1' and both scattering am pli-
tudes diverge, indicating an instability in the spin @ ¢%)
and in the charge (@ (°) sector. The ferrom agnetism re-
m ains while the sihglkt scattering am plitude, A5 2, is
attractive. T his opens up the possibility of the existence
of swave superconductivity since the triplet scattering
am plitude is strictly zero in the LFL.

For am allm agnetization and low tem peraturesand en—
ergies, one can see that this description rem ains valid
w ithin weak ferrom agnetic Ferm 1iliquid theory. H ow ever,
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FIG . 1l: The schem atic Integral equations for the Landau f-
function and the scattering am plitudes a. The p’s are the
incom ing and outgoing particle m om enta. Note how the in—
teraction in a) is graphically shown to be decom posed into
a direct temm d and the induced tem . Part b) is the fully
reducible set of diagram s.
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asm ( (n agnetization) getseven sn aller as onem oves to—
ward the critical transition, the situation changes. Since
in the Iocal lim i, m =m z 1 logm o, around the
critical point the e ective m ass diverges, the quasiparti-
cle residue z goes to zero, and the validiy ofFerm iliquid
theory becom es questionable. Hence, the ferrom agnetic
and param agnetic LFL states are not continuously con—
nected through the criticalpoint w thin this theory. But,
and this isa crucialpoint, if the transition is breem pted’
by a rst-ordertransition asto restrict or lim it the diver-
gences, then we can recover a consistent theory. This is
Indeed what is seen to happen asw illbe explained below .

W e have shown that the LFL yields unexpected and
quite distinct predictions about the behavior of the para—
m agnetic and ferrom agnetic Fermm i liquids. M oreover,
we argued that they are not connected by a continu—
ous second order phase transition. W hat we will show
here is that they are in fact connected by a st or-
der transition using the hduced Interaction M odel {LG],
which was further developed by Bedell and collabora-
tors L3, 14]. This a model fr selfconsistently calou—
lating the quasiparticle scattering am plitude (fully re—
ducble interaction) in tem s of the three interaction
channels: particle-hole, exchange particle-hole (induced
Interaction), and the particleparticle channel.

Including all three channels gives rise to a properly an—
tisym m etrized scattering am plitude, a, where N (0)a =
A . The diagramm atic structure of these equations is
shown in Figli. The direct interaction, d, is an anti
sym m etrized e ective two-body potential in the particle-
particle channel. It is chosen speci cally for a certain
physical m odel, ie., i contains Infom ation about the
underlying Ham iltonian. T he second set of diagram s on
the right side of F J'gil:a) is the exchange of topologically
equivalent diagram s in Fjg:jb) . Thus, the nduced in—
teraction is a purely quantum e ect, arising from the
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FIG .2: The two sets of solutions for the param agnetic state

(top tw o lines) and the ferrom agnetic state (oottom two lines).
The lin iting values for large N (0)U of F;’° are given in the
text. P lease note the change in scale ofthe y-axis shown for
clarity.

exchange diagram s that are required to antisym m etrize
the e ective two-body scattering am plitude.

To determ ine the Fem i liquid param eters, we study
the equations of Fjg;;' in the Ilim i of the m om entum
transfer, § = p1  ps = O [13, 14]. T the local lim i
of these equations, the induced interactions are equiv—
alent to the lin it of the exchange m om entum transfer
& =1p pz= 0. The fullmomentum dependence of
the interactions on the Fem i surface has been inves—
tigated extensively in the param agnetic phase [ﬁ :1-4],
and we are currently extending this approach to the fer—
rom agnetic phase f15 Including the fullm om entum de—
pendence w ill not change the results we describe here in
any qualitative way. T hus for our purposes, we w ill fo-
cus here on the local lim it of the m odel to calculate the
quasiparticle interactions for both the ferrom agnetic and
param agnetic LF'L. In the local Iim i, the coupled inte—
gral equations [13, 14] of Figila) and ib) reduce to two
coupled algebraic equations,

1 3
Fg=Dg+ =FsA;+ —FFA] @)
2 2
a a 1 Sq S l anp a
Fg =Dg+ ;FcAy SFGAS: @)

The LFL picture, now coupled w ith the induced inter—
action m odel, gives a description ofa weak ferrom agnetic
Fem iliquid and is rst order transition to the param —
agnetic Ferm 1 liquid. W e w ill take the antisym m etrized
direct interaction tobeD 5= DZ =N (0)U=2,whereU
is the bn-site’ contact interaction, such as in the Hub-
bard m odel. T his is our m odeldependent param eter.

W e solve egtn’s (:!.',Q:) selfconsistently using the above
form ofthe direct interaction. W e show the resultsgraph-
ically in Fjg.'_Z. T he di erent branches for each solution
are described In the caption. T he in portant consequence
is that in the large N (0)U lim i, the solutions rem ark-—
ably yield exactly the sam e results as those of the LFL,
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FIG . 3: The shape of the chem ical potential curves expanded
around the critical U.. Note how the higher U regim e is the
one In which the ferrom agnetic state has the lower energy.

namely, Fg ! 1 and F§ ! 1=2 in one case, and
F§! 1" andF& ! 1 in theother.

Investigating the m odelm ore closely we w illnow em —
ploy certain aspects of a spin-polarized Fem i liquid to
the them odynam ics of the system . In this theory the
Landau param eters are m odi ed due to a nie m agne-
tization in the ferrom agnetic state. For full details see
f_l@l, :_l]‘] and references therein. This has consequences
forthe e ective massesm ofeach soin species, as well
as ortheFermm im om enta k. ofeach Ferm isurface, since
the m agnetization dependence of these quantities is ex—
trem ely in portant.

Sihce the multiple solutions of this m odel are found
forevery U at large enough U, one can im agine the sys—
tem , or som e speci ¢ U, jum ping from one solution to
the other (see Figd). This can be shown by exam ining
the chem ical potential as a fiunction of U . W e can ex—
pand the chem ical potential around a certain U, which
determm ines where one state gives way to another state
of lower energy. The point at which the chem ical po—
tentials cross is the point ofthe st order phase transi-
tion. To see this, we calculate the change in the chem
calpotential due to the change In the m agnetization for

xed density, n,which isgivenby = ;€™ Cc*) m,
whereC = 1N )+ f; andN, 0)=k,m =2 ?is
the density of states at the Fem i surface of spin  (the
tilde distinguishes the Landau param eters in the polar-

ized state). Then the chem ical potentials for the two
phases near U, are w ritten as follow s:
dr U = Up)
P U) U+ O Uc)% @)
d P (U = Uc)
+ Ug)—————: 4
P (U) C(UC) (U c) dU ( )

W e di erentiate the chem icalpotential in the ferrom ag—
netic state In plicitly through the m agnetization which is
itselfa finction ofU . T his is seen, for exam ple, through
the relation for the equilbrium m agnetization in a weak
ferrom agnet: m g jb+F§U)J,where dependson
the order In which the G Inzburg-Landau type expansion
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FIG . 4: The equilbrium m agnetization plotted as a function
of the e ective Interaction U = N (0)U fordierent T. The
tem peratures in thism odel are scaled by the spin uctuation
tem perature, which is about 1=100 of the Fem item perature
for the interaction strengths of interest. The m om ent drops
discontinuously to zero at the critical U, = 150 at zero tem -
perature and for T < T. (shown by the vertical line), yet
continuously to zero at the critical tem perature T = 02,
jndjc%atjng a crossover from rst order to second order. See

Figh.

is carried to in the m agnetization ( = 1=2 form axin al
m? term , 1=4 orm °, etc.)). This hods for sn allm , ﬁ_ﬂ].
It is seen In Fjg:g that for amn aller U the param agnetic
state is favored but at the critical value U the chem ical
potentials cross and the ferrom agnetic state is the lower
energy state.

E xtending these calculationsto low but nite tem pera—
tures can be done using certain them odynam ic M axwell
relations. D oing this we can m ap out the tem perature
phase diagram . The concem will be wih the chem i-
calpotentialand the pressure at nite tem peratures and
an all m agnetizations where we apply the sam e analy—
sis we did at zero tem perature. The details will be
shown elsewhere, but the rst step is to integrate the

M axwellrelation, Es = & , W ith respect to

@n Tm QT nm

T , where the entropy density s is given by the usual low
tem perature Fem i liquid approxin ation s;m ;T) =

n;m)T [_ié] T hisresults In am agnetization-dependent
chem ical potential expansion In m and up to second or—
der in T. A sinilar method is used to develop a free
energy expansion in the m agnetization and the tem pera—
ture. By di erentiation of the free energy, an expression
for the tem perature-dependent m agnetization can be de—
rived. And nally thepressure,P = f+ n+ Hm,can
be calculated from the free energy to give an expression
In tem s of an allm agnetization and low tem peratures:

P @m;T)=P (0;0)+ N 2T2 N o 2T2
iT)= ; — n —
"6 @n 6
2 2
+G1m2+G2m4+G3m2?T2+G4m4?T2: ©)

The coe cients G ; depend on the Landau interaction
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FIG.5: The T. versusP schem atic phase diagram generated
from this m odel. The doubl line indicates the line of rst
order transitions, which ends at a nite T, estim ated In the
text below . The SC dom e, calculated from LFL theory only,
is taken from ref’s ﬂ_il, :_d]. T he superconducting transition at
Jow tem peraturesnear the Q TP Is stillunder investigation as
to its order. For further discussion on this point, see LlE_S]

functions and the polarization expansion coe cients of
quantities such asthe e ective m ass l'.LEi]

Now we can determm ine w hat happens at tem peratures
away from zero. At zero tem perature the m agnetization
Jum ps discontinuously to zero at a certain U indicating a

rst order transition. H owever, as shown in Fjg;ff, w hen
the tem perature is tumed on, we see that for a certain
critical U, and above a certain tem perature T, & 0, the
m agnetization goes continuously to zero, indicating a sec—
ond order transition. T his in plies that there is a line of

rst order transitions that ends and soon becom es a line
of second order transitions at nite tem peratures.

To translate’ from U back to a physicalcontrolparam —
eter, such as pressure, we take advantage of the therm o—
dynam ics describbed above to develop the phase diagram .
The results are shown in Fjg;_S. T he steep slope of the
transition near the criticalpressure is due to the fact that
the Jatent heat of the transition, which iszeroat T = O,
is also zero or nearly zero at an all tem peratures. This is
because the entropy di erence between the FM and PM
states isproportionalto the D O S di erence on each side,
w hich to leading order is zero, and to the next higher or-
deris O m?), wherem is small. Thus these transitions
are truly weakly rst order. W hat we see strkingly re—
sam bles the experin entalphase diagram ofU G e, . Look—
Ing at thephysicalvalues ofthis system , oure ective cho-
sen U, = 150. An approxin ate calculation ofthe DO S
0ofUGe; at the Fem isurface yields a value of 20=eV
fld]. Thisputs U i a range of 10eV , a typicalvalie or
correlated electron system s. Our scaled T, = 02 gives,
when a typicalFem item perature of1 10eV isused, a
critical tem perature of around 1m €V, or about 10K , the
sam e order ofm agnitude as seen in the crossover regin e
ofUGe;.

One nalthem odynam ical ocbservation can be m ade
when looking at what we call the quantum triple point,

QTP.At this point, as is shown In Fjg;S, three phases
end at zero tem perature. A ccording to the G bbs phase
ke t_Z-g], a single com ponent system , which we have here,
can only accom odate a m axinum of three phases coex—
isting at a point. T his restrictive condition explainswhy
superconductivity can only be observed on one side of
the Q TP, and, as shown In previous studies E_E;, -'_6], this
m ust be the ferrom agnetic side, where consequently only
pairing in the singlet channel is attractive. This is seen
experin entally.

In summ ary, we explicitly have here a m icroscopic
m odel that unm istakably yieldsa rst order phase tran—
sition from the ferrom agnetic to the param agnetic state
by the inclusion of the quantum uctuations that arise
from the induced interactions. This can be considered
the quantum analogue to the case of st order tran-
sitions driven by clhssical uctuations in certain liquid
crystals studied by B razovskii l_2-1;] Consequently, f we
tum o the (quantum ) induced tem s in our picture, the
m odelreduces to a Stonerm odelw hich is just a standard
second order transition between the ferrom agnetic and
param agnetic phases. W e show that the superconductiv—
ity is swave and only exists in the ferrom agnetic state,
and that, as a consequence of the G bbs phase rule, there
are only three phases that m ect precisely at the quantum
triple point.
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