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A m icroscopic m ean— eld theory of the phase coexistence between ferrom agnetisn and supercon—
ductivity In the weakly ferrom agnetic itinerant electron system is constructed, whilke incorporating
a realistic m echanisn for superconducting pairing due to the exchange of critical spin uctuations.
T he selfconsistent solution of the resulting equations detemm ines the superconducting transition
tem perature which is shown to depend strongly on the exchange splitting. The e ect of phase
crossover from isotropic (H eisenberg-like) to uniaxial (Ising-lke) spin uctuations near the quan-
tum phase transition is analysed and the generic phase diagram is obtained. T his scenario is then
applied to the case of itinerant ferrom agnet ZrZn,, which sheds light on the proposed phase diagram
of this com pound. Possble explanation of superconductivity In UG &, is also discussed.

PACS numbers: 7420M n, 7425Ha, 74.70 T x

T here has been extensive experin ental research done
recently on the possble coexistence of superconductiv—
iy (SC) and ferrom agnetisn EFM ) in strongly correlated
electron m aterials. F irst, superconductivity was discov—
ered In the ferrom agneticm etalUG e, at high pressure E.'].
Later a low -tem perature SC phase was found In another
felectron com pound URhG eg] and in the d-electron fer—
rom agnet ZrZn, i_j]. In the best studied cases of UG e,
and URAKG e the experim ent strongly suggests that su-—
perconductivity coexists w ith itinerant ferrom agnetism
In these com pounds. Notably, it is the sam e electrons
that are lnvolred In both SC and FM , which leads to
Inter-dependence of the corresponding order param eters.

The ain ofthispaper is to construct a m ean— eld the—
ory of the phase coexistence between FM and SC on the
border of m agnetian , while adopting a realistic m echa-
nism for superconducting pairing. W e show that inter-
play between FM and SC order param eters has crucial
e ect on the resulting phase diagram . W e then propose
amechanisn that would explain the enhancem ent of SC
transition tem perature in the FM phase and discuss the
application of thism echanisn to ZrZn,; and UGe,.

T he fact that SC is observed Inside the FM region in -
poses strict 1im itationson the nature ofthe SC state. The
very large Intemalm olecular eld due to the exchange In—
teraction fn easured Bltobe 240T i UGe,) excludes,
due to the Pauli lin itation, not only any singlet-pairing
SC but also any unitary triplet states ES]. In thispaperwe
analyse consequences of the so-called non-unitary triplet
SC state i_?:, :_é] on the resulting phase diagram , and then
develop a m icroscopic theory based on spin— uctuation
m ediated pairing to proceed beyond the phenom enologi-
cal level of treatm ent reported in Ref. [§].

A nonunitary tripkt state is described ] by the or-
derparameter © k) o, o, i= B@k) )yl
w here = R y+ 9 y+ 2, denote the usual Pauli
m atrices and the basis of symm etric matrices 1 | was

used to represent odd angular m om entum pairing. The
three-din ensional com plex vector d (k) fully character—
izes the triplet pairing state E_d]. In what Pllows we as—
sum e for sim plicity an easy axis of m agnetization in the
z-direction . B ecause of the pairbreaking e ect of strong
exchange eld M , only the Cooper pairs w ith parallel
soins w ill survive. In this case of equalspin pairing we
can write vectord in the form d = (dx;d,;0). D enoting
dy  id,, the SC order param eter becom es
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W e shall start from the e ective E eisenberg m odel for
itinerant electronsw ith soin s (r) = Y (r) (r),
where Y (), (r) are electron eld operators. Some
attractive pair-form ing interaction ¥ is also assum ed:
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M aking use ofthe H ubbard { Stratonovich transform ation
and integrating out ferm ionic degrees of freedom in order
to arrive at the e ective action in tem s of the bosonic
eld operators ” k)andM () s, (r),wethen deduce
the m ean— eld equations for the order param eters In the
sadde-point approxin ation. T he resulting equations for

the SC order param eter have usual B C S-lke fom :
8
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where f € ) is the Fem iD irac distrdbution finction.
The magnetic order parameter M enters above
equations via the quasiparticle spectrum E (k) =
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(x M)+ 3 ()F.Theequation orM Ilooks as
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where ]:;# x M . In the lin i of pure m agnetisn

(ie. ' 0Owhen T ! 0), this equation reduces
to the Stoner criterion for itinerant ferrom agnet 1=I =

1=v © - N .
In order to illustrate the interplay between the FM
and SC order param eters that follow s from this m odel,
we solved Egs. @,E!) self-consistently for the sin ple case
of spherical Fermm i surface at half 1ling, whilk assum —

ing that SC pairing strength in the p-channelV (;k?

Vi1 ;%0 Yin ®)Y,, K° has BCS-lke form (ie.
m= 1

V1 (k;k° vanishes everywhere except the narrow region
nearthe Fem isurface) and doesnot depend on exchange
Interaction I. The resulting SC transition tem perature
was calculated in the weak-coupling BC S approxin ation
and is shown in Fig. -:I: as a function of dim ensionless
Interaction constant I N (0)I. It is apparent that ex—
change splitting has large e ect on superconductivity, en—
hancing Tsc in the FM phase for them a prity soin chan—
nel and suppressing it for the m inority spin. This is not
surprising since exchange splitting enhances (suppresses)
thedensity ofstates OO S) N  inthem aprity (m nority)
soin channel, which enters the expression for the din en—
sionless pairing strength ; = N (0)¥;J. W e note that
at this stage the sym m etry of the m agnetic state has no
e ect on Tgc since the m ass renom alization e ects have
notbeen taken into account when calculating Tgc . T hese
e ects w ill prove to be very in portant in what follow s.
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FIG.1l: Thecalculated SC transition tem perature as a func—
tion of interaction strength I cbtained as a result of solving
self-consistent Egs. C_R‘,:fi) in the weak-coupling BC S approx—
ination Tsc u 1:d14!.exp( 1= ;), where frequency cuto

!« was chosen arbitrarily !c = 001Er . The solid (dashed)
Iine shows Tsc formajprity (m hority) soin in units of Er .
E xchange splitting M is plotted w ith dotted line (right scale).

W e shallnow addressthe issue ofthem echanisn ofthe
superconducting pairing that arises n the vicinity ofthe
m agnetic quantum phase transition. It has been shown
that exchange of spin uctuations, called param agnons,

can lad to an attractive pairing interaction. On the
param agnetic side the strength of this interaction was
derived in the context of super uidity in *He {1,8,9]. On
the FM side ofthe transition the corresponding form ulae
were obtained in Ref. [_IQ', :_1-]_}] Follow ing their approach,
the (attractive) equalspin pairing interaction is given by
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where | @ o (!1;9) istheLindhard function ofthe
non-interacting system in the given soin channel. The
usualBC S pairing param eter in the triplet channel is
gwvenby ., N (0)¥, jwhereN (0) istheDOS at
Ferm ileveland V,  is the strength ofthe interaction in
the lrorbialchannel, which for spherical Ferm isurface is
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where P; (z) denotes the Legendre polynom ial of order
1. The dom inant contribution to the integralcom es from
the am alkgregion sinceV  (q) is strongly peaked forqg !
0. Thisallow susto em ploy the an allqapproxin ation for
the Lindhard function @) u N (Q)[1 1—12 ke )2+
0 ()], which entersEq. &.

The mass enhancem ent near magnetic instability
renom alizes the BC S pairing param eter ; to the new
value = ;=2 () =0+ ,),where ( isthes-—
w ave pairing interaction param eter and Z (0) isthem ass
enhancem ent ﬁctorl_Z-g] at the Femm i surface given by

m nzo= 1 LXK ke) i
m et =0
where isthe single-particle selfenergy.

Tt is rem arkable that experin entally no SC is observed
In the param agnetic PM ) phase of UGe, and ZrZn,.
Adm ittedly, this is di erent from the resul of Fay and
Appel [_i}'] who obtained com parable values of Tsc on
both sides of the m agnetic transition. Here we propose
a tentative generic explanation for the strong suppres—
sion of SC on the PM side of the transition in the nearly
ferrom agnetic m etal, which is due to the di erent na-
ture of spin uctuations on the two sides of the m ag—
netic quantum phase transition. W e consider a nearly
ferrom agnetic m etal which has no preferred m agnetiza—
tion axis in the PM phase and thus is characterized by
soin  uctuations that are of Heisenberg type. In this
case both longiudinal and transverse spin  uctuations
contribute to the e ective m ass enhancem ent, so that
Z (0)= 1+ g+ 7§ .Consequently, the renom alized pair-
ing strength = ;=2 (0) and the SC transition tem per—
ature areboth sm allon thePM side. R em arkably, higher
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FIG. 2: a), b): Calculated properties as functions of

the exchange splitting I of the itinerant FM w ith proposed
H eisenberg- to Ising-type crossover occurring at I = 1. Spin
uctuations of H eisenberg type are assum ed in the PM phase
and of Isingtype in the FM phase (solid line). This is to
be com pared w ith purely H eisenberg-lke behaviour on both
sides (dotted Iline). a) M ass enhancem ent param eter Z (0),
where formulae of Ref. [10] were adopted for calculating the
m ass enhancem ent contrbutions ,* and ," .b) Thee ec-
tive pairing param eter = ' =7 (0). ¢ The calculated
superconducting Tsc (solid curve, keft scale). The frequency
cuto !¢, shown in the inset, was extracted from the strong-—
coupling calculation by Levin and Valls [12] and is sym m etric
about I = 1point (Tr istheFem item perature). T he broken
curve (left scale) show s Tsc jf_qne adopts the phenom enolog—
icalformula for ! . from Ref. [._L@], and the dotted curve (right
scale) show s Tsc in the PM phase scaled by a factor of 25.

values of Tsc on the FM side could be achieved if spin

uctuations there were of Ising-type, so that only longi-
tudinal spin  uctuations contribute to the e ective m ass
enhancement Z (0) = 1+ 5. Thiswould kad to Z (0)
being about three tin es larger n the PM phase than it is
In the FM phase, as illustrated in Fjg.-'_ja) . The resulting
pairing param eter J'sshownjnFjg.:g:b).Wewﬂl rst
outline the consequences of this hypothesis on Tsc , and
then tum to the discussion of its validiy.

The SC transition tem perature is notoriously di cult
to calculate. For the purpose of com parison of Tsc on
both sides of the FM transition a sin ple M A1 illan-type
mul 3] should su ce:

1;

Tge u ldd!cexpl 1=, J; 8)
where cuto !, sinulates in a crude way the fact that in
reality V.. (! ;q) is strongly frequency-dependent, being

sharply peaked at sm all energy transfers. It tums out
t_l%'] that ! . depends strongly on exchange interaction, as
shown in the inset ofF ig. :_Zc) . The resulting dependence

Tsc (I) ispltted in Fjg.urg:c), which indicates clearly that
the SC transition tem perature is an order of m agnitude
higher in the FM phase than it is In the PM phase.

O ur calculations suggest that Tsc goes through am ax—
Inum and then approaches zero at the quantum critical
point, In accordance w ith Ref. [_1-1:,-_1-2:] A recent strong—
coupling calculation by Roussev and M illis E[é_i] suggests
howeverthat Tsc > 0 generically at them agnetic critical
point, contrary to our resul. W e note that though inter—
esting from the fiindam entalpoint ofview , the behaviour
of Tgc directly at the m agnetic phase transition is not
so in portant in practice, since experin entally m agnetic
transition proves to be rst order [:11', '2:], thereby elim -
nating the low valuesof (I 1) from consideration.

For outlined scenario to take place, two crucial condi-
tionsare necessary. F irstly, the contribution of soft trans—
verse spin uctuationsto ¢ mustbequenched on theFM
side. T his is achieved due to soin waves taking over the
available phase space as the m agnetization M increases.
Indeed, the fraction ofthem om entum space available to
gapless spin  uctuations is g a, krps  kpw, the
rest being taken by soin waves at 0 q & . Long—
wavelength soin waves them selves do not contribute to
the m ass enhancem ent in the leading order of the per-
turbation theory t_l-g:] T hus as the exchange splitting in—
creases, the soft spin  uctuations shift to larger gvalies,
thereby decreasing their contribution to .

However, this suppression also a ects the pairing
strength 1 /  due to longitudinal spin uctuations
which becom e quenched as well. The situation can be
cured by the second condition: the existence ofthe quan-—
tum m eta-m agnetic transition MM T) [_Ig:] som ew here In
the FM phase. Indeed, the longiudinal susceptibility

x s peaked near the jum p in m agnetization accom pa-
nying such a transition, as seen experinentally in UG &
f_lz‘] and in SryRu,0 4 l_lE_;] A's a resul, Iongitudinal spin

uctuations w i1l be enhanced and the m aterial w ill ap—
pear e ectively Ising-like near the MM T, justifying the
assum ption m ade above. However unlkely the \coinci-
dental" presence of m eta-m agnetic transition near the
quantum transition to the FM phasem ay appearat st
sight, the experin ent suggests that this isnot uncom m on
In the ferrom agnetic strongly correlated electron m ateri-
als. Indeed, the MM T has been observed In SrzRu,0 4
tidl, UGe, 17, 20], and recently in ZrzZn, R1l.

W e now tum to the application of the above m odel
to the experim entally studied m aterdals. Fjgure:_ﬂ show s
the generic phase diagram of an itinerant ferrom agnet
that arises from studies of Z1Zn, -g, 2-1_1', :_2-%'] and UGe,
@4', :_59', 2-3‘, Z-A_L'] T he Curde tem perature T, is suppressed
to zero at pressure p., w here the transition appears to be

rst order ﬁ_j, :_’:";] in both com pounds. A nother feature, the
crossover line T, between the two ferrom agnetic phases,
FM 1 and FM 2, is also shown. This crossover exhiits
itself as an anom aly In the m easurem ents of resistivity
'E}, :_2-5, :_2-§] and speci ¢ heat ﬂ_Z-g, 2-2:] in UGe,, where it



FIG .3: The schem atic p-T phase diagram ofa generic iiner-
ant ferrom agnet that exhibits a m eta-m agnetic transition at
P = px, associated with the SC region inside the FM phase,
based on studies of ZrZn,; and UG e, . P ressure px is negative
In ZrZn; and positive In UG e, . T he dependence of low tem —
perature m agnetization, M , on pressure is shown schem ati-
cally w ith dotted line @2_,2@] T. isthe C urie tem perature; Tx
is a crossover line betw een two di erent ferrom agnetic phases,
FM 1 and FM 2. The lled circles denote critical endpoints,
below which the transitions are rst order. The dashed line
indicates a crossover, rather than a sharp phase transition.

occurs at pressure py 12 kbar. In the case ofZrZn; px
appearsto be negative I_Z-]_}, 2-2_3] and thus cannot be probed
directly, however the MM T can be rendered to positive
pressures by applying extemalm agnetic eld, where it
has been studied in the de Haas{van A Jphen @]J] and
m agnetization m easurem ents @2]

Tt isnotable that SC isobserved only on the FM side of
the transition in ZrZn, [;%],butnotjn thePM phase. This
fact can be readily explained by the scenario proposed In
this work. Indeed, ZrZn, is a three-dim ensional ferro—
m agnet w ith cubic symm etry, from which the isotropic
(H eisenberg) nature of spin  uctuations in the PM phase
is deduced. By contrast, i follows from the proposed
m odelthat soin uctuations develop Ising-lke sym m et:cy
upon entering the FM phase, w here the existence Ql- .22
of m eta-m agnetic transition at p = px is crucial to our
argum ent. It thus follow s from our calculations that the
SC transition tem perature m ust be strongly suppressed
In the PM phase ofZrZn;.

The situation is m ore Intricate In UG ey, where evi-
dence of strong uniaxial anisotropy exists on both sides
ofm agnetic transition at pc 'Q:, :_l-]'] However in the light
of recent m easurem ents of speci ¢ heat !_2-]'] it becom es
evident that the very narrow SC region is centred around
the MM T at px rather than p.. This can be easily un-
derstood given that the transition at p. is strongly st
order i_]:] and therefore has a strong pairbreaking e ect
on SC . It is hence not surprising that no SC is seen on
both sides ofp.. The presence of SC In UG e, is nstead
due to critical spin uctuations at pyx, which is only a
weakly rst ordertransition. W e note that this view has
been expressed already in earlierworkson UG e, Q-ﬁ, g-j]
O ur proposed theoreticalm odel has thus an indirect ap—

plication to UG e, In a sense that the observed uniaxial
(Ising) symm etry enhances Tsc , which would have been
much m ore suppressed if the H eisenberg-lke spin  uctu-
ations had prevailed in this com pound.

T he above argum ent already suggests that SC phase
m ust be suppressed both in FM 1 and PM phasesofUG e,
close to p. . It should be noted that the qualitative change
In the Fem isurface cbserved at the m agnetic transition
by de Haas{van A Iphen experin ent {_Z-g] m ay be another
factor that suppresses SC near p.. In this context, the
existence ofa double peak structure In the electronic den—
sity of states very close to the Fem i level has been pro—
posed l24 lasa possblem icroscopic explanation. W e also
note that absence of SC In the PM phase 0ofUG e, may
be partly due to the spin degeneracy of the Fem i sur-
face as it can, In principle, enhance spin— Ip processes of
the elctrons form ing a C ooper pair, which would have
detrin ental consequence on spin-triplet SC state.

In conclusion, we have form ulated a m ean— eld the-
ory of coexisting FM and SC in tem s of the equations
for the corresponding order param eters that have to be
solved selfconsistently. W e have also incorporated a m i
croscopic m echanism of the SC pairing due to the ex—
change of spin uctuations in our model. A scenario
based on Heisenberg- to Ising-type crossover has been
proposed, which providesa naturalexplanation ofthe en—
hancem ent 0of£SC on the FM side ofm agnetic transition,
observed experin entally in ZrZn,. The apparent sup-
pression of SC In the PM phase 0ofUG g, is explained by
the detrim entale ect that the strongly rst-order phase
transition at p. has on pairform ing spin uctuations.
T he proposed theoretical m odel supports the evidence
of SC in UG e, as superconductivity is predicted to be
enhanced by Ising-lke soin uctuations near py .
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