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C oexistence offerrom agnetism and superconductivity near quantum phase transition:

T he H eisenberg-to Ising-type crossover
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A m icroscopic m ean-�eld theory ofthephase coexistence between ferrom agnetism and supercon-

ductivity in the weakly ferrom agnetic itinerantelectron system isconstructed,while incorporating

a realistic m echanism forsuperconducting pairing due to the exchange ofcriticalspin 
uctuations.

The self-consistent solution ofthe resulting equations determ ines the superconducting transition

tem perature which is shown to depend strongly on the exchange splitting. The e�ect of phase

crossover from isotropic (Heisenberg-like) to uniaxial(Ising-like) spin 
uctuations near the quan-

tum phase transition isanalysed and the generic phase diagram isobtained. This scenario isthen

applied to thecaseofitinerantferrom agnetZrZn2,which shedslighton theproposed phasediagram

ofthiscom pound.Possible explanation ofsuperconductivity in UG e2 isalso discussed.

PACS num bers:74.20.M n,74.25.H a,74.70.Tx

There has been extensive experim entalresearch done

recently on the possible coexistence ofsuperconductiv-

ity (SC)and ferrom agnetism (FM )in strongly correlated

electron m aterials. First,superconductivity wasdiscov-

ered in theferrom agneticm etalUG e2 athigh pressure[1].

Latera low-tem peratureSC phasewasfound in another

f-electron com pound URhG e[2]and in thed-electron fer-

rom agnetZrZn2 [3]. In the best studied cases ofUG e2
and URhG e the experim ent strongly suggests that su-

perconductivity coexists with itinerant ferrom agnetism

in these com pounds. Notably,it is the sam e electrons

that are involved in both SC and FM ,which leads to

inter-dependenceofthecorresponding orderparam eters.

Theaim ofthispaperisto constructa m ean-�eld the-

ory ofthephasecoexistencebetween FM and SC on the

border ofm agnetism ,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�ecton the resulting phase diagram . W e then propose

a m echanism thatwould explain theenhancem entofSC

transition tem perature in the FM phase and discussthe

application ofthism echanism to ZrZn2 and UG e2.

ThefactthatSC isobserved insidetheFM region im -

posesstrictlim itationsonthenatureoftheSC state.The

verylargeinternalm olecular�eld duetotheexchangein-

teraction (m easured [4]tobe� 240T in UG e2)excludes,

due to the Paulilim itation,notonly any singlet-pairing

SC butalsoanyunitarytripletstates[5].In thispaperwe

analyseconsequencesoftheso-called non-unitary triplet

SC state [5,6]on theresulting phasediagram ,and then

develop a m icroscopic theory based on spin-
uctuation

m ediated pairing to proceed beyond thephenom enologi-

calleveloftreatm entreported in Ref.[5].

A nonunitary triplet state is described [5]by the or-

derparam eter �̂ �� (k)� hck;�ck;�i= [i(d(k)� �)�y]�� ,
where � = x̂�x + ŷ�y + ẑ�z denote the usual Pauli

m atricesand the basisofsym m etric m atrices i��y was

used to representodd angularm om entum pairing. The

three-dim ensionalcom plex vector d(k) fully character-

izesthe tripletpairing state [6]. In whatfollowswe as-

sum e forsim plicity an easy axisofm agnetization in the

z-direction.Becauseofthepair-breaking e�ectofstrong

exchange �eld M ,only the Cooper pairs with parallel

spins willsurvive. In this case ofequal-spin pairing we

can write vectord in the form d = (dx;dy;0).Denoting

� � � dx � idy,the SC orderparam eterbecom es

�̂(k)�� =

�
� � � (k) 0

0 � + (k)

�

: (1)

W eshallstartfrom the e�ectiveHeisenberg m odelfor

itinerantelectronswith spin s(r)=
P

��
 y
�(r)� ��  �(r),

where  y
�(r), �(r) are electron �eld operators. Som e

attractivepair-form ing interaction V̂ isalso assum ed:

H F M + SC =
X

k;�

�k c
y

k;�
ck;� � I

Z

drs(r)� s(r)

+
1

2

X

k;k0

V��;�� (k;k
0)c

y

� k�
c
y

k�
ck0� c� k0�: (2)

M akinguseoftheHubbard{Stratonovich transform ation

and integratingoutferm ionicdegreesoffreedom in order

to arrive at the e�ective action in term s ofthe bosonic

�eld operators�̂ � (k)and M (r)� sz(r),wethen deduce

them ean-�eld equationsforthe orderparam etersin the

saddle-point approxim ation.The resulting equationsfor

the SC orderparam eterhaveusualBCS-likeform :

8
><

>:

� � (k)= � 1

V

P

k0

V (k;k0)
1� 2f(E � (k

0
))

2E � (k
0)

� � (k
0)

� + (k)= � 1

V

P

k0

V (k;k0)
1� 2f(E + (k

0
))

2E + (k
0)

� + (k
0)

; (3)

wheref(E )isthe Ferm i-Diracdistribution function.

The m agnetic order param eter M enters above

equations via the quasiparticle spectrum E � (k) =

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412247v1
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p
(�k � M )2 + j� � (k)j

2.The equation forM looksas

2M

I
=

1

V

X

k

(

�
"

k
[1� 2f(E � )]

2E � (k)
�
�
#

k
[1� 2f(E + )]

2E + (k)

)

(4)

where �
";#

k
� �k � M . In the lim it ofpure m agnetism

(i.e. � � ! 0 when T ! 0), this equation reduces

to the Stoner criterion for itinerant ferrom agnet1=I =

1=V
P

k

�

�
@f

@�k

�

� N (0).

In order to illustrate the interplay between the FM

and SC order param eters that follows from this m odel,

we solved Eqs.(3,4)self-consistently forthe sim ple case

of sphericalFerm isurface at half �lling, while assum -

ing thatSC pairing strength in thep-channelV (k;k0)�

Vl= 1(k;k
0)

1P

m = � 1

Y1m (̂k)Y
�
1m (k̂

0) has BCS-like form (i.e.

V1(k;k
0) vanishes everywhere except the narrow region

neartheFerm isurface)and doesnotdepend on exchange

interaction I. The resulting SC transition tem perature

wascalculated in theweak-coupling BCS approxim ation

and is shown in Fig. 1 as a function ofdim ensionless

interaction constant �I � N (0)I. Itisapparentthatex-

changesplittinghaslargee�ecton superconductivity,en-

hancing TSC in theFM phaseforthem ajority spin chan-

neland suppressing itforthe m inority spin.Thisisnot

surprisingsinceexchangesplitting enhances(suppresses)

thedensityofstates(DO S)N � in them ajority(m inority)

spin channel,which entersthe expression forthe dim en-

sionlesspairing strength ��1 = N �(0)jV1j. W e note that

atthisstagethe sym m etry ofthe m agnetic statehasno

e�ecton TSC sincethem assrenorm alization e�ectshave

notbeen taken intoaccountwhen calculatingTSC .These

e�ectswillproveto be very im portantin whatfollows.
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FIG .1: Thecalculated SC transition tem peratureasa func-

tion ofinteraction strength �I obtained as a result ofsolving

self-consistent Eqs. (3,4) in the weak-coupling BCS approx-

im ation TSC u 1:14!c exp(� 1=�
�
1), where frequency cuto�

!c was chosen arbitrarily !c = 0:01E F . The solid (dashed)

line shows TS C for m ajority (m inority) spin in units ofE F .

Exchangesplitting M isplotted with dotted line(rightscale).

W eshallnow addresstheissueofthem echanism ofthe

superconducting pairing thatarisesin thevicinity ofthe

m agnetic quantum phase transition. Ithasbeen shown

thatexchange ofspin 
uctuations,called param agnons,

can lead to an attractive pairing interaction. O n the

param agnetic side the strength ofthis interaction was

derived in thecontextofsuper
uidity in 3He[7,8,9].O n

theFM sideofthetransition thecorrespondingform ulae

wereobtained in Ref.[10,11].Following theirapproach,

the(attractive)equal-spin pairing interaction isgiven by

V
��(k;k+ q)= �

�
I2�

� �
0

1� I2��
0
�
� �
0

�

q

(� = ";#);

(5)

where��0(q)� ���0 (i!l;q)istheLindhard function ofthe

non-interacting system in the given spin channel. The

usualBCS pairing param eter� in the tripletchannelis

given by ��l= 1 � N �(0)jV
��
1 j,whereN �(0)istheDO S at

Ferm ileveland V ��
l isthe strength ofthe interaction in

thel-orbitalchannel,which forsphericalFerm isurfaceis

V
��
l =

Z 2kF �

0

qdq

2k2
F �

Pl

�

1�
q2

2k2
F �

�

� V ��(! = 0;q)

�
�
�
�
jkj= jk+ qj= kF �

; (6)

where Pl(z) denotes the Legendre polynom ialoforder

l.Thedom inantcontribution to theintegralcom esfrom

thesm all-qregionsinceV ��(q)isstronglypeakedforq!

0.Thisallowsustoem ploythesm all-qapproxim ationfor

the Lindhard function ��0(q)u N �(0)[1�
1

12
(q=kF �)

2 +

O (q4)],which entersEq.5.

The m ass enhancem ent near m agnetic instability

renorm alizesthe BCS pairing param eter �1 to the new

value ��� = ��1=Z�(0)� ��1=(1+ ��0),where �0 isthe s-

wavepairing interaction param eterand Z(0)isthem ass

enhancem entfactor[29]atthe Ferm isurfacegiven by

m �

m
u Z(0)=

�

1�
@�(!;jkj= k F )

@!

� �
�
�
�
!= 0

; (7)

where� isthe single-particleself-energy.

Itisrem arkablethatexperim entally no SC isobserved

in the param agnetic (PM ) phase of UG e2 and ZrZn2.

Adm ittedly,this is di�erent from the result ofFay and

Appel[11]who obtained com parable values ofTSC on

both sides ofthe m agnetic transition. Here we propose

a tentative generic explanation for the strong suppres-

sion ofSC on thePM sideofthetransition in thenearly

ferrom agnetic m etal, which is due to the di�erent na-

ture ofspin 
uctuations on the two sides ofthe m ag-

netic quantum phase transition. W e consider a nearly

ferrom agnetic m etalwhich has no preferred m agnetiza-

tion axisin the PM phase and thus is characterized by

spin 
uctuations that are of Heisenberg type. In this

case both longitudinaland transverse spin 
uctuations

contribute to the e�ective m ass enhancem ent, so that

Z(0)= 1+ �L0 + �
T
0 .Consequently,therenorm alized pair-

ingstrength �� = �1=Z(0)and theSC transition tem per-

atureareboth sm allon thePM side.Rem arkably,higher
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FIG . 2: a), b): Calculated properties as functions of

the exchange splitting �I ofthe itinerant FM with proposed

Heisenberg-to Ising-type crossover occurring at �I = 1. Spin


uctuationsofHeisenberg typeareassum ed in thePM phase

and of Ising-type in the FM phase (solid line). This is to

be com pared with purely Heisenberg-like behaviour on both

sides (dotted line). a) M ass enhancem ent param eter Z�(0),

where form ulae ofRef. [10]were adopted forcalculating the

m assenhancem entcontributions�
�;L

0
and �

�;T

0
.b)Thee�ec-

tive pairing param eter �
��

= �
1�
=Z�(0). c) The calculated

superconducting TSC (solid curve,left scale). The frequency

cuto� ! c,shown in the inset,wasextracted from the strong-

coupling calculation by Levin and Valls[12]and issym m etric

about �I = 1 point(TF istheFerm item perature).Thebroken

curve(leftscale)showsTSC ifone adoptsthe phenom enolog-

icalform ula for!c from Ref.[11],and thedotted curve(right

scale)showsTSC in the PM phase scaled by a factorof25.

values ofTSC on the FM side could be achieved ifspin


uctuationsthere were ofIsing-type,so thatonly longi-

tudinalspin 
uctuationscontributeto thee�ectivem ass

enhancem ent Z(0) = 1+ �L0 . This would lead to Z(0)

being aboutthreetim eslargerin thePM phasethan itis

in theFM phase,asillustrated in Fig.2a).Theresulting

pairing param eter��� isshown in Fig.2b).W ewill�rst

outline the consequencesofthishypothesison TSC ,and

then turn to the discussion ofitsvalidity.

The SC transition tem perature isnotoriously di�cult

to calculate. For the purpose ofcom parison ofTSC on

both sidesofthe FM transition a sim ple M cM illan-type

form ula [13]should su�ce:

T
1;�

SC
u 1:14!c exp[� 1=�

��
1 ]; (8)

wherecuto� !c sim ulatesin a crudeway thefactthatin

reality V ��(!;q)isstrongly frequency-dependent,being

sharply peaked at sm allenergy transfers. It turns out

[12]that!c dependsstrongly on exchangeinteraction,as

shown in theinsetofFig.2c).Theresulting dependence

TSC (�I)isplotted in Fig.2c),which indicatesclearly that

the SC transition tem perature isan orderofm agnitude

higherin the FM phasethan itisin the PM phase.

O urcalculationssuggestthatTSC goesthrough am ax-

im um and then approacheszero atthe quantum critical

point,in accordancewith Ref.[11,12].A recentstrong-

coupling calculation by Roussev and M illis[14]suggests

howeverthatTSC > 0generically atthem agneticcritical

point,contrary to ourresult.W enotethatthough inter-

estingfrom thefundam entalpointofview,thebehaviour

ofTSC directly at the m agnetic phase transition is not

so im portantin practice,since experim entally m agnetic

transition proves to be �rst order [1,2],thereby elim i-

nating the low valuesof(�I� 1)from consideration.

Foroutlined scenario to take place,two crucialcondi-

tionsarenecessary.Firstly,thecontributionofsofttrans-

versespin 
uctuationsto�0 m ustbequenched on theFM

side.Thisisachieved due to spin wavestaking overthe

availablephasespace asthe m agnetization M increases.

Indeed,thefraction ofthem om entum spaceavailableto

gapless spin 
uctuations is q � q? � kF # � kF ", the

rest being taken by spin waves at 0 � q � q? . Long-

wavelength spin waves them selves do not contribute to

the m ass enhancem ent in the leading order ofthe per-

turbation theory [15].Thusastheexchangesplitting in-

creases,thesoftspin 
uctuationsshiftto largerq-values,

thereby decreasing theircontribution to �0.

However, this suppression also a�ects the pairing

strength �1 / �k due to longitudinalspin 
uctuations

which becom e quenched as well. The situation can be

cured by thesecond condition:theexistenceofthequan-

tum m eta-m agnetictransition (M M T)[16]som ewherein

the FM phase. Indeed, the longitudinalsusceptibility

�k is peaked near the jum p in m agnetization accom pa-

nying such a transition,asseen experim entally in UG e2
[17]and in Sr3Ru2O 7 [18].Asa result,longitudinalspin


uctuations willbe enhanced and the m aterialwillap-

pear e�ectively Ising-like near the M M T,justifying the

assum ption m ade above. However unlikely the \coinci-

dental" presence of m eta-m agnetic transition near the

quantum transition to theFM phasem ay appearat�rst

sight,theexperim entsuggeststhatthisisnotuncom m on

in theferrom agneticstrongly correlated electron m ateri-

als. Indeed,the M M T has been observed in Sr3Ru2O 7

[19],UG e2 [17,20],and recently in ZrZn2 [21].

W e now turn to the application ofthe above m odel

to the experim entally studied m aterials.Figure 3 shows

the generic phase diagram ofan itinerant ferrom agnet

that arises from studies ofZrZn2 [3,21,22]and UG e2
[1,20,23,24]. The Curie tem perature Tc issuppressed

to zeroatpressurepc,wherethetransition appearsto be

�rstorder[1,3]in both com pounds.Anotherfeature,the

crossoverline Tx between the two ferrom agneticphases,

FM 1 and FM 2,is also shown. This crossover exhibits

itselfas an anom aly in the m easurem ents ofresistivity

[1,25,26]and speci�c heat [26,27]in UG e2,where it



4

2nd

1st

p
x

p
c

1st

PM

T

T

p

c

x

SC

FM1FM2

M

T

FIG .3: Theschem aticp-T phasediagram ofagenericitiner-

antferrom agnet that exhibitsa m eta-m agnetic transition at

p = px,associated with the SC region inside the FM phase,

based on studiesofZrZn2 and UG e2.Pressure px isnegative

in ZrZn2 and positive in UG e2.The dependence oflow tem -

perature m agnetization,M ,on pressure is shown schem ati-

cally with dotted line[22,26].Tc istheCurietem perature;Tx

isa crossoverlinebetween two di�erentferrom agneticphases,

FM 1 and FM 2. The �lled circles denote criticalendpoints,

below which the transitions are �rst order. The dashed line

indicatesa crossover,ratherthan a sharp phase transition.

occursatpressurepx � 12 kbar.In thecaseofZrZn2 px
appearstobenegative[21,22]and thuscannotbeprobed

directly,howeverthe M M T can be rendered to positive

pressures by applying externalm agnetic �eld,where it

has been studied in the de Haas{van Alphen [21]and

m agnetization m easurem ents[22].

ItisnotablethatSC isobserved onlyon theFM sideof

thetransitionin ZrZn2 [3],butnotin thePM phase.This

factcan bereadily explained by thescenarioproposed in

this work. Indeed,ZrZn2 is a three-dim ensionalferro-

m agnet with cubic sym m etry,from which the isotropic

(Heisenberg)natureofspin 
uctuationsin thePM phase

is deduced. By contrast,it follows from the proposed

m odelthatspin 
uctuationsdevelop Ising-likesym m etry

upon enteringtheFM phase,wheretheexistence[21,22]

ofm eta-m agnetic transition at p = px is crucialto our

argum ent.Itthusfollowsfrom ourcalculationsthatthe

SC transition tem perature m ustbe strongly suppressed

in the PM phaseofZrZn2.

The situation is m ore intricate in UG e2, where evi-

dence ofstrong uniaxialanisotropy existson both sides

ofm agnetictransition atpc [1,17].Howeverin thelight

ofrecent m easurem ents ofspeci�c heat [27]it becom es

evidentthatthevery narrow SC region iscentred around

the M M T atpx rather than pc. This can be easily un-

derstood given thatthe transition atpc isstrongly �rst

order[1]and therefore hasa strong pair-breaking e�ect

on SC.It is hence notsurprising that no SC is seen on

both sidesofpc.The presence ofSC in UG e2 isinstead

due to criticalspin 
uctuations at px,which is only a

weakly �rstordertransition.W enotethatthisview has

been expressed already in earlierworkson UG e2 [23,27].

O urproposed theoreticalm odelhasthusan indirectap-

plication to UG e2 in a sense thatthe observed uniaxial

(Ising)sym m etry enhancesTSC ,which would have been

m uch m oresuppressed iftheHeisenberg-likespin 
uctu-

ationshad prevailed in thiscom pound.

The above argum ent already suggests that SC phase

m ustbesuppressed both in FM 1and PM phasesofUG e2
closetopc.Itshould benoted thatthequalitativechange

in theFerm isurfaceobserved atthe m agnetictransition

by deHaas{van Alphen experim ent[28]m ay beanother

factor that suppresses SC near pc. In this context,the

existenceofadoublepeakstructurein theelectronicden-

sity ofstatesvery close to the Ferm ilevelhasbeen pro-

posed [24]asapossiblem icroscopicexplanation.W ealso

note thatabsence ofSC in the PM phase ofUG e2 m ay

be partly due to the spin degeneracy ofthe Ferm isur-

faceasitcan,in principle,enhancespin-
ip processesof

the electrons form ing a Cooper pair,which would have

detrim entalconsequenceon spin-tripletSC state.

In conclusion,we have form ulated a m ean-�eld the-

ory ofcoexisting FM and SC in term s ofthe equations

forthe corresponding orderparam etersthat have to be

solved self-consistently.W ehavealso incorporated a m i-

croscopic m echanism ofthe SC pairing due to the ex-

change of spin 
uctuations in our m odel. A scenario

based on Heisenberg- to Ising-type crossover has been

proposed,which providesanaturalexplanation oftheen-

hancem entofSC on theFM sideofm agnetictransition,

observed experim entally in ZrZn2. The apparent sup-

pression ofSC in the PM phaseofUG e2 isexplained by

the detrim entale�ectthatthe strongly �rst-orderphase

transition at pc has on pair-form ing spin 
uctuations.

The proposed theoreticalm odelsupports the evidence

ofSC in UG e2,as superconductivity is predicted to be

enhanced by Ising-likespin 
uctuationsnearpx.
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