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W e reportthe tem perature (T)dependenceofferrom agnetic Bragg peak intensitiesand dc m ag-

netization ofthe superconducting ferrom agnet UG e2 underpressure (P ). W e have found thatthe

low-T behaviorofthe uniform m agnetization can be explained by a conventionalStonerm odel. A

functionalanalysisofthedata producesthefollowing results:Theferrom agneticstatebelow a criti-

calpressurecan beunderstood astheperfectly polarized state,in which heavy quasiparticlesoccupy

only m ajority spin bands.A Stonergap � (P )decreasesm onotonically with increasing pressureand

increaseslinearly with m agnetic� eld.W eshow thatthepresentanalysisbased on theStonerm odel

isjusti� ed by a consistency check,i.e.,com parison ofdensity ofstatesattheFerm ienergy deduced

from the analysiswith observed electronic speci� c heatcoe� eients. W e also argue the in uence of

the ferrom agnetism on the superconductivity.

PACS num bers:65.40.-b,71.28.+ d,71.30.+ h,71.27.+ a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Since a pioneerpaperby G inzburg on the coexistence

offerrom agnetism and superconductivity [1],the inter-

play between thesetwo long-rangeorderingshasbeen an

interesting topic in solid-state physics. Superconductiv-

ity and m agnetism would be antagonisticbecauseofthe

com petitivenaturebetween the superconducting screen-

ing (M eissnere�ect)and theinternal�eldsgenerated by

m agneticorderings.During the lastthreedecades,how-

ever,thediscoveryofanum berofm agneticsuperconduc-

torshasallowed fora betterunderstanding ofhow m ag-

netic orderand superconductivity can coexist. Itseem s

to be generally accepted that antiferrom agnetism with

localm om ents com ing from rare-earth elem ents readily

coexistswith type IIsuperconductivity. Thisisbecause

superconductivityand m agnetism arecarriedbydi�erent

types ofelectrons;m agnetism is connected with deeply

seated4felectrons,whilesuperconductivityisfundam en-

tally related to theouterm ostelectronssuch ass,p,and

d electrons.

In thecaseofa ferrom agneticsuperconductor,a trick-

iernegotiation isneeded forthe coexistence,becausein-

ternal�elds are not canceled out in the range ofa su-

perconducting coherencelength in contrastwith an anti-

ferrom agneticsuperconductor.In the classicalm agnetic

superconductorErRh4B4 with a superconducting transi-

tion tem perature8.7 K ,forexam ple,oncetheErsublat-

ticestartsto orderferrom agnetically below about0.8 K ,

the superconductivity is im m ediately destroyed,except

a very narrow coexistence region near 0.8 K [2]. Here

we note thatthe m agnetic structure coexisting with the

superconductivity is not purely ferrom agnetic but spa-

cially m odulated. ErNi2B2C is a m odern exam ple of

m agneticsuperconductor.A m icroscopiccoexistencebe-

tween weak ferrom agnetism and superconductivity was

reported,butdetailed neutron di�raction investigations

indicated thatthem agnetism coexisting with the super-

conductivityisnotpurelyferrom agnetic[3],again.These

exam plesseem to indicatethatsuperconductivity hardly

coexistswith ferrom agnetism ,even though superconduc-

tivity and ferrom agnetism are carried by di�erenttypes

ofelectrons. Recently,Saxena et al.discovered a new

typeofferrom agneticsuperconductorUG e2 in which su-

perconductivity occurs at high pressures [4]. It is par-

ticularly interesting to notethatboth offerrom agnetism

and superconductivity m ay be carried by itinerant 5f

electrons,which can behom ogeneouslyspread in thereal

space,although itisstilla m atterofdebateand rem ains

toberesolved.Thisobservation hasrenewed ourinterest

on the interplay offerrom agnetism and superconductiv-

ity.

Figure 1 shows a tem perature (T) vs pressure (P )

phase diagram ofUG e2. A Curie tem perature (TF M )is

about52 K atam bientpressure,and m onotonically de-

creaseswith increasingpressure.Then itcollapsestozero

tem peratureata ferrom agneticcriticalpressurePF M (�

1.5 G Pa). In the ferrom agnetic phase, another phase

transition or crossover seem to appear at TX (’ 32 K

at am bient pressure). This characteristic tem perature

TX also decreaseswith increasing pressure and becom es

suppressed to zeroata criticalpressurePX (� 1.2 G Pa).

ThetransitionsatPX and PF M arelikely ofthe�rstor-

derin nature[5].Superconductivity em ergesin thepres-

surerangebetween � 1.0 and � 1.5 G Pa.Sincea m axi-

m um superconductingtransition tem perature(TSC � 0.7

K )is observed ataround PX [4],we speculate that the

criticalpointPX playsan im portantrolein the onsetof

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505266v2
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the superconductivity (see,for exam ple,W atanabe and

M iyake [6],Sandem an etal.[7],and referencestherein).

Very recently,Nakane etal.provided a supporting evi-

dence for the speculation by m eans ofac m agnetic sus-

ceptibility m easurem entsunderexternalm agnetic �elds

H ;in a plotofTSC asfunctionsofP and H ,the super-

conductivity alwaysappearsataround the criticalpoint

PX ,notaround PF M [8]. However,there are stillm any

unsolved questionsin thisunique m aterialto be further

clari�ed. To shed m ore lighton the nature ofthe ferro-

m agnetism as wellas its pressure variation,we present

in this paper the T-dependence ofthe uniform m agne-

tization under pressure by the neutron di�raction tech-

nique,togetherwith thedcm agnetization m ethod.Sim -

ilar m easurem ents were already reported, however the

presentexperim entisso precisethatwecan analyzethe

functionaldependence ofthe m agnetization. Actually,

we have found that the low T-dependence of the uni-

form m agnetization can be described by a conventional

Stoner m odel. This enables us to extractnew inform a-

tion abouttheferrom agnetism asfollows:Thelow-T and

low-P region ofthe ferrom agnetic state,i.e.,the FM 1

region in Fig.1,is understood as a perfectly polarized

statein which only a m ajority spin band isoccupied.As

the pressureincreasestoward PX ,a Stonergap �(P )in

the heavy quasiparticle bands decreases m onotonically,

sim ilarly to TX (P ).W hen the pressure exceedsPX ,the

gap seem sto jum p up,although the applicability ofthe

Stoner m odelto this high pressure ferrom agnetic state

(FM 2) is less convincing com pared to the region P <

PX . From these results, we argue the inuence ofan

e�ective internal�eld produced by the ferrom agnetism ,

which isfound to be rem arkably largebelow PX ,on the

superconductivity.
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FIG .1: (Coloronline)Phase diagram forUG e2 determ ined

by ourneutron di� raction m easurem ents.The shaded region

between about 1.0 and 1.5 G Pa shows a superconductivity

region taken from theliterature[8].Thesolid linesareguides

totheeye.\FM 1"denotesaperfectly polarized ferrom agnetic

state in which only m ajority spin bands are occupied. For

\FM 2" state above PX ,see the discussion in the text.

II. EX P ER IM EN T

Singlecrystalsweregrown by the Czochralsky pulling

m ethod using a tetra-arc furnace installed at O arai

Branch ofInstitute forM aterialResearch,Tohoku Uni-

versity [9]. The pressure wasgenerated using a copper-

beryllium (CuBe)based piston-cylinderclam p device[10]

with FluorinertFC-75 (3M Co. Ltd.,Tokyo)asa pres-

sure transm itting m edium . The low tem perature pres-

sure was determ ined by m easurem ents ofthe change in

a lattice param eterofNaClputtogetherwith the sam -

ple. Elastic neutron scattering experim ents were done

on the ISSP cold neutron triple-axisspectrom eterHER

(C1-1)installed atJRR-3M ,JAERI,Japan,with a typ-

icalcon�guration ofenergy ki = 1.11 �A � 1 or1.555 �A � 1

and collim ationsofG uide-O pen-80’-80’.A cooled Be�l-

terwasplaced beforethe sam pleto rem ovehigherorder

contam inations. The crystalswere oriented with the a-

axisperpendicularto the scattering plane.Tem perature

wascooled down to 1.4K using a 4He-pum ping ILL-type

orange cryostat. The dc m agnetization m easurem ents

were carried out using a conventionalvibrating sam ple

m agnetom eter(VSM )[9].

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In Fig.2weshow theT-dependenceofm agneticBragg

peak intensities IB (T) at Q = (0,0,1) for severalpres-

sures. Alldata were accum ulated atki = 1.555 �A � 1 in

the processofincreasing tem perature. In contrastwith

a conventionaldc m agnetization m easurem ent,neutron

scattering experim entsdo notsu�erfrom com plications

arising from a pressure cellcontribution to the m agne-

tization as wellas a m agnetic dom ain e�ect in a ferro-

m agnetic sam ple,and hence the presentresults are not

obscured atallby thesee�ects.W hilethereisno appar-

ent anom aly in the curve ofP = 0.28 G Pa,we clearly

observe a steep increase below TX � 10 K at 1.1 G Pa.

(In the presentstudy,we de�ne TX asa m axim um tem -

peratureappearing in thesecond derivativeoftheIB (T)

curve with respectto T;Note thatthisde�nition yields

a TX -value close to previously reported ones.) W e note

thattheoverallfeatureofthepresentresultisconsistent

with the Bragg peak intensity and static m agnetization

data previously reported in Refs.[9, 11, 12]. At 1.23

G Pa,such an anom alous behavior was not observed in

accordancewith PX � 1.2 G Pa.

Rem em bering thatthe neutron intensitiesarepropor-

tionaltothesquareofm agnetization M ,wecalculatethe

m agnetic Bragg peak intensities in term s ofthe Stoner

m odel,which is expressed as follows (see,for exam ple,

[13]);

M = M 0f1� � � T
3

2 � exp(� �=T)g; (1)

� =
3

4

p
�f

1

E F

g
3

2 ;� = 2E F f
� 0

E F

� 2�
1

3 g; (2)
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FIG .2: (Color online) Tem perature dependence ofthe fer-

rom agnetic Bragg peak intensitiesatQ = (0,0,1)againstthe

tem perature T m easured atvariouspressures.\BG " denotes

background intensities in the param agnetic phase of about

1250,which arise from the incoherentscattering ofboth the

crystalitselfand the pressure cell.Note thatPX � 1.2 G Pa.

Thesolid linesarecalculated resultson thebasisoftheStoner

m odeldescribed in the text.

where M 0 indicates the m agnetization at zero tem per-

ature, � a so-called Stoner gap, E F a Ferm i energy,

and � 0 is a m olecular �eld coe�cient. The results are

shown in Fig. 2 by solid lines. Interestingly, we �nd

good agreem ent between the low-T m agnetization data

and the calculation. (The observation ofthe exponen-

tiallike T-dependence ofthe m agnetization,instead of

a conventionalT-power law behavior due to spin wave

excitaions,is probably related to a huge uniaxialm ag-

neticanisotropy ofUG e2.) Thisagreem entsuggeststhat

thedecreasein them agnetization atlow tem peraturesis

m ainly caused by electron-holeexcitationsin quasiparti-

cle bands.

From the leastsquare �tting ofthe data,we estim ate

a set ofparam eters � and � in eq.(1),which further

enablesusto evaluateE F and � 0using eq.(2).Firstwe

concentrate on the pressure region below PX . In Fig.3

(a)we show � and � 0 togetherwith TX ,each ofwhich

is norm alized to unity at am bient pressure. It is inter-

esting to note thatthese quantitiesseem to lie on a sin-

gle line,suggesting that the characteristic energy scale

ofunknown origin,TX ,is related to the Stoner gap �

(equivalently � 0).

In Fig. 3 (b) we plot a ratio of � 0/E F against P .

According to the Stoner m odel,the ratio greater than

2�
1

3 (� 0.793)m eansthatthesystem isin a perfectly po-

larized ferrom agnetic state,where only a m ajority spin

band is occupied. W hen the ratio liesbetween 2/3 and

2�
1

3 ,an im perfectlypolarized ferrom agneticstateoccurs,

where a m inority spin band becom esto be partially oc-

cupied by quasiparticles. Further in the case that the
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FIG .3: (Coloronline)Pressure dependence ofthe obtained

param etersfrom theStonerm odel.Thesolid linesareguides

to the eye. (a) � ,�
0
,and TX plotted are norm alized with

respect to a respective am bientpressure value;� = 39.5 K ,

�
0
= 83.4 K ,and TX = 30.2 K .W e also plotTX taken from

Ref.[14].(b)Ratio of�
0
/E F isplotted againstP below PX .

Note thatthe pressure region ofP < PX correspondsto the

perfectly polarized state in the Stonerm odel,i.e.,�
0
/E F >

2
� 1=3

. For the region above PX , see the discussion in the

text. (c) Inverse Ferm i energy 1/E F is plotted against P

below PX ,togetherwith an electronicspeci� cheatcoe� cient

 taken from Ref.[14].

ratio is sm aller than 2/3,the system is param agnetic.

Asseen in the�gure,ouranalysisindicatesthattheper-

fectly polarized stateisrealized below PX .Thisresultis

supported by band structurecalculationsindicating that

Ferm isurfaceshavea predom inantly m ajority spin char-

acter[15,16].

In Fig.3 (c)we plotan inverseofFerm ienergy 1/E F

deduced from the above analysisasa function ofP . To

estim atea density ofstatesattheFerm ienergy,D (E F ),

we assum e that E F D (E F ) is a constantvalue indepen-

dentofpressure.Then,1/E F correspondstoD (E F ).O n

theotherhand,D (E F )can bedirectly obtained from an
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electronicspeci�cheatcoe�cient,which isalso shown

in Fig. 3 (c) for cam parison [14]. As is clearly seen,

1/E F is proportionalto ,i.e.,1=EF = c with a P -

independent constant c. This coincidence justi�es our

interpretation based on the Stonerm odel.

Figure4 (a)showsthedcm agnetization M (T)at1.18

G Pa (< PX )underexternalm agnetic �eldsHext. (The

m agnetization ofthe pressure cellwas subtracted from

the totalm easured m agnetization.) The m agnetic �eld

was applied along the m agnetization easy a-axis. W e

observed thattheM (T)curveshowsa step-likeincrease

at lower �elds sim ilarly to the IB (T) curve, and that

TX exhibits an increase with H ext in accordance with

the previousresults[5,8].W e�nd thatthestaticlow-T

m agnetization can also be welldescribed by the Stoner

m odel(seedotted lines).

In Fig.4 (b) we plot � as a function ofH ext,which

wasobtained in the sam e m annerasabove. Itisfound

that� increasesalm ostlinearly with H ext,asshown by

a broken line. This is highly expected from the Stoner

m odel;thegap in thequasiparticlebandsshould linearly

increasewith them agnetic�eld dueto theZeem an e�ect

asfollows,

�(H )= � + 2g� B SH : (3)

Here,� isa valueatzero m agnetic�eld,i.e.,�(H = 0),

gand S denoteag-factorand them agnitudeofthequasi-

particlespin,respectively,and �B istheBohrm agneton.

Indeed,thevalueof� ’ 12K estim ated from theextrap-

olation to zero �eld is consistent with a value obtained

from the Bragg peak intensity (at H = 0) m entioned

above. A setofparam eters,g = 6/7 and S = 5/2 cor-

responding to an f electron,producesbetter agreem ent

between the observation and the calculation than a dif-

ferent set ofparam eters,g = 2 and S = 1/2 for a free

electron. This m ay reect that the heavy quasiparticle

arisesfrom f electrons.

Theslopeofthebroken linein Fig.4 (b)iscalculated

tobeabout0.3K /kO e.Itisvery interestingtonotethat

thisvalue isalm ostthe sam e asthe slope ofcurvesin a

plotofTX vsH (see,forexam ple,Ref.[6]and references

therein).Thisclearly supportsthatTX isrelated to the

Stonergap �,asm entioned above.

Figure 4 (c) shows the H ext-dependence of1=E F (at

1.18 G Pa)obtained from the least square �tting ofthe

M (T)data to the Stonerm odel. W e also plotreported

values ofthe -coe�cient observed at 1.15 G Pa under

externalm agnetic �elds [17]. Again,we �nd the sam e

relation 1=E F = c with the sam e scale factor c as the

above.Notethatthereisno adjustableparam eteratall,

neverthelesswe�nd thegood agreem entbetween D (EF )

estim ated from the Stonerm odeland deduced from the

heatcapacity experim ents.Thisclearly provesthevalid-

ity ofourm odelanalysis.

Let us return to the pressure region ofP > PX . As

m ay beseen from Fig.2,theaccordancebetween thecal-

culated and the experim entalresults is less convincing
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FIG .4: (Color online) (a) Tem perature dependence ofthe

static m agnetization at 1.18 G Pa under various m agnetic

� elds along the m agnetization easy a-axis. (b) Stoner gap

� isplotted asa function oftheexternalm agnetic� eld Hext.

(c) Inverse Ferm ienergy 1/E F is plotted together with the

electronic speci� c heat coe� cient  m easured at 1.15 G Pa

taken from Ref.[17]. Note that1/E F ,which isproportional

to the density ofstatesatE F ,agreeswellwith the observed

 value.

com pared with thatforP < PX ,forwhich therearetwo

possibleexplanations:First,thelow T-dependenceofthe

uniform m agnetization (forP > PX )can nolongerbede-

scribed by the Stonerm odel. Second,the Stonerm odel

isstillapplicable to the FM 2 region,buta pressure dis-

tribution within thesam plewillcausetheM (T)curveto

deviatefrom theStonerm odel.(The Curietem perature

decreasessteeply above PX (see Fig.1). In such a case,

theexperim etalresultscould beobscured by even asm all

pressure distribution within the sam ple [10,18].) Since

it is unclear which is dom inant,we tentatively tried to

apply theStonerm odeltotheFM 2region.Theobtained

�-valuesare asfollows;� = 40 (� 6),25 (� 5),and 7

(� 7)K atP = 1.23,1.28,and 1.40 G Pa,respectively.

W e �nd that� showsa jum p nearatPX on going from

theFM 1 to FM 2 region,and that� decreasesm onoton-

ically with further increasing pressure and �nally tends

toward zero in the vicinity ofthe ferrom agnetic critical

pressurePF M .Notethatthejum p of� reectsthesud-

den change in the solpe ofthe IB (T) curves below and

above PX . A further investigation is needed to clarify

whetherthem agnetization in theFM 2 region can bede-

scribed by the Stonerm odelornot.

Finally we discuss the correlation between the ferro-

m agnetism in theFM 1 region and thesuperconductivity.

ItisevidentthattheStonergap behaviorin theFM 1 re-

gion is �rm ly established by the consistency check,i.e.,

thecom parison ofourresultswith the-coe�cients.Us-

ing theparam eter� 0in eq.(2)obtained from the�tting,

we can estim ate an e�ective internal�eld Heff seen by

theitinerantelectronsdueto theferrom agnetism by the

de�nition of�B H eff = kB �
0.Then we�nd itto bevery

large;forexam ple,H eff � 100T atam bientpressureand

H eff � 40 T at1.1 G Pa (see Ref.[19]fordetail). This
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m ay explain an asym m etric shape ofthe superconduct-

ing dom ewith respectto PX in the T-P phasediagram ,

ifweassum ethatthesuperconductivity doesnotsurvive

under such a strong internal�eld. In the literature,it

has been speculated that the nonunitary superconduct-

ingstatewould berealized in UG e2;otherwisethesuper-

conductivity would notcoexistwith the ferom agnetism .

However,itseem svery unlikely thatthe strong internal

�eld m entioned above dose notkillthe superconductiv-

ity,even ifthespin-tripletpairingstatewould beform ed.

Thisleadsusto suggestspatially inhom ogeneouscoexis-

tence ofthe ferrom agnetism and the superconductivity,

provided thatthe superconductivity below PX isintrin-

sic,butnotdueto thepressureinhom ogeneity.W eneed

a furtherexperim entto con�rm thispossibility.

IV . SU M M A R Y

W e investigated the uniform m agnetization of the

pressure-induced superconductor UG e2 by the neutron

di�raction technique together with the dc m agnetiza-

tion m easurem ents under pressure. For this strongly

anisotropic ferrom agnet, we found that the low-T be-

havior in the m agnetization ofthe FM 1 region can be

explained by the conventionalStoner m odel. O uranal-

ysis based on the Stoner m odelproduces the following

results:The ferrom agnetic state below the criticalpres-

surePX (� 1.2G Pa)isunderstood astheperfectlypolar-

ized statein which the heavy quasiparticlesoccupy only

the m ajority spin band.The Stonergap � in the heavy

quasiparticle bands was estim ated to be about 40 K at

am bientpressure,and � wasfound todecreasem onoton-

ically with increasing pressureP and to increaselinearly

with m agnetic �eld H . The sim ilarity between the P -

and H -dependencesof� and TX suggeststhatthechar-

acteristicenergy TX ofunknown origin can berelated to

the Stoner gap. Assum ing that the product E F D (E F )

isconstant,weevaluated the P -and H -dependenceofa

density ofstates at the Ferm ienergy D (E F ) using the

Stoner m odel. Then we found that D (E F ) = c with

the sam e constantc forboth the P -and H -dependence

ofthe electronicspeci�c heatcoe�cient.Thisjusti�es

our interpretation based on the Stoner m odel. Finally

we argued the relationship between ferrom agnetism and

superconductivity;thee�ectiveinternal�eld seen byitin-

erantelectronsisestim ated to besu�ciently strong that

thesuperconductivity would hardly survive,which leads

us to suggest the spatially inhom ogeneous coexistence

offerrom agnetism and superconductivity.W e hope that

theseresultsstim ulatefurthertheoreticalinvestigations.
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