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T he m agnetization rotation transition occurs in the itinerant ferrom agnet URhG e when the eld
about 12T is applied In direction perpendicular to spontaneous m agnetization in the plane of the
an allest m agnetic anisotropy energy.T he transition is accom panied by them axim um of resistivity in
the nom al state and by reentrance of superconductivity at lower tem peratures in the eld interval
between 8 and 13 Tesla F Levy et al, Science, to be published (2005)].

W e discuss the m agnetization orientation transition and them odi cation of triplet pairing super-
conducting state coexisting w ith ferrom agnetism up to the eldsabout 2 Tesla and then reappearing
in the broad vicinity of the transition.

T he nonsym m orphic space group crystal sym m etry of ferrom agnetic UR hG e allow s existance of
antiferrom agnetic ordering of m agnetic m om ents of pairs of uranium atom s along a axis. W e show
that the am plitude of this weak antiferrom agnetic ordering increases below the phase transition into
superconducting state due to C ooper pairs spontaneous m agnetian .

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

The new class of superconducting m aterials U Gez,:l‘ URAG eé, and U IIE has been revealed recently where the
superconducting state coexists w ith iinegant ferrom agnetic ordered state. T he large band splitting and the high low
tem perature value of upper critical el 1 uraniim ferrom agnetic superconductors point out that here we deal
w ith Cooper pajring In the triplt state which earlier has been attributed w ith evidence only to super uid phases of
Jiquid Helium 3¢. The discovery has brought into the open the hntriguing possibility of unconventionalm echanism,
of pairing or m agnetically m ediated superconductivity which is now under intensive nvestigation (see for instancef!
and references therein) . At the sam e tin e essential pragress w as achieved in general phenom enological description of
triplet superconducting states in ferrom agnetic m etal249.

The superconduyctivity of inerant ferrom agnets presents the particular exampl of multband
superconductivi LL42  Tts another m anifestation is recently ound In conventional two band superconductor
M gB 223 . The multband e ects also can be In portant in superconductors w thout inversion center  another hot
point of up-to-date condensed m atter physics (see'g and references therein).

The com ing to light of superconductivity in any new m aterial give rise the problem of determm hation of the type
of the superconducting state. In particular i is always inportant to know : (i) what kind of superconductivity
conventional or nonconventional we deal w ith (it m eans: is the symm etry of the order param eter lower than the
symm etry of the crystal in the nom al state or it is notE‘l:, (i) is i singlet or triplet type of the C ooper pairing, (iii)
are there the nodes In the superconducting quasiparticle spectrum , and if, yes, what kind of the nodes we dealw ih
sym m etry nodes or w ith occasionalnodes, (iv) is the superconducting state m agnetic or not, another words, does it
possess soontaneous m agnetic m om ent or it does not.

In the present paper we discuss the m agnetic properties of ferrom agnetic superconductor URhGe:  rst, the quie
recently discovered:d m etam agnetic transition at the m agnetic eld about 12 Tesl directed perpendicular to spon-—
taneous m agnetization acoom panied by the m axin um of resistivity in the nom al state and by reentrance of super—
conductivity at lower tem peratures in the broad vicinity of this transition between 8 and 13 Tesla. W e shall follow
up the modi cations of superconducting state in the ferrom agnetic URhG e under m agnetic eld perpendicular to
spontaneousm agnetization and argue that the reentrance ofthe superconductivity underm agnetic eld is com patble
w ith triplet C ooper pairing in thism aterial.

Secondly, we shall describe the interplay between the nonunitary triplet superconductivity and the weak antiferro—
m agnetiam allowed by symm etry in this ferrom agnet. The e ect of stin ulation of weak antiferrom agnetism by the
C ooper pairs m agnetic m om ent w ill be dem onstrated. The latter reveals the new possbility of direct experim ental
determm nation of spontaneousm agnetisn in U R hG e superconducting state.

T he plan of the paper is as ollow s. In the next Section we w ill describe the m etam agnetic transition. T hen, the
overview ofthe triplt superconducting states in orthorom bic ferrom agnets w illbe given, followed by the description
ofm odi cationsacquired by superconducting state underm agnetic eld. In the last Section we present the symm etry
analysis of the Interplay between the ferrom agnetism , antiferrom agnetism and superconductivity in URhG e.
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II. MAGNETIC ORIENTATION TRANSITION

URhG e has the orthorom bic crystal symm etry w ith ferrom agnetic m om ent directed in the direction of ¢ crystal-
lography axis. The experim ental observations of eld dependences of m ggnetization along di erent crystallogphic
directiond 4 aswell as num erical caloulations ofm agnetic anisotropy energy'ﬂ vield the c-axis to be the easy m agne—
tization axis and the a axis the hard m agnetization axis. T he m agnetic anisotropy energy in a cplane ism ore than
the four tines lJarger than in b ¢ plne meaning that URhGe istheb ¢ easy m agnetization plane ferrom agnet.
Follow ing Ref.[l7] one can write theb ¢ plane anisotropy energy as

E.nis( jH)= si? + (=4)st?2 MH sn ; Q)

where is the angl between c axis and totalm agnetization In b ¢ plane, magnetic eld H directed along b axis.
T he anisotropy energy m ay be considered as a part of the total Landau energy of ferrom agnet in m agnetic eld

F= ,0M, 2+ M,/ + M, "+ M *+2 ,.M,"M,? M,H: @)

Here the y;z are directions of the spin axes pinned to (b;c) crystallographic directions correspondingly. At the
tem peratures below the Curie temperature , (T) < 0 and In the absence of m agnetic eld the z com ponent of
m agnetization hasa nite value. Them agnetic eld creates the m agnetization along its direction but decreases the
m agnetization parallelto c. Thisprocessisabruptly nishedatsome eldthen theM dropsto zero.Anotherwords, in
a ferrom agnet w ith m agnetization directed along c axisunderm agnetic eld directed alongbaxisthere isthe rstorder
type transition betw een the states w ith m agnetization projgctions M o;M ,0) and M 'yo; 0). To prove this statem ent
one m ust Investigate the evolution ofm inin a of the free energy depending on tw o pro fctions ofm agnetization. This
is strightforw ard but a bit cum bersom e problem . Instead, in assum ption of constancy ofm agnetization m odulos we
do m uch easier nvestigation of anisotropy energy Q:) depending of jist one angular variable.

The anisotropy energy at H = 0 has two minina: absolute at ; = 0 and metastable at , = =2 and one
maxinum in between of them given by sin® n = (+ )=2 thatis , 60 if we take the num erical values of
coe cients + 44m eV and = 29m &V found in Ref.[l7]. The values of anisotropy energy in both m inin a

decrease with increasing eld but the metastable m nimum E,,i5 ( =2;H ) drops faster and at some eld becom es
deeper. Still at this point between two m Inim a there is the m axin um : It is easy to check by direct calculation that
@%Eanis ( ;H )=Q 29 _ _, is positive at arbitrary m agnetic eld and the values of and param eters pointed out
above. Hence we have the rst order type transition from the state wih nie M, com ponent of m agnetization to
the state there this com ponent is absent.

The crystal sym m etry is changed w ith m agnetic eld Increasing. First, at zero eld the m agnetic sym m etry group
of the orthorom bic crystalw ith m agnetization oriented along c axis is

D,(C5)= E;C5;KCI;KCY) @)

where K isthe tin e reversaloperation. Then at interm ediate elds the m agnetization has both My;M . com ponents
and the crystal sym m etry is decreased to m onoclinic

C*= E;KC;): @)

Finally after the rst order type transition the orthorom bic symm etry is recreated but w ith m agnetization directed
along b direction

D,(C))= E;KC;;KC3;CJ) ®)

III. SUPERCONDUCTING STATES IN THE ORTHOROM BIC FERROMAGNET W ITH TRIPLET
PAIRING

T he sym m etry description ofallpossible superconducting states in orthorom bic ferrom agnetsw as given jn:i"'l.%% .We
shortly repeat here them ain points ofthis description. In an itinerant ferrom agneticm etalthe intemalexchange eld
lifts the K ram ers degeneracy of the electronic states. T he electrons w ith spin "up" 1l the states in som e bands and
the electrons w ith soin "down" occupate the states in other bands. Hence we have the speci c exam pl ofm ultiband
metal wih states In each band 1lled by electrons with only one spin direction. Let us discuss for sim plicity the
tw o-band ferrom agnet. If there is som e pairing interaction, one can discuss Intraband or soin "up" —spin "up" (spin
"down"-spin "down") pairing ofelectrons, aswellas interband or spin "up"-spin "down" pairing. In generalthe Fem i
surfaces of spin up and spin down bands are situated in di erent places of the reciprocal space and have the di erent



shape. T hat iswhy pairing ofelectrons from the di erentbandsoccurs just in the case ofnesting of som e peaces ofthe
corresponding Fem isurfaces. In such the situation, sin ilarto SDW orCDW ordering, the superconducting ordering
is form ed by C ooper pairs condensate wih nite m om entum known as FuldeFerreH.arkin-O vchinnikov state. W e
shall not discuss here this special possibility. So we neglect by pairing of electronic states from di erent bands giving
C ooper pairs w ith zero soin progction. Hence, the only superconducting state should be considered it is the state
w ith triplet pairing and the order param eter given by

d Rik)=

N -
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Superconducting states d R ;k) with di erent critical tem peratures in the ferromggnetic crystals are classi ed in
accordance w ith irreducibble co—representations ofthe m agnetic group M of crysta® . A 11 the co-representations in
ferrom agnets w ith orthorom bic sym m etry are one-din ensional. H ow ever, they obey ofm ulicom ponent order param —
eters determ ned through the coordinate dependent pairing am plitudes: one per each band populated by electrons
w ith spins "up" or "down". For the two-band ferrom agnet under discussion, they are

“Rk)= 1RIE k); tRik)= 2 R)E K): 7

T he coordinate dependent com plex order param eter am plitudes 1 R ) and ; R ) are not com pletely independent:

TR)=5:1R)E R, SRr)= G, R)ET R @)

Being di erent by their m odulos they have the sam e phase w th an accuracy . The latter property is due to the
consistency of transform ation ofboth parts of the order param eter under the tin e reversal.

The general form s of odd fiinctions of m om entum directions of pairing particles on the Fem i surface £ () =
f%,(k) ify k) forthedi erent superconducting states in ferrom agnets can be found follow ing the procedure introduced
in? . W e shallnot repeat it here but jist w rite the order param eter corresponding to "conventional" superconductivity
In a orthorombic ferrom agnet w ith m agnetic m om ent oriented along ¢ direction. The symm etry group of such a
crystal is given by egn. d T he "conventional" superconducting state obeys the sam e symm etry ( d as the nom al
state and only the gauge sym m etry isbroken. T he general form ofthe order param eter d R ;k) given by eqns (6 “
com patible w ith sym m etry d is obtained by the follow ing choice of the functions £ (k):

f Kk)=ke ug)+ iky @ uz); )

where u;;::: are real functions of k2 ;k,?;k,?. From the expression for the order param eter one can conlide that
the only symm etry dictated nodes in quasiparticke spectrum of conventional superconducting states in orthorom bic
ferrom agnets are the nodes lying on the nothem and southem poles of the Femm i surface ky = ky, = 0. Along w ith
superconducting state given by eqgn (a) there is another equivalent superconducting state transform ng as id R ;k).
One can prove? that these two states coexist in the sam e ferrom agnetic crystalbut in dom ains w ith the opposite
direction ofm agnetization.

A 1l the superconducting states in the orthorom bic ferrom agnets and in particular the conventional superconducting
state are non-unitary and obey the C ocoper pair spin m om entum

2
S=id di= 5hj 5w Fi; (10)
and C ooper pair angular m om entum
@ i Q @
L=id k — di=-h+ k — o4+ 4 k — 4i an
Qk 2 Qk Qk

w here the angular brackets denote the averaging over k directions. A s the copsequence, the m agnetic m om ent of
ferrom agnet changes at the transition to the ferrom agnetic superconducting state!4. W e shalldenote this changem ent
asM s.

Certainly, below the phase transition ofa ferrom agnet to the superconducting state tsm agneticm om ent is screened
by the London supercurrents ow ing around the surface of the specin ertd. Iy the case 0fUGe;, and URAhG e this
screening is, how ever, uncom plete just becouse the size of ferrom agn.etjc dom aind4 and the London penetration depth
Ref.R] have the sam e order ofm agnitude 10  an . & is know n%429 that even in the absence ofthe extemal el the
Abrikosov vortices penetrate into the bulk ferrom agnet if the spontaneous ferrom agnetic m om ent exoceeds the lower
critical eld My > Ho. In presence of dom ain srtucture this criteriim ismodi edd as ®llowsM ¢ > H o ( =w)>3,



here isthe London penetration depth and w is the dom ain wall thickness. To operate w ith m easurable valies one
can rew rite this inequality as

My> — He: 12)

Here H ., 2T is the upper critical eld, 2 10° an is the coherence length, = 50 100 is the G nzburg—
Landau param eter. T he value of spontanecusm agnetization in URhG e is 10°=2 G . Taking the dom ain wallw dth as
w =107 10 ®an we see that jist the opposite nequality takes place. Hence in the absence of the external eld
the dom ain structure In URAG e is vortex free.

IVv. FIELD INDUCED SUPERCONDUCTIVITY

A s we already m entioned the m agnetization orientation transition is accom panied at low tem perature&q (oelow
04 K ) by reappearence of superconductivity. T he phenom enon ofm agnetic eld induced superconductivity jsknown
m ore than two decade. First it was discovered in pseudotemary m olbdenum halcogenidesE uySni x M 065821: . The
orbital critical eld in thism aterials is lkely su ciently high due large in purity scattering. Hence, the critical eld
value ism ostly controlled by param agnetic lin iing m echanisn . M oreover, the form ation of antiferrom agnetic state
below 1K (T. = 4K ) com pktely suppress superconductivity. But in the. -elds above 4 Tesla the superconducting state
reappears. The comm on believe that it is due to Jaccarino-Petere eck? consisting of com pensation of the extemal
applied el by the intermalexchange eld ofm agnetic ions w ith m agnetic m om ents oriented by high extemal eld.
Sin ilar phenom enon has been observed in two-dim ensional organic superconductor BETS),FeC 14'23"2 . The
very high orbial eld value ism aintained here by the eld ordentation parallel to conducting layers. Again due to
Jaccarino-Peterm echanisn the high eld reentrance of superconductivity occurs.

The quite di erent situation happens n URhGe. First of all, even In the Iow eld region the superconducting
state exists tillabout 2 Tesla® . That is about 4 tin es larger than param agnetic lin tihg eld. The latterm eans that
we dealw ith triplet superconductivity and the critical eld entirely determm ined by the orbialm echanisn . Here we
always tell about the eld ordentation parallel to b axis that is perpendicular equlbrium direction ofm agnetization.
T hen, after suppression superconductivity it reappears at the eld about 8 Tesla and persists till about 13 Tesdi.

The analysis m ade in the paper Ref.[b] show s that am ong the superconducting states {_G)—(:g) the best t for the
upper critical 1d tem perature behavior gives oneband superconducting state w ith the order param eter

dR k)= @+ ¥ks R) 13)

A s it wasdescribed above, underthe eld in uence the m agnetization rotates in theb cplane from c direction untill
it suddenly proves to be ordiented paralkelto b axis at the eld value 12T esla.W e already pointed out that during
the process of m agnetization rotation the crystal symm etry is changed from (:3 to 6'5) T he order param eter form
d13 is com patible w ith all these symm etry transform ations if we choose the ¢ axis Iying in the plane perpendicular
to the totalm agnetization direction, such that ¢ = M =M . It is worth noting that sim ilarly one can consider a
m uliband superconducting state.

Hence, the order param eter shape is stable In respect to the m agnetization rotation. T his is in portant cbservation
but it does not explain the reentrance of superconductivity in the high eld region. Leaving this problem for the
future investigationswe only note here that ifthe rst order type transition is very weak, another words if it is close
to the second order, then in vicinity of it one can expect appearence ofwelldeveloped m agnetic uctuations possbly
stin ulating of electrons pairing.

V. WEAK ANTIFERROMAGNETISM IN SUPERCONDUCTING URIhGe

T he Interesting observation has been done in the papeﬁy and dJscussed in m ore details n%’. The uranim atom s
In the orthorombic unit cell of URhGe form two "pairs" (1,2) (3/4) called Ut and Urr. These pairs of atom s
can be translate each other by m eans of nonprin itive t:nans]au'ons, that m eans the URhG e crystal lattice is related
to nonsymm orphic space group. It is easy to check that under the group (-':q’) transform ations accom panying by
nonprin itive translations the m agnetic m om ents of uranium atom s behave as ollow s

CZZ : UI(MX;My;MZ)! UII( My; My;Mz)
KCZX : UIMX;My;M z)I UII( Mx;My;M z)



KC2y : UIMX;My;M z) ! UIMX; My;M z)
KC2y : UIIMX;My;M z) ! UIIMX; My;M z)
14)

T he sym m etry (l'j) ispossbblewhen M , = 0 butm agnetization ofpair (1,2) is transform ed to the m agnetization ofpair
BA4)as ™M x;0;M ) ! ( M4;0;M ;). Hence along w ith the ferrom agneticm om entM , along c axis, there ispossibility
of antiferrom agnetic ordering ofM , com ponent ofU pairs (1,2) and (3,4) along a axisproducing noncollinearm agnetic
orderjng n a cplaih without a further decrease of m agnetic sym m etry. T his type of ordering was reported in the
papeﬁS: as result of neutron powder di raction experin ents. T he authors have found the m agnetic m om gnts of U
atom s 026 g canted n a cplain wih angl of 30 . M ore recent m easurem ents on the polycrystal® do not
reproduce the data of Ref.R2]. The reported value of AFM com ponent n a ¢ plain has a m agniude am aller than
006 5 ,butFM ordered com ponent of0:37 p isalighned along c axis. T hese data are in good agreem ent w ith LSD A
calculations Ref.[17] yielding the AFM com ponent o£0:03 3 and FM com ponent 0293 i . To be com plete onem ust
m ention the recent single—crystal experin ent£d that report no AFM com ponent, but suggest the collinear ordering
ofm agnetization con ned n b c¢plane. This type of m agnetization direction being away from high symm etry axis
m eans the decrease of orthorom bic sym m etry to m onoclinic sym m etry due to appearence of ferrom agnetisn . This is
In principle possble but dem ands from our point the further experin entalcon 1m ation.
So, In URhGe we have FM ordering along c axis and tiny AFM ordering along a axis of the oppositely directed
m agneticm om ents of U and U pairs ofuranium atom s. T he Landau free energy expansion has the follow ing form

F= ,(TM z2+ M z4+ LLx2+ M ,Lyx; 15)

whereL, = M, Ur) M4 Uzr) isstaggered AF m agnetization.
Herebelow the Curie tem perature , (T ) < 0 and the ferrom agneticm om ent has nonzero equilbrium valieM ,42
,=2 ,.Atthe sam e tim e unlke the positive value of ; the nite AF m agnetization appears

M 2o

L
x 2 .

16)

Induced by the ferrom agnetism . The an allness of L, is detem J'ned by the interaction coe cient . The situation
rem inds the wellknow n phenom enon ofthe weak ferrom agnetism 2 T allowed by sym m etry In antiferrom agnetic crystals
and induced by am all relativistic D zyaloshinskitM oriya interaction. Here we have just the opposite situation: the
antiferrom agnetic m om ent allowed by symm etry in ordered ferrom agnetically crystal is induced by sm all relativistic
Interaction. O ne can call this phenom ena by w eak antiferrom agnetism .

T he tiny value ofweak antiferrom agnetic ordering In U R hG e hasnot been revealed experin entaM Ttwas pomted
out that the AF com ponent is sm aller than 006 5 . It does not contradict to the theoretically calculated valuel
yielding antiferrom agnetic com ponent 003 5 . Them easurem entsofsuch a an allm agneticm om entsare In fram e of
experin entalresolution. W enote thatm .ud1 an aJJerya]ues of staggered m ggnetization have been successfully m easured
in heavy form ionic m aterdals U R u,S 1,2 ¢ anduUp t3 . The experin ent€ has been perform ed on the polycristalline
specim ens at tem peratures above 2K that is Inside of ferrom agnetic region (the Curie tem perature is Tc = 95K )
butwellabove the superconductivity appearence (the criticaltem perature of superconducting transition isTs 03K ).
A s we pointed out the superconductivity In URhG e cbeys is own ferrom agnetic m om ent®? directed parallel to the
m agnetic m om ent of ferrom agnetic nom al state. It causes the additional stim ulation of the am plitude of staggered
antiferrom agnetic m om ent

L, o=t M., a7
21
Hence, below the transition to the superconducting state one can expect the increasing of staggered antiferrom agnetic
m agnetization. T he experim ental evidence of this type behavior can serve by the direct veri cation of our under-
standing of speci c¢ superconductivity in ferrom agnetic U R hG e as nonunitary superconductivity of C ooper pairsw ith
triplet pairing.

VI. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated an appearence of abrupt change of m agnetization orientation in ferrom ag-
netic URhG e under m agnetic eld perpendicular to spontaneous m agnetization direction. Then the form of the
superconducting order param eter com patdble w ith all interm ediate m agnetic crystal sym m etries has been found.



Tt was shown that particular nonsym m orphic sym m etry of ferrom agnetic U R hG e allow s existance of antiferrom ag—

netic ordering of pairs of uraniim atom s along a axis. The am plitude of this weak antiferrom agnetic order m ust
Increase below the phase transition into superconducting state. T he experin entalveri cation of this is the direct test
for detection of ferrom agnetic m om ent of C ooper pairs.
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