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Interplay betw een m agnetism and superconductivity in U R hG e

V. P. M ineev

Com m issariat �a l’Energie Atom ique, DSM /DRFM C/SPSM S 38054 G renoble, France

(D ated:June 9,2005)

The m agnetization rotation transition occursin theitinerantferrom agnetU R hG e when the�eld

about 12T is applied in direction perpendicular to spontaneous m agnetization in the plane ofthe

sm allestm agneticanisotropy energy.Thetransition isaccom panied by them axim um ofresistivity in

the norm alstate and by reentrance ofsuperconductivity atlowertem peraturesin the �eld interval

between 8 and 13 Tesla [F.Levy etal,Science,to be published (2005)].

W ediscussthem agnetization orientation transition and them odi�cation oftripletpairing super-

conductingstatecoexisting with ferrom agnetism up to the�eldsabout2 Tesla and then reappearing

in the broad vicinity ofthe transition.

The nonsym m orphic space group crystalsym m etry offerrom agnetic U R hG e allows existance of

antiferrom agnetic ordering ofm agnetic m om entsofpairsofuranium atom salong a axis.W e show

thattheam plitudeofthisweak antiferrom agneticordering increasesbelow thephasetransition into

superconducting state due to Cooperpairsspontaneousm agnetism .

PACS num bers:

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

The new class ofsuperconducting m aterials U G e2,
1 U RhG e2,and U Ir3 has been revealed recently where the

superconducting statecoexistswith itinerantferrom agneticordered state.Thelargeband splitting and thehigh low

tem perature value ofupper critical� eld4,5 in uranium ferrom agnetic superconductors point out that here we deal

with Cooperpairing in the tripletstate which earlierhasbeen attributed with evidence only to super
 uid phasesof

liquid Helium -36. The discovery has broughtinto the open the intriguing possibility ofunconventionalm echanism

ofpairing orm agnetically m ediated superconductivity which isnow underintensive investigation (see forinstance7

and referencestherein).Atthe sam etim e essentialprogresswasachieved in generalphenom enologicaldescription of

tripletsuperconducting statesin ferrom agneticm etals8,9,10.

The superconductivity of itinerant ferrom agnets presents the particular exam ple of m ultiband

superconductivity11,12. Its another m anifestation is recently found in conventional two band superconductor

M gB 2
13. The m ultiband e� ects also can be im portantin superconductors without inversion center � another hot

pointofup-to-datecondensed m atterphysics(see12 and referencestherein).

The com ing to lightofsuperconductivity in any new m aterialgive rise the problem ofdeterm ination ofthe type

of the superconducting state. In particular it is always im portant to know: (i) what kind of superconductivity

conventionalor nonconventionalwe dealwith (it m eans: is the sym m etry ofthe order param eter lower than the

sym m etry ofthe crystalin the norm alstate oritisnot14,(ii)isitsingletortriplettype ofthe Cooperpairing,(iii)

are there the nodesin the superconducting quasiparticle spectrum ,and if,yes,whatkind ofthe nodeswe dealwith

sym m etry nodesorwith occasionalnodes,(iv)isthe superconducting state m agnetic ornot,anotherwords,doesit

possessspontaneousm agneticm om entoritdoesnot.

In the presentpaperwe discussthe m agnetic propertiesofferrom agneticsuperconductorU RhG e:� rst,the quite

recently discovered15 m etam agnetic transition atthe m agnetic � eld about12 Tesla directed perpendicularto spon-

taneousm agnetization accom panied by the m axim um ofresistivity in the norm alstate and by reentrance ofsuper-

conductivity atlowertem peraturesin the broad vicinity ofthistransition between 8 and 13 Tesla. W e shallfollow

up the m odi� cations ofsuperconducting state in the ferrom agnetic U RhG e under m agnetic � eld perpendicular to

spontaneousm agnetization and arguethatthereentranceofthesuperconductivity underm agnetic� eld iscom patible

with tripletCooperpairing in thism aterial.

Secondly,weshalldescribetheinterplay between the nonunitary tripletsuperconductivity and theweak antiferro-

m agnetism allowed by sym m etry in this ferrom agnet. The e� ect ofstim ulation ofweak antiferrom agnetism by the

Cooperpairsm agnetic m om entwillbe dem onstrated. The latterrevealsthe new possibility ofdirectexperim ental

determ ination ofspontaneousm agnetism in U RhG e superconducting state.

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows. In the nextSection we willdescribe the m etam agnetic transition. Then,the

overview ofthetripletsuperconducting statesin orthorom bicferrom agnetswillbe given,followed by the description

ofm odi� cationsacquired by superconducting stateunderm agnetic� eld.In thelastSection wepresentthesym m etry

analysisofthe interplay between the ferrom agnetism ,antiferrom agnetism and superconductivity in U RhG e.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0507572v1
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II. M A G N ET IC O R IEN TA T IO N T R A N SIT IO N

U RhG e hasthe orthorom bic crystalsym m etry with ferrom agnetic m om entdirected in the direction ofc crystal-

lography axis. The experim entalobservations of� eld dependences ofm agnetization along di� erent crystallogphic

directions16 aswellasnum ericalcalculationsofm agnetic anisotropy energy17 yield the c-axisto be the easy m agne-

tization axisand thea axisthehard m agnetization axis.Them agneticanisotropy energy in a� cplaneism orethan

the four tim es largerthan in b� c plane m eaning that U RhG e is the b� c easy m agnetization plane ferrom agnet.

Following Ref.[17]onecan write the b� cplane anisotropy energy as

E anis(�;H )= �sin
2
� + (�=4)sin

2
2� � M H sin�; (1)

where � isthe angle between c axisand totalm agnetization in b� c plane,m agnetic � eld H directed along b axis.

The anisotropy energy m ay be considered asa partofthe totalLandau energy offerrom agnetin m agnetic� eld

F = �z(T)M z
2
+ �yM y

2
+ �zM z

4
+ �yM y

4
+ 2�yzM z

2
M y

2
� M yH : (2)

Here the y;z are directions ofthe spin axes pinned to (b;c) crystallographic directions correspondingly. At the

tem peratures below the Curie tem perature �z(T) < 0 and in the absence ofm agnetic � eld the z com ponent of

m agnetization hasa � nite value. The m agnetic � eld createsthe m agnetization along itsdirection butdecreasesthe

m agnetizationparalleltoc.Thisprocessisabruptly� nished atsom e� eld then theMc dropstozero.Anotherwords,in

aferrom agnetwith m agnetization directed alongcaxisunderm agnetic� eld directed alongbaxisthereisthe� rstorder

typetransition between thestateswith m agnetization projections(M y0;M z0)and (~M y0;0).To provethisstatem ent

onem ustinvestigatetheevolution ofm inim a ofthefreeenergy depending on two projectionsofm agnetization.This

isstrightforward buta bitcum bersom e problem . Instead,in assum ption ofconstancy ofm agnetization m oduloswe

do m uch easierinvestigation ofanisotropy energy (1)depending ofjustoneangularvariable.

The anisotropy energy at H = 0 has two m inim a: absolute at �1 = 0 and m etastable at �2 = �=2 and one

m axim um in between ofthem given by sin
2
�m = (� + �)=2� that is �m � 60� ifwe take the num ericalvalues of

coe� cients � + � � 4:4m eV and � = 2:9m eV found in Ref.[17]. The values ofanisotropy energy in both m inim a

decrease with increasing � eld but the m etastable m inim um Eanis(�=2;H ) drops faster and at som e � eld becom es

deeper. Stillatthispointbetween two m inim a there isthe m axim um :Itiseasy to check by directcalculation that

@2E anis(�;H )=@�2j�= �=2 is positive at arbitrary m agnetic � eld and the values of� and � param eters pointed out

above. Hence we have the � rstordertype transition from the state with � nite Mz com ponentofm agnetization to

the statethere thiscom ponentisabsent.

Thecrystalsym m etry ischanged with m agnetic� eld increasing.First,atzero � eld them agneticsym m etry group

ofthe orthorom biccrystalwith m agnetization oriented along caxisis

D 2(C
z
2)= (E ;C

z
2;K C

x
2;K C

y

2) (3)

whereK isthe tim e reversaloperation.Then atinterm ediate� eldsthe m agnetization hasboth Mb;M c com ponents

and the crystalsym m etry isdecreased to m onoclinic

C2
x
= (E ;K C

x
2): (4)

Finally afterthe � rstordertype transition the orthorom bic sym m etry isrecreated butwith m agnetization directed

along bdirection

D 2(C
y

2)= (E ;K C
z
2;K C

x
2;C

y

2) (5)

III. SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G STA T ES IN T H E O R T H O R O M B IC FER R O M A G N ET W IT H T R IP LET

PA IR IN G

Thesym m etrydescription ofallpossiblesuperconductingstatesin orthorom bicferrom agnetswasgiven in9,11,12.W e

shortly repeatherethem ain pointsofthisdescription.In an itinerantferrom agneticm etaltheinternalexchange� eld

liftsthe K ram ersdegeneracy ofthe electronic states.The electronswith spin "up" � llthe statesin som e bandsand

theelectronswith spin "down" occupatethestatesin otherbands.Hencewehavethespeci� cexam pleofm ultiband

m etalwith states in each band � lled by electrons with only one spin direction. Let us discuss for sim plicity the

two-band ferrom agnet.Ifthereissom epairing interaction,onecan discussintraband orspin "up" -spin "up" (spin

"down"-spin "down")pairingofelectrons,aswellasinterband orspin "up"-spin "down"pairing.In generaltheFerm i

surfacesofspin up and spin down bandsaresituated in di� erentplacesofthereciprocalspaceand havethedi� erent
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shape.Thatiswhy pairingofelectronsfrom thedi� erentbandsoccursjustin thecaseofnestingofsom epeacesofthe

corresponding Ferm isurfaces.In such thesituation,sim ilarto SDW orCDW ordering,thesuperconducting ordering

is form ed by Cooper pairs condensate with � nite m om entum known as Fulde-Ferrel-Larkin-O vchinnikov state. W e

shallnotdiscussherethisspecialpossibility.So weneglectby pairing ofelectronicstatesfrom di� erentbandsgiving

Cooperpairswith zero spin projection. Hence,the only superconducting state should be considered itis the state

with tripletpairing and the orderparam etergiven by

d
�
(R ;k)=

1

2
[� (̂x + îy)� "(R ;k)+ (̂x � îy)� #(R ;k)] (6)

Superconducting states d�(R ;k) with di� erent criticaltem peratures in the ferrom agnetic crystals are classi� ed in

accordancewith irreducibleco-representations� ofthem agneticgroup M ofcrystal8,9.Alltheco-representationsin

ferrom agnetswith orthorom bicsym m etry areone-dim ensional.However,they obey ofm ulticom ponentorderparam -

eters determ ined through the coordinate dependent pairing am plitudes: one per each band populated by electrons

with spins"up" or"down".Forthe two-band ferrom agnetunderdiscussion,they are

� "(R ;k)= � �1(R )f� (k); � #(R ;k)= �2(R )f+ (k): (7)

The coordinatedependentcom plex orderparam eteram plitudes�1(R )and �2(R )arenotcom pletely independent:

�1(R )= j�1(R )je
i’(R )

; �2(R )= � j�2(R )je
i’(R )

: (8)

Being di� erentby theirm odulosthey have the sam e phase with an accuracy � �. The latterproperty isdue to the

consistency oftransform ation ofboth partsofthe orderparam eterunderthe tim e reversal.

The generalform s ofodd functions ofm om entum directions ofpairing particles on the Ferm isurface f� (k) =

fx(k)� ify(k)forthedi� erentsuperconductingstatesin ferrom agnetscan befound followingtheprocedureintroduced

in9.W eshallnotrepeatitherebutjustwritetheorderparam etercorrespondingto "conventional"superconductivity

in a orthorom bic ferrom agnet with m agnetic m om ent oriented along ĉ direction. The sym m etry group ofsuch a

crystalis given by eqn.(3). The "conventional" superconducting state obeysthe sam e sym m etry (3)asthe norm al

stateand only thegaugesym m etry isbroken.Thegeneralform oftheorderparam eterd(R ;k)given by eqns(6)-(7)

com patiblewith sym m etry (3)isobtained by the following choiceofthe functionsf� (k):

f� (k)= kx(u1 � u4)+ iky(u2 � u3); (9)

where u1;:::are realfunctions ofkx
2;ky

2;kz
2. From the expression for the orderparam eterone can conlude that

the only sym m etry dictated nodes in quasiparticle spectrum ofconventionalsuperconducting states in orthorom bic

ferrom agnetsare the nodeslying on the nothern and southern polesofthe Ferm isurface kx = ky = 0. Along with

superconducting state given by eqn (9)there isanotherequivalentsuperconducting state transform ing asid�(R ;k).

O ne can prove9 that these two states coexist in the sam e ferrom agnetic crystalbut in dom ains with the opposite

direction ofm agnetization.

Allthesuperconducting statesin theorthorom bicferrom agnetsand in particulartheconventionalsuperconducting

statearenon-unitary and obey the Cooper pair spin m om entum

S = ihd
�
� di=

ẑ

2
hj� "j

2
� j� #j

2
i; (10)

and Cooper pair angular m om entum

L = ihd
�

�

�

k �
@

@k

�

d�i=
i

2
h� "

�

�

k �
@

@k

�

� " + � #
�

�

k �
@

@k

�

� #i; (11)

where the angular brackets denote the averaging over k directions. As the consequence,the m agnetic m om ent of

ferrom agnetchangesatthetransition to theferrom agneticsuperconducting state12.W eshalldenotethischangem ent

asM s.

Certainly,below thephasetransition ofaferrom agnettothesuperconductingstateitsm agneticm om entisscreened

by the London supercurrents 
 owing around the surface ofthe specim en14. In the case ofU G e2 and U RhG e this

screeningis,however,uncom pletejustbecousethesizeofferrom agneticdom ains18 and theLondon penetration depth

Ref.[2]havethesam eorderofm agnitude� 10�4 cm .Itisknown14,19 thateven in theabsenceoftheexternal� eld the

Abrikosov vorticespenetrate into the bulk ferrom agnetifthe spontaneousferrom agnetic m om entexceedsthe lower

critical� eld M0 > H c1. In presence ofdom ain srtucture thiscriterium ism odi� ed20 asfollowsM 0 > H c1(�=w)
2=3,
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here � isthe London penetration depth and w isthe dom ain wallthickness.To operate with m easurablevaluesone

can rewritethisinequality as

M 0 >

�
�0

w�2

� 2=3

H c2: (12)

Here H c2 � 2T is the upper critical� eld,�0 � 2� 10�6 cm is the coherence length,� = 50� 100 is the G inzburg-

Landau param eter.Thevalueofspontaneousm agnetization in U RhG eis102=2 G .Taking thedom ain wallwidth as

w = 10�7 � 10�6 cm we see thatjustthe opposite inequality takesplace. Hence in the absence ofthe external� eld

the dom ain structurein U RhG e isvortex free.

IV . FIELD IN D U C ED SU P ER C O N D U C T IV IT Y

As we already m entioned the m agnetization orientation transition is accom panied at low tem peratures15 (below

0.4 K )by reappearenceofsuperconductivity.Thephenom enon ofm agnetic� eld induced superconductivity isknown

m ore than two decade.Firstitwasdiscovered in pseudoternary m olibdenum halcogenidesE uxSn1�x M o6S8
21.The

orbitalcritical� eld in thism aterialsislikely su� ciently high due large im purity scattering.Hence,the critical� eld

value ism ostly controlled by param agnetic lim iting m echanism . M oreover,the form ation ofantiferrom agneticstate

below 1K (Tc = 4K )com pletely suppresssuperconductivity.Butin the� eldsabove4 Teslathesuperconductingstate

reappears.The com m on believe thatitisdue to Jaccarino-Petere� ect22 consisting ofcom pensation ofthe external

applied � eld by the internalexchange � eld ofm agnetic ionswith m agnetic m om entsoriented by high external� eld.

Sim ilar phenom enon has been observed in two-dim ensionalorganic superconductor � � (B E TS)2F eC l4
23,24. The

very high orbital� eld value is m aintained here by the � eld orientation parallelto conducting layers. Again due to

Jaccarino-Peterm echanism the high � eld reentranceofsuperconductivity occurs.

The quite di� erent situation happens in U RhG e. First ofall,even in the low � eld region the superconducting

stateexiststillabout2 Tesla5.Thatisabout4 tim eslargerthan param agneticlim iting � eld.The latterm eansthat

we dealwith tripletsuperconductivity and the critical� eld entirely determ ined by the orbitalm echanism . Here we

alwaystellaboutthe � eld orientation parallelto b axisthatisperpendicularequlibrium direction ofm agnetization.

Then,aftersuppression superconductivity itreappearsatthe � eld about8 Tesla and persiststillabout13 Tesla15.

The analysism ade in the paper Ref.[5]showsthat am ong the superconducting states (6)-(9) the best � t for the

uppercritical� ld tem peraturebehaviorgivesone-band superconducting state with the orderparam eter

d(R ;k)= (̂x + îy)kx�(R ) (13)

Asitwasdescribed above,underthe� eld in
 uencethem agnetization rotatesin theb� cplanefrom cdirection untill

itsuddenly provesto be oriented parallelto baxisatthe � eld value � 12Tesla.W e already pointed outthatduring

the processofm agnetization rotation the crystalsym m etry is changed from (3) to (5). The order param eterform

(13)iscom patible with allthese sym m etry transform ationsifwe choose the ŷ axislying in the plane perpendicular

to the totalm agnetization direction,such that x̂ � ŷ = M =M . Itisworth noting thatsim ilarly one can considera

m ultiband superconducting state.

Hence,theorderparam etershapeisstablein respectto them agnetization rotation.Thisisim portantobservation

but it does not explain the reentrance ofsuperconductivity in the high � eld region. Leaving this problem for the

future investigationsweonly noteherethatifthe� rstordertype transition isvery weak,anotherwordsifitisclose

to thesecond order,then in vicinity ofitonecan expectappearenceofwelldeveloped m agnetic
 uctuationspossibly

stim ulating ofelectronspairing.

V . W EA K A N T IFER R O M A G N ET ISM IN SU P ER C O N D U C T IN G U R hG e

The interesting observation hasbeen done in the paper25 and discussed in m ore detailsin17. The uranium atom s

in the orthorom bic unit cellofU RhG e form two "pairs" (1,2) and (3,4) called UI and UII. These pairs ofatom s

can be translate each otherby m eansofnonprim itive translations,thatm eansthe U RhG e crystallattice isrelated

to nonsym m orphic space group. It is easy to check that under the group (3) transform ations accom panying by

nonprim itivetranslationsthe m agneticm om entsofuranium atom sbehaveasfollows

C2
z
: UI(M x;M y;M z)! UII(� M x;� M y;M z)

K C2
x
: UI(M x;M y;M z)! UII(� M x;M y;M z)
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K C2
y
: UI(M x;M y;M z)! UI(M x;� M y;M z)

K C2
y
: UII(M x;M y;M z)! UII(M x;� M y;M z)

(14)

Thesym m etry (3)ispossiblewhen M y = 0butm agnetization ofpair(1,2)istransform ed tothem agnetization ofpair

(3,4)as(M x;0;M z)! (� M x;0;M z).Hencealongwith theferrom agneticm om entM z alongcaxis,thereispossibility

ofantiferrom agneticorderingofM x com ponentofU pairs(1,2)and(3,4)alonga axisproducingnoncollinearm agnetic

ordering in a� c plain withouta furtherdecrease ofm agnetic sym m etry. Thistype ofordering wasreported in the

paper25 as resultofneutron powder di� raction experim ents. The authors have found the m agnetic m om ents ofU

atom s 0:26�B canted in a � c plain with angle of� � 30�. M ore recentm easurem entson the polycrystals2 do not

reproduce the data ofRef.[22]. The reported value ofAFM com ponentin a� c plain hasa m agnitude sm allerthan

0:06�B ,butFM ordered com ponentof0:37�B isalighned along caxis.Thesedata arein good agreem entwith LSDA

calculationsRef.[17]yielding the AFM com ponentof0:03�B and FM com ponent0:293�B .To becom pleteonem ust

m ention the recentsingle-crystalexperim ents26 thatreportno AFM com ponent,butsuggestthe collinearordering

ofm agnetization con� ned in b� c plane.Thistype ofm agnetization direction being away from high sym m etry axis

m eansthe decreaseoforthorom bicsym m etry to m onoclinicsym m etry due to appearenceofferrom agnetism .Thisis

in principlepossible butdem andsfrom ourpointthe furtherexperim entalcon� rm ation.

So,in U RhG e we have FM ordering along c axisand tiny AFM ordering along a axisofthe oppositely directed

m agneticm om entsofUI and UII pairsofuranium atom s.TheLandau freeenergy expansion hasthe following form

F = �z(T)M z
2
+ �zM z

4
+ �L Lx

2
+ 
M zLx; (15)

whereLx = M x(UI)� M x(UII)isstaggered AF m agnetization.

Herebelow theCurietem perature�z(T)< 0 and theferrom agneticm om enthasnonzeroequilibrium valueM z0
2 �

� �z=2�z.Atthe sam etim e unlike the positivevalueof�L the � nite AF m agnetization appears

Lx � �

M z0

2�L
(16)

induced by the ferrom agnetism . The sm allness ofLz is determ ined by the interaction coe� cient 
. The situation

rem indsthewellknown phenom enon oftheweak ferrom agnetism 27 allowed by sym m etry in antiferrom agneticcrystals

and induced by sm allrelativistic Dzyaloshinskii-M oriya interaction. Here we have just the opposite situation: the

antiferrom agneticm om entallowed by sym m etry in ordered ferrom agnetically crystalisinduced by sm allrelativistic

interaction.O necan callthisphenom ena by w eak antiferrom agnetism .

Thetiny valueofweak antiferrom agneticorderingin U RhG ehasnotbeen revealed experim entally2.Itwaspointed

out that the AF com ponent is sm aller than 0:06�B . It does not contradict to the theoretically calculated value17

yieldingantiferrom agneticcom ponent� 0:03�B .Them easurem entsofsuch asm allm agneticm om entsarein fram eof

experim entalresolution.W enotethatm uchsm allervaluesofstaggeredm agnetizationhavebeen successfullym easured

in heavy ferm ionic m aterialsU Ru2Si2
28 and U P t3

29. The experim ents2 has been perform ed on the polycristalline

specim ensattem peraturesabove� 2K thatisinside offerrom agneticregion (the Curie tem perature isTC = 9:5K )

butwellabovethesuperconductivityappearence(thecriticaltem peratureofsuperconductingtransitionisTs � 0:3K ).

Aswe pointed outthe superconductivity in U RhG e obeysitsown ferrom agnetic m om ent30 directed parallelto the

m agnetic m om entofferrom agnetic norm alstate. Itcausesthe additionalstim ulation ofthe am plitude ofstaggered

antiferrom agneticm om ent

Lx � �

M z0 + 
sM s

2�L
: (17)

Hence,below thetransition to thesuperconducting stateonecan expecttheincreasingofstaggered antiferrom agnetic

m agnetization. The experim entalevidence ofthis type behavior can serve by the direct veri� cation ofour under-

standing ofspeci� csuperconductivity in ferrom agneticU RhG easnonunitary superconductivity ofCooperpairswith

tripletpairing.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

In conclusion,we have dem onstrated an appearence ofabrupt change ofm agnetization orientation in ferrom ag-

netic U RhG e under m agnetic � eld perpendicular to spontaneous m agnetization direction. Then the form ofthe

superconducting orderparam etercom patible with allinterm ediatem agnetic crystalsym m etrieshasbeen found.
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Itwasshown thatparticularnonsym m orphicsym m etry offerrom agneticU RhG eallowsexistanceofantiferrom ag-

netic ordering ofpairs ofuranium atom s along a axis. The am plitude ofthis weak antiferrom agnetic order m ust

increasebelow thephasetransition into superconducting state.Theexperim entalveri� cation ofthisisthedirecttest

fordetection offerrom agneticm om entofCooperpairs.
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