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W e consider an s-wave superconductor in the vicinity ofa second-order ferrom agnetic (FM ) or

spin-density-wave (SDW ) quantum criticalpoint (Q CP),where the superconductivity and m ag-

netism arise from separate m echanism s. The quantum criticalspin 
uctuations reduce the super-

conducting Tc. Near a FM Q CP,we �nd thatTc falls to zero as 1=ln(1=�)in 3D and as� in 2D ,

where � � jJ � Jcj
�
is the inverse correlation length ofthe spin 
uctuations,and m easures the

distancejJ � Jcjfrom thequantum criticalpoint.SDW quantum critical
uctuations,on theother

hand,suppress Tc to zero as
p
� in 2D ,and suppress Tc only to a �nite value in 3D ,producing a

cusp ofthe form const+ jJ � Jcj
�
.

PACS num bers:

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

Therehasbeen m uch interestrecently in theinterplay

ofsuperconductivity and m agnetic phenom ena. M any

di�erent scenarios arise depending on the supercon-

ductingpairingsym m etry(singlet/triplet,s/p/d-wave)39

and thetypeofm agnetism (static/
uctuating ferrom ag-

netism /antiferrom agnetism /spin density waves). M uch

attention has been given to m agnetically-m ediated un-

conventionalsuperconductivity,such asm odelsofd-wave

singlet superconductivity driven by antiferrom agnetic

spin 
uctuations(possibly applicabletothecupratesand

heavy-ferm ion superconductors1),and p-wave-liketriplet

pairing in He32,3,Sr2RuO 4
4 and UG e2

5,6 driven by fer-

rom agneticspin 
uctuations.

However,there are ofcourse system s where conven-

tionals-wave pairing coexists with m agnetism . W hile

the coexistence ofantiferrom agneticorSDW orderwith

superconductivity is not uncom m on,the coexistence of

FM with s-wavesuperconductivity israre.In ErRh4B4
7

and HoM o6S8
8,9,m agnetism and superconductivity arise

from independentm echanism s(RK K Y couplingbetween

f-electrons and phonon exchange respectively). It is

now wellaccepted thatstatic m agnetic order hasa pair-

breaking e�ect on BCS singlet s-wave superconductiv-

ity (asdoesany perturbation which breakstim e-reversal

sym m etry),often resulting in the com plete destruction

of superconductivity. The m ean-�eld theory of ferro-

m agnetic superconductors was studied by G or’kov and

Rusinov10, although a m ore general analysis suggests

a Larkin-O vchinnikov-Fulde-Ferrell state with a non-

uniform orderparam eter11,12.A m ean-�eld theory based

on a sim ple ‘nesting-fraction’m odel(sim ilar to that of

Bilbro and M cM illan13 for the coexistence of charge-

density-wave order and superconductivity) shows that

coexistenceofspin-density-wave(SDW )orderand super-

conducting orderm ay also bepossiblein a lim ited range

ofparam eters14.

O ne expects that m agnetic 
uctuations should also

havea pair-breaking e�ecton s-wavesuperconductivity,

especially fora system close to a second-orderm agnetic

Q CP,where the am plitude ofthe 
uctuations becom es

very large. Berk and Schrie�er15 showed num erically

that in the presence offerrom agnetic 
uctuations a �-

niteelectron-phonon coupling Vph isrequired to produce

superconductivity,and in Pd,for exam ple,this critical

coupling isso large thatsuperconductivity doesnotoc-

curatall.W estudy thisproblem in m oredetail,obtain-

ing analyticresultsforthedependenceofTc astheQ CP

isapproached.

W e assum e that the pairing interaction is due to

phonon exchange,and can be represented by a BCS in-

teraction,whereasthem agnetism isdriven by a coupling

J between itinerantelectronsorlocalized spinssuch that

when J exceedsa criticalcoupling Jc atT = 0 the sys-

tem undergoes a second-order phase transition from a

disordered state to a m agnetically ordered state. The

resulting interaction between electron spins (as a func-

tion ofM atsubarafrequency i!n)isassum ed to beofthe

‘Hertzian’form

Vs
nq �

J�0
2

�2 + q2 +
j!n j

�q

 

or
J�0

2

�2 + jq � Q j2 +
j!n j

�

!

(1)

neara FM (SDW )Q CP.Here�� 1 isthediverging corre-

lation length.Thisapproach issim ilartothe
uctuation-

exchange(FLEX)approachused byM onthoux16 tostudy

spin-
uctuation-m ediated d-wave-likesuperconductivity,

and to that ofW ang etal.17 and Roussev and M illis18,

who studied a m odelofp-wave pairing where the ferro-

m agnetic 
uctuationssuppressed Tc to a �nite value at

the Q CP.Also,Lietal.19 have perform ed related stud-

iesofthe electrom agnetic propertiesofsuperconductors

nearferrom agneticinstabilities.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611718v1
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AstheQ CP isapproached,theenergy scaleofthespin


uctuations goes to zero (‘criticalslowing down’) and

their am plitude goes up. W e show that in the vicinity

ofthequantum criticalpoint,pair-breaking by slow spin


uctuationscan be m apped onto the Abrikosov-G or’kov

problem ofpair-breaking by static m agnetic im purities.

W e thuspredictthatTc m ay orm ay notbe suppressed

allthe way to zero atthe Q CP,depending upon the di-

m ensionality and the type ofm agnetism :

2D FM Tc � � � jJ � Jcj
�

2D SDW Tc �
p
� � jJ � Jcj

�=2

3D FM Tc � 1=ln(1=�)� 1=ln(1=jJ � Jcj)

3D SDW Tc � const+ jJ � Jcj
�

where � is the correlation length exponent. W e expect

these form sto apply on both sidesofthe transition.

II. C H A R G E-C H A R G E IN T ER A C T IO N

Starting with an electron-phonon Ham iltonian, inte-

grating outthephononsin theharm onicapproxim ation,

and m aking certain approxim ationsforthe structure of

the electron-phonon coupling in m om entum space leads

to the following action for phonon-m ediated supercon-

ductivity:

S[ ;� ]= T
X

n�

Z

k

(i"n � �k)� nk� nk�

+

Z

��0xx0

1

2
Vc
�� �0;x� x0��x��0x0 (2)

where"n = 2�(n+ 1

2
)T areferm ionicM atsubarafrequen-

cies,� = � 1

2
isa spin index,�k istheelectron dispersion

relation,� runsfrom 0to� = 1=T,��x �
P

�
1

2
� �x� �x�

is the electron density operator,and Vc is an e�ective

interaction in the ‘charge’ channel that is second or-

derin the electron-phonon coupling g and �rstorderin

the phonon propagator D . Ifthe superconductivity is

isotropicand theFerm isurfaceisspherical,orifthesys-

tem isdirty enough thatthe orderparam eter� ise�ec-

tively averaged overthe Ferm isurface,then forthe pur-

pose ofcalculating superconducting propertiesVc
nq (the

Fouriertransform ofVc
�x)can bereplaced by an e�ective

interaction Vc
n in theEliashberg equations.V

c
n isusually

referred to in theliteratureas\�2F ",and isobtained by

averaging the interaction Vc
nq overpairsofm om enta on

the Ferm isurface20:

Vc
n =

Z

kp

�(�k)�(�p)V
c
nkp

, Z

k

�(�k) (3)

where
R

k
�
R

d
d
k

(2�)d
isan integralovertheBrillouin zone.

Note that
R

k
�(�k) �

R

S

d
d� 1

k

(2�)dvF
, where the integralis

perform ed overtheFerm isurface,weighted bytheinverse

Ferm ivelocity 1=vF (k),where vF (k)=

�
�
�
@�(k)

@k

�
�
�.

III. EFFEC T O F FM FLU C T U A T IO N S O N Tc

A . Spin-spin interaction V
s

nq near a FM -Q C P

In the random phase approxim ation (RPA),the spin

correlation function in an itinerantferrom agnethasthe

following form atsm alln and q:

�nq =
�000�0

2

�2 + q2 +
j!n j

�q

(4)

where�,theinversespin-
uctuation correlationlength in

theinteracting system ,isreduced from itsbarevalue�0
as� = �0 (1� J=Jc)

�
= 1=� with � = 1=2,so that� un-

dergoesStoner enhancem ent. � indicates the ‘distance’

from theferrom agneticquantum criticalpoint(Q CP);a

second-orderquantum phasetransition occursatJ = Jc,

when � = 0.Eq.(4)can also beobtained by integrating

out the electrons to obtain a Landau-G inzburg-W ilson

e�ectiveaction fora spin �eld.

For a long tim e it wasthoughtthat low-energy long-

wavelengthquantum 
uctuationsareirrelevant(in d > 1)

so that Eq.(4) is universally true21. However,there is

growingevidencethatthese‘softm odes’areactually rel-

evant,changingtheform of� oreven causingthesecond-

orderQ CP to becom e weakly �rstorder22,23,24. In this

paperwe restrictourselvesto regim esin which such ef-

fectsisnegligible,so thatEq.(4)holds,albeitforsom e

� notnecessarily equalto 1=2.

Thisform for� leadsto an e�ectivespin-spin interac-

tion

Vs
nq �

J�0
2

�2 + q2 +
j!n j

�q

(5)

which divergesatsm all!n and q asJ ! Jc;these large

spin 
uctuations are likely to have an im portant e�ect

on superconductivity.

Eq.(5)isagenericexpression forthespin-spin interac-

tion nearany kind offerrom agneticQ CP,and should be

applicableregardlessofwhethertheferrom agnetism and

superconductivity arise from a single band ofitinerant

electrons or from di�erent bands (or even if the m ag-

netism is due to localized spins,provided that one can

�nd a m odeloflocalized spins that exhibits a second-

orderquantum phasetransition).40 Ultim ately,thespin-


uctuation-m ediated interaction can berepresented by a

low-energye�ectiveaction ofaform analogoustoEq.(2):

S
spin

e�
[ ;� ]=

Z

��0xx0

1

2
Vs
�� �0;x� x0S�0x0 � S�x: (6)

B . Jacobian �q for sphericalFerm isurface

The dim ensionless e�ective spin-spin interaction,V s
n,

m ay be calculated in the sam e way as the e�ective
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FIG .1: (Left)2D circular Ferm isurface in k-space. (Right)

contoursof�(q)(schem atic).

phonon-m ediated attraction in Eq.(3):

Vs
n =

Z

kp

�(�k)�(�p)V
s
n;k� p

, Z

k

�(�k)=

Z

q

�q Vs
nq

(7)

where �q is a Jacobian corresponding to the change of

variables,which isthe‘autocorrelation oftheFerm isur-

face’:

�q =

Z

k

�(�k)�(�k+ q)

� Z

k

�(�k): (8)

� can be calculated geom etrically in 2D (3D)by con-

sidering the areas (volum es) of intersection of circular

annuli(sphericalshells).The resultsare

�q =
m �(1�

q

2kF
)

�qkF

q

1�
�

q

2kF

�2
(2D); (9)

�q =
m �(1�

q

2kF
)

2qkF
(3D): (10)

Both theseexpressionsarenorm alized such that
R

q
�q =

�. In both 2D and 3D,itcan be shown that�q goesas

1=q nearq = 0.In both 2D and 3D this,by itself,isan

integrablesingularity.However,when � = 0 and !n = 0,

V s
nq goes as 1=q2 near q = 0. The entire integrand of

Eq.(7)thusgoesas1=q3.W eshallshow thatthism akes

the integraldivergent.

C . E�ective interaction V
s

n near FM -Q C P

Forthecaseofa2D circularFerm isurface,substituting

Eq.(9)into (7)gives

Vs
n �

m J�0
2

2�2kF

Z 1

0

dq
1

q2 + �2 +
j!n j

�q

� J�

�
�0

kF

� 2
kF

� + (!n=�)
1=3

(11)

Σ = +

ρ

Vc Vs

ρ

G G

γ

γ

FIG .2:D iagram sforthe m atrix self-energy.

where� isthe2D density ofstates.41 Vs
n divergesas!

1=3,

and iscuto�for!n < ��3,atavalueoftheorderof1=�.

For a 3D sphericalFerm isurface,substituting Eq.(10)

into (7)gives

Vs
n =

m J�0
2

4�2kF

Z 2kF

0

dq
q

q2 + �2 +
j!n j

�q

�
J�

2

�
�0

kF

� 2

ln
2kF

� + (!n=�)
1=3

(12)

with logarithm icaccuracy forsm all,positive!n.Here�

is the 3D density ofstates. The integrand has a diver-

gence cuto� by !n and �2.Vs
n divergesasln1=!n,and

iscuto� for!n < ��3,ata value ofthe orderofln1=�.

D . Strong-coupling equations near FM -Q C P

W e now investigate the e�ect on superconductivity.

The self-consistent ‘strong-coupling’ equations for the

4 � 4 m atrix M atsubara G reen functions G and self-

energies� are

� m k = T
X

n

Z

p

"

Vc

m � n

k� p

�3G n
p

�3 + Vs

m � n

k� p


jG n
p


j

#

(13)

G nk = (i"n1 � �k�3 � �nk)
� 1

(14)

where � and 
 are suitable generalizations of Pauli

m atrices.25 These equations take into account both

the scattering and pairing e�ects of the phonon-

m ediated interaction Vc and the spin-
uctuation-

m ediated-interaction Vs (although they neglect vertex

corrections).Theself-energy equation isrepresented dia-

gram m atically in Fig.2.Forisotropicsuperconductivity

with interactionsin chargeand spin channelsthestrong-

coupling equations reduce to the following frequency-
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dependent,m om entum -independentform :

e"m = "m + T
X

n

V+
m � nGn (15)

e� m = T
X

n

V�
m � nFn (16)

Gn = ��
e"n

q

e"n
2 + e� n

2

(17)

Fn = ��
e� n

q

e"n
2 + e� n

2

(18)

where V�
n = Vc

n � Vsn, and Gn, Fn, e"n, e� n are the

m om entum -integrated ordinary and anom alous G reen

functionsand self-energies.

E. A brikosov-G or’kov equations near FM -Q C P

In the vicinity ofthe Q PT,where � is sm all, Vsn is

dom inated by the divergence at sm all!n. Now,Vs
n is

sam pled atdiscretebosonicM atsubara frequencies!n =

2�T(n + 1=2).Ifthe �rstnonzero M atsubara frequency,

!1 = 2�T,ism uch largerthan thefrequency cuto� ��3,

we can discard allnonzero M atsubara frequencies. This

correspondsto replacing the dynam ic interaction Vs
n by

a staticone,Vs
n � Vs0 �n:.Thespin 
uctuationsarenow

characterized by a single num ber,Vs
0. From Eqs.(11)

and (12),

Vs
0 � J�

�
�0

kF

� �
�0

�

�

(2D m odel); (19)

Vs
0 �

J�

2

�
�0

kF

� 2

ln
2kF

�
(3D m odel): (20)

Letusalso replacethedynam ic,phonon-m ediated inter-

action by a BCS-type interaction (Vc
n = V B C S),with a

frequency cuto� !D oftheorderoftheDebyefrequency.

Then Eqs.(15)and (16)sim plify to

e"n = "n + TVs
0Gn (21)

e� n = T

j!m j< !DX

m

V
B C SFm � TVs0Fn: (22)

Com parethesewith thecaseofstaticchargeand spin

disorder26,that is,m agnetic im purities in a supercon-

ductor.Thatsystem can bedescribed by theBCS m odel

with additionalrandom delta-correlatedpotentialsU c(x)

and U s
i(x)in the charge and spin channels,whose vari-

ancesareW c and W s in thesensethathU c(x)U c(x0)i=

W c�(x � x0)and


U s
i(x)U

s
j(x

0)
�
= W s�(x � x0)�ij :

S
A G [ ;� ;U c

;U
s]= T

X

n�

Z

k

(i"n � �k)� nk� nk�

+ 1

2
V
B C S

Z

�x

��x��x �

Z

�x

U
c(x)��x �

Z

�x

X

i

U
s
i(x)S�xi

(23)

1 2 3 4 5
V
0

s
ºws�Tc0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

Tc�Tc0

FIG . 3: Suppression of Tc by static m agnetic disorder of

strength w
s
(dashed line) and by quasi-static spin 
uctua-

tionsofstrength V
s

0 (solid line).

Letw c;s = 2��W c;s = 1=�c;s,where�c;s aretheordinary

and spin-
ip scattering tim es, and � is the density of

statesatthe Ferm ienergy. De�ne w � = w c � ws. O ne

then obtainsthe Abrikosov-G or’kov equations

e"n = "n +
w +

2
Gn (24)

e� n = T

j!m j< !DX

m

V
B C SFm +

w �

2
Fn (25)

Com paring Eqs.(21)and (22)with (24)and (25)shows

that the quasi-static spin-spin interaction Vs can e�ec-

tively bereplaced by staticspin disorderwhosestrength

w s = TVs
0 is tem perature-dependent. The factor ofT

arisesfrom the M atsubara frequency sum in the Eliash-

bergequations,and isnecessary on dim ensionalgrounds.

From Abrikosov-G or’kov theory it is known that

Tc=Tc0 depends only on w s according to the following

im plicit equation26:

ln
Tc

Tc0
=  

�
1

2

�

�  

�
1

2
+

w s

2�Tc

�

(26)

where Tc0 isthe criticaltem perature ofthe clean super-

conductor,and  (z) is the digam m a function. In this

scenario,Tc fallstozerowhen w
s = � 00

2
= �

2e

Tc0 (Fig.3,

dashed line).A �nite concentration ofm agneticim puri-

ties is su�cientto destroy superconductivity. However,

the extra factorofT in the spin-
uctuation scenario in-

dicatesthatatlowertem peraturesthere are fewerexci-

tationsand thedepairing e�ectislesspronounced.Sub-

stituting in Eq.(26),we�nd

ln
Tc

Tc0
=  

�
1

2

�

�  

�
1

2
+
Vs
0

2�

�

(27)

Thisisan explicit equation forTc which iseven sim pler

than theAG result(Fig.3,solid line)!Thelim itingform s
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are

Tc

Tc0
= 1�

�

4
Vs
0 forVs

0 ! 0; (28)

Tc

Tc0
=

�

2e
Vs
0

forVs
0 ! 1 : (29)

Superconductivity isonly destroyed when thestrength of

thespin 
uctuationsbecom esin�nite.Inserting Eq.(19)

or(20)into (29)gives

Tc

Tc0
�

�

2e


1

J�

�
kF

�0

� �
�

�0

�

(2D); (30)

Tc

Tc0
�

�

2e


2

J�

�
kF

�0

� 2 �

ln
2kF

�

� � 1

(3D): (31)

In the im m ediate vicinity of the Q CP,the bare in-

verse correlation length �0 is a constantofthe orderof

kF ,whereas the true inverse correlation length � goes

to zero according to som e power law, � � jJ � Jcj
�,

as J approaches Jc. In Eqs.(30) and (31),the dim en-

sionlessquantitiesJ� and kF =�0 are constantsoforder

unity,whereastheratio�0=� (which isthesquarerootof

theStonerenhancem entfactor)becom esin�nite.Hence,

Tc(J)�
1

ln jJ� Jcj
in 3D,and jJ � Jcj

� in 2D.Note that

the 
uctuations are m ore severe in 2D than in 3D,and

Tc ism orestrongly suppressed.Thequantum criticalex-

ponent� a�ectsthe form ofthe 2D resultbut only the

prefactorofthe 3D result.

Itislikelythat(J� Jc)isproportionalto(p� pc),where

p isan experim entalcontrolparam etersuch aspressure.

Substituting p for J,we obtain predictions thatcan be

com pared with experim ent.

In the lim it� ! 0,1=ln(1=�)and � arealwayslarger

than ��3. Hence our initialassum ption 2�T � ��3 is

valid in the vicinity of the superconducting transition

line.Thisjusti�esthe working abovea posteriori.

Farther away from the Q CP, the other factors in

Eqs.(30)and (31)m ay com e into play. Itislikely that

changing the experim entalparam eterp hasa signi�cant

e�ectnotonly on J,butalso on thedegreeofnesting of

theFerm isurface,and henceon �0.Then Tc willdeviate

from a pure logarithm orpowerlaw.

F. P hase diagram

In the presence of an ‘externally applied exchange

�eld’,such aswould arise from arti�cially polarized im -

purity spins,it is possible for superconducting order to

exist. In fact,Larkin and O vchinnikov11 show thatthe

exchange splitting h has no e�ect on � untilit reaches

about�=2.(The caseofan externally applied m agnetic

�eld ism orecom plicated due to orbitale�ects.)

The case for coexistence of superconductivity and

spontaneous m agnetization is a m ore di�cultone. In a

fully self-consistentm ean-�eld theory,thesuperconduct-

ing order param eter � and the m agnetic order param -

Tc

Tc

curieT

FM+SC

J

Jc

SC

FM

T

N

FIG .4:Correctionsto m ean-�eld phasediagram dueto 
uc-

tuations,assum ing verticalFM phase boundary. ‘N’repre-

sentsthe norm al,non-m agnetic m etallic phase.

eter M attem pt to suppress each other. For a single-

band m odel in which the sam e electrons take part in

Cooperpairing and in ‘Stoner’itinerantferrom agnetism ,

thecom petition isso intensethatthe coexistenceregion

in Fig.4iselim inated,leavinga�rst-orderFM /SC phase

boundary,term inatingin a�rst-orderQ CP,and theanal-

ysisin thispaperisnotrelevant.Itm aybepossible,how-

ever,for FM and SC to coexist in m ulti-band system s.

In the following discussion,we presuppose coexistence of

FM and SC atthe m ean-�eld level.

First let us assum e that the m agnetic phase bound-

ary is vertical. O n the left ofthis boundary,M = 0,

so Tc should be constant (dashed line in Fig.4). The

m agnetic 
uctuations should suppressTc to zero asde-

scribed above (solid curve). O n the right ofthe m ag-

netic phaseboundary,m agnetic orderispresent,and Tc
should be suppressed at the m ean-�eld level. Suppose

thatthe m ean-�eld values ofTc are given by the dashed

curve in Fig.4.Now,sincethe equation forTc islinear,

thepair-breakinge�ectofFM orderand FM 
uctuations

com bineadditivelyin theargum entofthedigam m afunc-

tion. Since the 
uctuationsare presenton both sidesof

thetransition,weexpectthatTc(J)issuppressed tozero

asJ ! Jc from either direction (solid curve):

IV . EFFEC T O F SD W FLU C T U A T IO N S O N Tc

A . �q near an SD W -Q C P

In orderto treata system close to a SDW instability,

we m ust abandon the assum ption ofa sphericalFerm i

surface. A SDW system typically has a Ferm isurface

which is alm ost ‘nested’, m eaning that there are por-

tions of the Ferm isurface which alm ost overlap when

shifted relativeto each otherby a nesting vectorQ .The

spin 
uctuationswith wavevectorsclosetoQ arethelow-

energy quantum critical
uctuations,and itisthey that

play an im portantrolein suppressing superconductivity.

In orderto proceed weneed to choosea de�nitem odel

for the Ferm isurface. Let us begin with a 2D m odel.
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Fk 2kF

Q

2pi/api/a

G

0

Q

pi/a 2pi/a0

k q

FIG .5: (Left) Circular Ferm isurface for 0 � kx;ky �
2�

a
.

Solid gridlines indicate k-space unit cellboundaries;dashed

lines indicate boundary of1st Brillouin zone. Em pty circle

is im age ofFerm isurface under translation by Q . (Right)

Contoursof�q (schem atic).

2kFFk 2pi/a

G

0 pi/a 2pi/a

Q

0

Q
Q

k q

FIG .6: Flattened Ferm isurface. The line singularities in

�q have a larger m agnitude than before. The singularity at

q = 0 also changes shape,butthis is not shown,and is not

relevantto the discussion.

SupposetheFerm isurfaceisa circleofradiuskF .Shift-

ing this by 2kF in any direction gives a circle tangent

to the originalcircle,suggesting im perfectnesting.Now

the anisotropy ofthe crystalcom esinto play. Since the

Ferm isurfacetypically occupiesasizeablefraction ofthe

Brillouin zone,we m ust consider nesting between peri-

odic im ages. In k-space,shifting the Ferm isurface by

Q m akesittangentto the originalFerm isurface attwo

pointsratherthan one.

Itisusefultoperform theanalysisin q-space.The1=q

singularity in �q isstillpresent,butthere isa m ore rel-

evant1=
p
2kF � q singularity on a circle ofradius2kF .

Thiscircleand itsperiodic im agesintersectatthe point

Q (and three other points related to Q by sym m etry),

and there�q isenhanced by a factorof2.Thisconstruc-

tion,illustrated in Fig.5,determ inestheoptim alnesting

vector27. In sum m ary,the radius ofthe Ferm isurface

determ inesthe m agnitude(s) ofthe nesting vectors,and

the lattice anisotropy determ inestheirdirection(s).

Now supposetheFerm isurfaceundergoes‘pincushion’

distortion,such thatthe circulararcsthatm ake up the

Ferm isurfacebecom e
atter(Fig.6).Theoptim alvector

Q m ay change;m oreim portantly,the‘nesting’singular-

ities in �q becom e larger. Assum ing thatthe Ferm ive-

locity vF and thedensity ofstates� arenotsigni�cantly

altered during the distortion,

�q �
m

2�kF
2

�(1�
q

2kC
)

q

2kC

q

1�
�

q

2kC

�2
�
m �(� q? )

2�kF
2

s

kC

q?
(32)

where q? is the perpendicular distance from q to the

Ferm isurfacein q-space(towardsthe centerofthearc).

The m agnitude of the singularity increases with the

square root ofthe radius ofthe curvature. Rem em ber

thatthisisenhanced by a factorof2 wherethesingular-

itiesintersect.W hen kC = 1 theFerm isurfacebecom es

a squareand �q / �(q? ).

In the 3D analogue ofthis m odel,the Ferm isurface

consists ofeight,approxim ately triangular,portions of

sphericalsurfaces. As the radius of curvature ofeach

portion is increased towards in�nity,the Ferm isurface

m orphsfrom a sphereto an octahedron:

�q �
m

4�kF
3

2�kC
2
�(1�

q

2kC
)

q
�
m �(q? )

4kF
3

kC : (33)

The discontinuity in �q is proportionalto the radius of

curvature.

B . Spin-spin interaction V
s

nq near an SD W -Q C P

W ealso need an approxim ation forthespin-spin inter-

action Vs
nq.Firstconsiderthe bare G reen function �0nq,

given by

�
0
nq /

Z

k

f(�k)� f(�k+ q)

i!n � �k+ q + �k
: (34)

Thisintegralissom ewhatsim ilartotheexpressionfor�q,

Eq.(8).Itislargewhen q iscloseto a nesting vectorof

theFerm isurface.In thiscase,thede�nition of‘nesting’

ism ore stringent: portionsofthe Ferm isurface overlap

when shifted by the nesting vector Q ,and the ‘em pty’

side ofone portion m atches up with the ‘�lled’side of

the other. Because ofthis,�0nq does not have a peak

nearq = 0,unlike �q. W e shallassum e thatboth �0nq
and �q are peaked atthe sam e wavevectorQ .This is a

reasonable assum ption ifthe SDW and SC are caused by

nesting ofthe sam e Ferm isurface.

Forsm allw and forq closeto Q ,�0nq can be approx-

im ated by a Hertzian ofwidth �0. In this m odel,it is

expected that �00q and �0 willboth depend upon the

curvatureparam eterkC .In particular,when kC islarge,

thesystem iswellnested,and �0 isexpected to besm all.

�
0
nq =

�00Q �0
2

�0
2 + jq � Q j2 +

j!n j

�

: (35)

Then,in V s
nq,�0 isreplaced by the‘renorm alized’inverse

spin-
uctuation correlationlength �,which issm allerdue

to Stonerenhancem ent:

Vs
nq =

J�0
2

�2 + jq � Q j2 +
j!n j

�

(36)
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FIG .7:(Left)Electron-holeexcitationsnearthenesting vec-

torwhich givethem ain contribution to �.(Right)Schem atic

contourplotof�0q (orV
s

0q).

where � = �0
�
1� J�00Q

��
. Ultim ately,the FLEX cal-

culation requiresonly the n = 0 com ponent,which is a

Lorentzian in q-spacepeaked atq = Q :

Vs
0q =

J�0
2

�2 + jq � Q j2
: (37)

C . E�ective interaction V
s

n near SD W -Q C P ;

suppression ofTc

The m om entum -averaged interaction is given,as be-

fore,by Eq.(7).Since�q hasaweakerdivergenceforthe

SDW case than for the FM case,Vs
0 also has a weaker

divergence,aswe shallsee below.Firstconsiderthe 2D

m odel. To do the integraloverq,we use coordinatesqk
and q? oriented tangentially and perpendicularly to the

Ferm isurface. There is a factor of2 arising from the

overlap oftwo singularities.

Vs
n =

Z
d2q

(2�)2
�q Vs

nq

=
1

(2�)2

Z

dq?

Z

dqk
m

2�kF
2
�(q? )

s

kC

q?
�

�
J�0

2

�2 + qk
2 + q?

2 +
j!n j

�

� 2

�
m J�0

2
p
kC

2�3kF
2

Z 1

0

dq?
p
q?

Z 1

� 1

dqk

qk
2 + q?

2 + �2 +
j!n j

�

�
J�

�

�0
2

kF
2

p
kC

Z 1

0

dq?
p
q?

�
q

q?
2 + �2 +

j!n j

�

�
J�

�

�0
2

kF
2

p
kC

8�(5=4)2

p
�

�

�2 +
j!n j

�

�1=4: (38)

Atzero frequency,

Vs
0 � J�

�0
2

kF
2

r
kC

�
: (39)

The strength ofthe e�ective interaction increaseswhen

the Ferm isurface becom es 
atter or when the coupling

J istuned towardsJc. In general,� goesto zero atthe

Q CP whereaskC islargebut�nite.Therefore,nearthe

Q CP,Vs
0 � 1=

p
�,and by the argum entsoftheprevious

sections,the superconducting Tc issuppressed as

Tc �
p
� � (J � Jc)

�=2
: (40)

Thequantity J� isoforderunity,but�0=�F islikely to

be sm all,asexplained earlier. Hence the suppression of

Tc is m uch weaker for the SDW case than for the FM

case.

Forthe 3D m odel,an estim ate gives

Vs
n =

Z
d3q

(2�)3
�q Vs

nq

=
1

(2�)3

Z kF

0

dq?

Z

dqk 2�qk
m

4kF
3
�(q? )kC �

�
J�0

2

�2 + qk
2 + q?

2 +
j!n j

�

� 4

�
m J�0

2kC

kF
3

Z kF

0

dq?

Z kF

� kF

dqk qk

qk
2 + q?

2 + �2 +
j!n j

�

�
J��0

2kC

kF
4

Z kF

0

dq? ln
kF

q

q?
2 + �2 +

j!n j

�

) Vs
0 � J�

�0
2

kF
2

kC

kF

�

1�
�

2

�

kF

�

: (41)

The integralisnotdivergentatsm allq? ,so V
s
0 rem ains

�nite,and Tc is not suppressed to zero. In fact,since
�0
kF

is sm all, the suppression should be a sm alle�ect.

Taking into account the term s oforder �,we see that

Vs
0 � const� � � const� jJ � Jcj

�,so Tc � const+ jJ �

Jcj
�:the criticaltem peraturehasa cusp nearthe Q CP.

Theaboveargum entsapply closeto theQ CP.Farther

away from the Q CP,the variation of�0 m ay be signi�-

cant.In fact,itislikely thatthe quantum phase transi-

tion iscaused by an increase in nesting,so �0 decreases

asthe Q CP isapproached from far.Then the argum ent

im plies that Tc should increase at �rst as the Q CP is

approached. This can be justi�ed as follows: although

Ferm i-surface nesting causesan enhancem entof�0 and

�,and indirectly enhances the Vs,it also narrows the

peak in theinteraction in q-spaceso thatthem agnetism

com peteslesse�ectively fortheFerm isurface.O fcourse,

thisresultism odel-dependent.

V . N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Figure 8 shows num erical results obtained by self-

consistent solution ofEqs.(15)-(18),using an Einstein
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phonon m odelforVc
n and thevariousapproxim ationsde-

rived aboveforVs
n.From thelog-logplot(Fig.8(b))itis

clearthatTc obeystheexpected powerlaws(� and
p
�)

neara 2D FM orAF transition respectively,and thatin

3D the suppression ofTc isvery weak.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N

W ehavem adepredictionsabouttheanalyticbehavior

ofthe Tc ofan isotropic superconductornearferrom ag-

netic orspin-density-waveQ CPs:

2D FM Tc � � � jJ � Jcj
�

2D SDW Tc �
p
� � jJ � Jcj

�=2

3D FM Tc � 1=ln(1=�)� 1=ln(1=jJ � Jcj)

3D SDW Tc � const+ jJ � Jcj
�

Tc issuppressed allthe way to zero by ferrom agnetic

quantum critical
uctuationsin 2D and 3D,even before

m agnetic order sets in. Spin-density-wave 
uctuations

havea weakere�ect;in 2D they can suppressTc to zero,

butin 3D they m erely produceacusp.Thesepredictions

rely on the assum ption ofcoexistence ofm agnetism and

hom ogeneous,isotropic superconductivity at the m ean-

�eld level. The results for the 3D FM should be con-

trasted with the prediction in the p-wavecaseofa �nite

Tc atthe Q CP.
17

These results are based on the theory of Abrikosov

and G or’kov,which has undergone severalre�nem ents

since its publication in 1961. Calculations including

higher-orderscatteringsfrom a classicalspin28,29,30 and

non-perturbative studies31 suggestthatm agnetic im pu-

ritieslead tostateswithin thesuperconductinggap;how-

ever,the predicted Tc (which is allthat m atters to our

conclusions) is not qualitatively di�erent from that of

Abrikosov and G or’kov. Taking the quantum nature

ofthe spins into account32 suggests that the spins are

quenched by the K ondo e�ect at low tem peratures (in

the caseofantiferrom agneticexchangeJ > 0),and thus

cease to cause pair-breaking,so that superconductivity

isdestroyed only atan in�niteconcentration ofm agnetic

im purities. However,the present paper deals not with

im purity spins but with quantum criticalspin 
uctua-

tions:in anearly m agneticm etalthesearenotdestroyed

atlow tem peraturesby any K ondo e�ect,so there isno

reason toexpectsuch aphenom enon in anearlym agnetic

superconductor.

W e are notaware ofany experim entalsystem swhere

a FM Q CP hasbeen seen in a phonon-m ediated super-

conductor. But,as Saxena et alrem ark in Ref.5,very

few itinerant-electron ferrom agnetsstudied to date have

been prepared in a su�ciently pure state,orhave been

‘tuned’, to be su�ciently close to the border of ferro-

m agnetism ,orcooled to su�ciently low tem peratures,to

providea de�nitive check ofthe predictionsoftheory.

In Fe33,signsofsuperconductivity havebeen observed

on thehigh-pressuresideofa �rst-orderstructuralphase

transition, but it is unclear if this is (i) conventional

phonon-m ediated superconductivity which issuppressed

by ferrom agnetism in the bcc phase and revealed in the

hcp phase,(ii) unconventionalsuperconductivity m edi-

ated by ferrom agneticspin 
uctuations,or(iii)by som e

othertype ofspin 
uctuation presentin the hcp phase.

Asthetransition is�rst-order,theanalysisin thispaper

isnotapplicable.

The com pound M gCNi3 isa superconductorbelow at

8K 34, with a BCS-like (s-wave-like) speci�c heat, and

therehasbeen a theoreticalprediction thatitisunstable

toferrom agnetism upon dopingwith 12% Na orLi.Such

a ferrom agneticquantum criticalpointm ay bea testing

ground forthistheory.

In ErRh4B4
7 and HoM o6S8

8,9 the FM state de-

stroys superconductivity at su�ciently low tem pera-

tures, whereas at interm ediate tem peratures the coex-

istence gives rise to a com prom ise oscillatory behavior.

The physicshereisdom inated by orbitaldiam agnetism ,

ratherthan by param agneticspin 
uctuations.

The rare-earth nickelborocarbides35 show coexisting

SDW and superconductivity, as well as corresponding

nesting features in the Ferm isurface.36 Suppression of

Tc using hydrostatic and chem icalpressure to m anipu-

late the exchange interaction has been reported37 but

the AFM Q CP hasnotbeen explored.

In the Bechgaard salt (TM TSF)2PF6, pressure has

been used to tune the SDW state through a Q CP at

6:4kbar where a superconducting state is found. The

quasi-2D �-BEDT-TTF saltshavea high superconduct-

ing tem perature and are near the boundary ofan AF

insulating phase.38 However,the character and m echa-

nism ofsuperconductivity in these organic m aterials is

stilldebated,and thusthe applicability ofourm odelis

in doubt.

To conclude,while there are severalcandidate m odel

system swith which to testthese predictions,up to now

no su�ciently detailed studieshavebeen perform ed.
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