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W e consider an swave superconductor In the viciniy of a second-order ferrom agnetic M ) or
soin-density-wave (SDW ) quantum critical point (QCP ), where the superconductivity and m ag—
netisn arise from separate m echanism s. The quantum critical spin  uctuations reduce the super-

conducting Tc. Neara FM QCP,we nd that T. 8llsto zero as 1=l (1= ) in 3D and as
Jcj is the inverse correlation length of the spin uctuations, and m easures the

where kY

in 2D,

distance J J.jfrom the quantum criticalpoint. SDW quantum critical uctuations, on the other

hand, suppress T. to zero as
cusp ofthe form const+ J Jcj .

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

T here hasbeen m uch interest recently in the interplay
of superconductirity and m agnetic phenom ena. M any
di erent scenarios arise depending on the supercon—
ducting pairing sym m etry (singlet/triplet, s/p/d-wave)?
and the type ofm agnetisn (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 odels ofd-w ave
singlet superconductivity driven by antiferrom agnetic
soin uctuations (possbly applicable to the cuprates and
heavy-ferm ion superconductorst), and p-w ave-lke triplet
pairihg in He*22, Sp,Ru0 42 and UG e,2® driven by fer—
rom agnetic spin  uctuations.

However, there are of course system s where conven—
tional s-wave pairing coexists with m agnetiam . W hike
the coexistence of antiferrom agnetic or SDW order w ith
superconductivity is not uncomm on, the coexistence of
FM with s-wave superconductivity is rare. Th ErRh,B 4~
and HoM 048582, m agnetism and superconductivity arise
from independentm echaniam s RKKY coupling between
f-electrons and phonon exchange respectively). It is
now well accepted that static m agnetic order has a pair-
breaking e ect on BCS singlt s-wave superconductiv—
ity (asdoes any perturbation which breaks tin ereversal
symm etry), offen resulting in the com plete destruction
of superconductivity. The mean- eld theory of ferro—
m agnetic superconductors was studied by G or’kov and
Rusinovt?, although a more general analysis suggests
a Larkin-O vchinnkov-FuldeFerrell state wih a non-
uniom order param etert22 . A m ean— eld theory based
on a sin ple hesting-fraction’ m odel (sin ilar to that of
Bibro and M dM illant3 for the coexistence of charge—
density-wave order and superconductivity) shows that
coexistence of spin-density-wave (SDW ) order and super-
conducting orderm ay also be possble in a lin ted range

" in 2D, and suppress T. only to a nite value in 3D, producing a

of param eterst? .

O ne expects that m agnetic uctuations should also
have a pairbreaking e ect on s-wave superconductivity,
especially for a system close to a second-order m agnetic
QCP, where the am plitude of the uctuations becom es
very large. Berk and Schrie er!® showed num erically
that in the presence of ferrom agnetic uctuations a -
nite electron-phonon coupling Vypy, is required to produce
superconductivity, and in Pd, for exam pl, this critical
coupling is so large that superconductivity does not oc—
curat all. W e study thisproblem in m ore detail, ocbtain—
Ing analytic results for the dependence of T, asthe QCP
is approached.

W e assum e that the pairing interaction is due to
phonon exchange, and can be represented by a BCS in—
teraction, whereas the m agnetism is driven by a coupling
J between itinerant electrons or localized spins such that
when J exceeds a critical coupling J. at T = 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 (@s a func-
tion ofM atsubara frequency i!,) isassum ed to be ofthe
H ertzian’ form
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nearaFM (SDW ) QCP.Here ! isthe divergihg corre-
lation length. Thisapproach is sin ilarto the uctuation-
exchange FLEX ) approach used by M onthouxt® to study
soin— uctuation-m ediated d-wave-lke superconductivity,
and to that of W ang et al!’ and Roussev and M illis'é,
who studied a m odel of p-wave pairing where the ferro—
m agnetic uctuations suppressed T. to a nite value at
the QCP.Also, Liet al*? have perfom ed related stud—
des of the electrom agnetic properties of superconductors
near ferrom agnetic instabilities.
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A stheQCP isapproached, the energy scale ofthe spin
uctuations goes to zero (tritical slow lng down’) and
their am plitude goes up. W e show that in the vicinity
ofthe quantum critical point, pairbreaking by slow spin
uctuations can be m apped onto the A brikosov-G or'’kov
problem of pairbreaking by static m agnetic in purities.
W e thus predict that T. m ay or m ay not be suppressed
all the way to zero at the Q CP, depending upon the di-
m ensionality and the type ofm agnetianm :

2D FM T. o 7T J
2D SDW T. I VA i
3D FM T. 1l=h@d=) 1=hd=y J

3D SDW T. oconst+ T JJ

where is the correlation length exponent. W e expect
these form s to apply on both sides of the transition.

II. CHARGE-CHARGE INTERACTION

Starting with an electron-phonon Ham iltonian, inte-
grating out the phonons in the hamm onic approxin ation,
and m aking certain approxin ations for the structure of
the electron-phonon coupling In m om entum space leads
to the follow Ing action for phonon-m ediated supercon—
ductivity:
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where", = 2 (+2)T are ferm JonicM atsubara frequen—
cles, = % isa soin ndex, y isthe e]e%;ton dispersion
relation, munsfrom Oto = 1=T, % %

is the electron density operator, and V°© is an e ective
Interaction in the tharge’ channel that is second or-

der In the electron-phonon coupling g and rst order in

the phonon propagator D . If the superconductivity is
isotropic and the Fem isurface is spherical, or ifthe sys—
tem is dirty enough that the order param eter ise ec—

tively averaged over the Femm i surface, then for the pur-
pose of calculating superconducting properties Vrfq (the
Fourder transform ofV®,) can be replaced by an e ective
Interaction VS in the E liashberg equations. V{ is usually
referred to In the literature as\ 2F ", and is obtained by
averaging the JnteractJon VS, over pairs of m om enta on

the Femm i surface*=

nq
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where | e is an integralover the B rillouin zone.
R d 1
Note that |, (k) S(ST,where the integral is

perform ed overthe Ferm isurface, weighted by the inverse

Fem ivelocity 1=v (), where vy k) = @@Lk) :

IIT. EFFECT OF FM FLUCTUATIONS ON T.
A . Spin-spin interaction V,fq neara FM QCP

In the random phase approxim ation RPA ), the soin
correlation fiinction In an itinerant ferrom agnet has the
follow ing form at smalln and g:
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where ,the inverse spin— uctuation correlation length in
the Interacting system , is reduced from isbare value o
as = o (@ J=L) = 1= wih = 1=2,sothat un-
dergoes Stoner enhancem ent. indicates the Yistance’
from the ferrom agnetic quantum criticalpoint QCP); a
second-order quantum phase transition occursat J = J¢,
when = 0.Eq. @) can also be obtained by integrating
out the electrons to obtain a Landau-G inzburgW ilson
e ective action fora spin eld.

For a long tim e it was thought that low -energy long-
wavelength quantum uctuationsare irrelevant (nd > 1)
so that Eq. [@) is universally true?!. However, there is
grow ing evidence that these soft m odes’ are actually rel-
evant, changing the form of oreven causing the second—
order QCP to becom e weakly st order?22324 | Tn this
paper we restrict ourselves to regim es in which such ef-
fects is negligible, so that Eq. [@) holds, albeit for som e

not necessarily equalto 1=2.

This form for Jleadsto an e ective spin-spin interac—
tion
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which divergesat small !, and gasJ ! J.; these large
soin  uctuations are lkely to have an in portant e ect
on superconductivity.

Eqg. [@ isa generic expression orthe spin-spin interac—
tion near any kind of ferrom agnetic Q CP, and should be
applicable regardless of w hether the ferrom agnetisn and
superconductivity arise from a single band of itinerant
electrons or from di erent bands (or even if the m ag—
netisn is due to localized spins, provided that one can

nd a model of localized spins that exhibits a second—
order quantum phase transition) 49 U ktin ately, the spin—
uctuation-m ediated interaction can be represented by a
low -energy e ective action ofa form analogoustoEq. {2):

sFl 1= FV° on w08 we S (6)

B . Jacobian 4 for sphericalFemm isurface

The dim ensionless e ective spin-soin interaction, V72,
may be calculated in the same way as the e ective



FIG.1: (Left) 2D circular Fem isurface in k-space. R ight)
contours of (q) (schem atic).

phonon-m ediated attraction in Eq. [3):
Z rZ Z
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where 4 is a Jacobian corresponding to the change of
variables, which is the autocorrelation of the Ferm isur—
face’:

q= (k) (x+q) (x): (8)
x x

can be calculated geom etrically in 2D (3D ) by con—
sidering the areas (volum es) of intersection of circular
annuli (soherical shells). The results are
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B oth these expressions are nom alized such that Rq q=

. In both 2D and 3D, it can be shown that 4 goes as
l1=gnearg= 0. In both 2D and 3D this, by iself, is an
Integrable singularity. However,when = Oand !, = 0,
V>, goes as 1= near g = 0. The entire integrand of
Eq. [) thusgoesas 1= . W e shallshow that thism akes
the integral divergent.

C . E ective interaction VS near FM QCP

Forthe cassofa 2D circularFem isurface, substiuting
Eq. [@) into [@) gives
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FIG . 2: D iagram s for the m atrix selfenergy.

where isthe?2D density ofstates?! VS divergesas ! '3,
and iscuto Pr!, < 3, at a value ofthe order of 1=
For a 3D spherical Ferm i surface, substituting Eq. [1Q)
into [@) gives

. mJ o2 2kp q
n = 4 2k dq + 2+ 3nd
F 0 o o
J z 2k
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2 kF + ('nz )1=3

w ith logarithm ic accuracy for am all, positive !, . Here
is the 3D density of states. T he Integrand has a diver—
gence cut o by !, and Z.Vrf diverges as In 1=!,, and
iscuto for!, < 3, at a value of the order of In 1=

D . Strong-coupling equations near FM Q CP

W e now investigate the e ect on superconductiity.
The selfconsistent Strong-coupling’ equations for the
4 4 matrix M atsubara G reen functions G and self-
energies are

"
#
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13)
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w here and are suiable generalizations of Pauli

m atrices?® These equations take Ito account both
the scattering and pairihg e ects of the phonon-
mediated interaction V¢ and the spoin— uctuation-—
m ediated-interaction V° (@lthough they neglect vertex
corrections) . T he selfenergy equation is represented dia—
gramm atically in Fig.[J. For isotropic superconductivity
w ith interactions in charge and spin channels the strong—
coupling equations reduce to the follow ing frequency—



dependent, m om entum -independent fom :
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where V, = VS V¥, and G,, F,, &, €, are the

m om entum —-integrated ordinary and anom alous G reen
functions and selfenergies.

E. ADbrikosov-G or'’kov equations near FM QCP

In the vicinity of the QPT, where is small, V] is
dom inated by the divergence at small !,. Now, V$ is
sam pled at discrete bosonic M atsubara frequencies !, =
2 T n+ 1=2). Ifthe rstnonzeroM atsubara frequency,
!1 =2 T,ismuch larger than the frequency cuto 3,
we can discard allnonzero M atsubara frequencies. This
corresponds to replacing the dynam ic interaction VJ by
a staticone, VS  § ,: The soln uctuations are now
characterized by a sihgle number, V§. From Egs. [II)
and [12),

ve g =2 L @D m odel); 19)
kg
2
. J 0 2kp
ve — 2 —— (3D m odel): 20)
2 kF

Let us also replace the dynam ic, phonon-m ediated inter—
action by a BC S-type interaction VS = VECS), with a

frequency cuto !p ofthe order of the D ebye frequency.
Then Egs. [18) and [16) s plify to
& =", + TV{G, (21)
j!mxj< 'p
e =T VECSF,  TVF,: (22)

m

C om pare these w ith the case of static charge and spin
disorder??, that is, m agnetic in purities in a supercon-
ductor. T hat system can be described by the BC S m odel
w ith additionalrandom delta-correlated potentialsU © (x)
and U? (x) In the charge and spin channels, whose vari-
ancesareW € and W ° in the sense that HJ © (x)U ¢ x%)i=
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FIG . 3: Suppression of T. by static m agnetic disorder of
strength w*® (dashed line) and by quasistatic spin uctua-—
tions of strength V§ (solid line).

Letw®® =2 W% = 1= _,;,where ; arethe ordinary
and spin— ip scattering tim es, and is the density of

states at the Ferm ienergy. De new = w® w°.One
then obtains the A brikosov-G or’kov equations
w+
& ="y + 7Gn (24)
3 o
€,=T VECSFL + —F, @5)

Com paring Egs. 21l) and 22) with [24) and 23) shows
that the quasistatic spin-spin Interaction V° can e ec—
tively be replaced by static spin disorder whose strength
w® = TV§ is tem peraturedependent. The factor of T
arises from the M atsubara frequency sum in the E liash—
berg equations, and is necessary on din ensionalgrounds.

From Abrikosov-Gorkov theory it is known that

T.=T. depends only on w° according to the follow ing
in plicit equation?® :

T. 1 1 we
n-—<-= = Z 4

Teo 2 2 2 T,
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where T, is the critical tem perature of the clean super—
conductor, and (z) is the digamm a function. In this
scenario, T, fallsto zerowhenw?® = —2¢ = —T, Fig[3,
dashed line). A nite concentration ofm agnetic in puri-
ties is su clent to destroy superconductivity. However,
the extra factor of T in the spin— uctuation scenario in—
dicates that at lower tem peratures there are fewer exci-
tations and the depairing e ect is less pronounced. Sub—
stituting in Eq. 28), we nd

T, 1
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2
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N
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T his is an explicit equation for T, which is even sim pler
than theAG resuk Fig.[3, solid line)! T he lim iting orm s
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Superconductivity is only destroyed w hen the strength of
the spin uctuations becom es in nite. Inserting Eq. (19)
or [2Q) into [29) gives

T, 1 ke
e - — (2D); (30)
TcO 2e J 0 0

T 2 ke 2ky  C

- - =z n == @D):  (31)
Teo 2e J 0

In the Inm ediate vicinity of the QCP, the bare in—
verse correlation length ( is a constant of the order of
kg , whereas the true inverse correlation length  goes
to zero according to some power law, T JdJ s
as J approaches J.. In Egs. [30) and [BI), the dinen—
sionless quantities J  and k = ( are constants of order
unityy, whereasthe ratio (= Which isthe square root of
the Stoner enhancem ent factor) becom es In nie. Hence,
TcW) g3 5530 3D,and ¥ Ij in 2D .Note that
the uctuations are m ore severe in 2D than in 3D, and
T. ism ore strongly suppressed. T he quantum criticalex—
ponent a ects the form ofthe 2D result but only the
prefactor of the 3D resul.

Ttislkely that (0 &) isproportionalto (o R),where
P is an experin ental control param eter such as pressure.
Substituting p for J, we obtain predictions that can be
com pared w ith experim ent.

Inthelmi ! 0,1=In(l= )and arealways larger
than 3. Hence our initial assumption 2 T 3 is
valid in the vicihity of the superconducting transition
line. T his justi es the working above a posteriori.

Farther away from the QCP, the other factors in
Egs. B0) and [BIl) m ay com e into play. Tt is lkely that
changing the experin ental param eter p has a signi cant
e ect not only on J, but also on the degree of nesting of
the Fem isurface, and henceon (. Then T, willdeviate
from a pure logarithm orpower law .

F. Phase diagram

In the presence of an ¥xtemally applied exchange
eld’, such aswould arise from arti cially polarized in —
purity spins, it is possble for superconducting order to
exist. In fact, Larkin and O vchinnikovt! show that the
exchange splitting h hasno e ect on  until i reaches
about =2. (The case of an extemally applied m agnetic
eld ism ore com plicated due to orbitale ects.)

The case for coexistence of superconductivity and
spontaneous m agnetization is a m ore di cult one. In a
fully selfconsistent m ean— eld theory, the superconduct—
Ing order param eter and the m agnetic order param —

FIG . 4: Corrections to m ean— eld phase diagram due to uc—
tuations, assum ing vertical FM phase boundary. N’ repre—
sents the nomm al, non-m agnetic m etallic phase.

eter M attem pt to suppress each other. For a sihgle—
band model in which the sam e electrons take part in
C ooper pairing and in Stoner’ tinerant ferrom agnetiam ,
the com petition is so Intense that the coexistence region
in Fig.[4 iselin nated, leavinga rst-orderFM /SC phase
boundary, tem nating n a rst-orderQ CP, and theanal-
ysis in thispaper isnot relevant. Ttm ay be possible, how —
ever, for FM and SC to coexist in m ultiband system s.
In the follow ing discussion, we presuppose coexistence of
FM and SC at the mean—- ed kvel

First let us assum e that the m agnetic phase bound-
ary is vertical. On the ¥ft of this boundary, M = 0,
so T. should be constant (dashed line in Fig.[4d). The
m agnetic uctuations should suppress T. to zero as de—
scribbed above (solid curve). On the right of the m ag—
netic phase boundary, m agnetic order is present, and T.
should be suppressed at the m ean— eld level. Suppose
that the m ean— el values of T, are given by the dashed
curve in Fig.[4. Now, shhoe the equation for T, is linear,
the pairbreakinge ect ofFM orderand FM uctuations
com bine additively in the argum ent ofthe digam m a func—
tion. Since the uctuations are present on both sides of
the transition, we expect that T, (J) is suppressed to zero
asJ ! J. from either direction (solid curve):

IVv. EFFECT OF SDW FLUCTUATIONS ON T.
A . g nearan SDW QCP

In order to treat a system close to a SDW Instability,
we must abandon the assum ption of a spherical Fem i
surface. A SDW system typically has a Fem i surface
which is alm ost hested’, m eaning that there are por-
tions of the Fem i surface which alm ost overlap when
shifted relative to each otherby a nesting vectorQ . The
son uctuationsw ith wavevectorscloseto Q are the low —
energy quantum critical uctuations, and it is they that
play an in portant role In suppressing superconductivity.

In order to proceed we need to choose a de nitem odel
for the Fem i surface. Let us begin wih a 2D m odel.
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FIG.5: (Left) Circular Fem i surface for 0 ky 7 ky 2?
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FIG . 6: Flattened Fem i surface. The line singularities in

¢ have a Jarger m agnitude than before. The singularity at
g = 0 also changes shape, but this is not shown, and is not
relevant to the discussion.

Suppose the Fem isurface is a circle of radius kg . Shift—
Ing this by 2k In any direction gives a circle tangent
to the original circle, suggesting in perfect nesting. N ow
the anisotropy of the crystal com es into play. Since the
Fem isurface typically occupies a sizeable fraction ofthe
B rillouin zone, we must consider nesting between peri-
odic m ages. In k-space, shifting the Fem i surface by
QO m akes it tangent to the origihalFem i surface at two
points rather than one.

Tt isusefulto perform the analysis in g-space. T he 1=q
singulariy in 4 is still present, but there is a m ore rel-
evant 1= 2kg g sihhgularity on a circle of radius 2k .
T his circle and its periodic In ages intersect at the point
Q (and three other points related to Q by symm etry),
and there 4 isenhanced by a factorof2. This construc—
tion, illustrated in F ig.[H, determ ines the optin alnesting
vector?! . In summ ary, the radius of the Fem i surface
determm ines the m agnitide (s) of the nesting vectors, and
the Jattice anisotropy determm ines their direction (s) .

Now suppose the Ferm isurface undergoes bincushion’
distortion, such that the circular arcs that m ake up the
Fem isurfacebecom e atter (Fig.[d). T he optin alvector
Q m ay change; m ore In portantly, the hesting’ singular-
ities n 4 becom e Jarger. A ssum ing that the Fermm ive-
locity vv and the density of states are not signi cantly

altered during the distortion,
s

&) ke
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g—C
2 sz 9 1 q 2
2ke 2ke

(32)

where ¢, is the perpendicular distance from g to the
Fem isurface In g-space (tow ards the center of the arc).
The magnitude of the shgularity increases wih the
square root of the radius of the curvature. Rem ember
that this is enhanced by a factor of 2 where the singular-
ities ntersect. W hen k¢ = 1 the Femn isurface becom es
asquareand 4/ @).

In the 3D analogue of this m odel, the Fem i surface
consists of eight, approxin ately triangular, portions of
spherical surfaces. A s the radius of curvature of each
portion is increased towards in nity, the Fem i surface
m orphs from a sphere to an octahedron:

m 2k’ A F) om @)
4 ke’ q 4kg >

The discontinuity in 4 is proportional to the radius of
curvature.

a ket (33)

B. Spin-spin interaction V;:‘q nearan SDW QCP

W e also need an approxin ation for the spin-spin inter—
action V5, . First consider the bare G reen function
given by

nqg/’

Z
0 f(x)

£lxrq) |
nqgq .

k+g T x

- (34)
x 1'n
T his integralis som ew hat sin ilarto the expression for o,
Eqg. [ . It is large when g is close to a nesting vector of
the Fem isurface. In this case, the de nition of hesting’
is m ore stringent: portions of the Fem i surface overlap
when shiffted by the nesting vector Q , and the ®m pty’
side of one portion m atches up w ith the " lled’ side of
the other. Because of this, gq does not have a peak

nearq = 0, unlke 4. W e shall assum e that both gq
and 4 are peaked at the sam e wavevectorQ . This is a
reasonabk assum ption if the SDW and SC are caused by
nesting of the sam e Fem 1 surface.
Foramallw and forq closeto Q , J, can be approx-
in ated by a Hertzian of width (. In thismodel, it is
expected that §, and o will both depend upon the
curvature param eter ke . In particular, when ke is large,
the system iswellnested, and | isexpected to be sn all.

0 2
0 00 O

o2+ Q3+ 2o

o Is replaced by the renom alized’ nverse
,which isam allerdue

nq

(35)

Then, In Vns‘q ,
spin— uctuation correlation length
to Stoner enhancem ent:

J o?

2+ ;1 03+ 2

s _
Vig =

(36)
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FIG .7: (Left) E lectron-hole excitations near the nesting vec—
torwhich give them ain contrbution to . R ight) Schem atic
contour plot of g (Or Voy ).

where = 1 Jg, . Ulinately, the FLEX cal-
culation requires only the n = 0 com ponent, which is a
Lorentzian in g-space peaked at g = Q :

J o2

S
Vogq = 24+

: 37
Q3 e7)

C. E ective interaction VS near SDW QCP;
suppression of T.

The m om entum -averaged interaction is given, as be-
fore, by Eq. [1). Sihce 4 hasa weakerdivergence for the
SDW case than for the FM case, V§ also has a weaker
divergence, as we shall see below . F irst consider the 2D
m odel. To do the integralover g, we use coordinates g
and o, ordented tangentially and perpendicularly to the
Fem i surface. There is a factor of 2 arisihg from the
overlap oftwo singularities.

Z &2
q
Vrsxz (2 )2 qu?q
7 7 s
= P o8 d >
@ )2 2 k2 &
J o° _
2+ gl+ g2+ 2
pP—2
mJ o b de * da
2 3k ? o & 1 g2+ g2+ 24 3
Z
J P —"1 dg
s 0 — &
kF2 0 % q72+ 2+j!_ﬂj
J %P — 8 (5=4)?
— T2 k = (38)
3 P—p 3.3

At zero frequency,

vy J

(39)

T he strength of the e ective interaction increases when
the Fem 1 surface becom es atter or when the coupling
J istuned towards J.. In general, goes to zero at the
QCP whereas kc is hrge but nite. T herefore, near the
QCP,V§ 1=, and by the argum ents of the previous
sections, the superconducting T, is suppressed as
d

The quantity J isoforderunity, but o= ¢ is lkely to
be an all, as explained earlier. Hence the suppression of
T. is much weaker for the SDW case than for the FM

case.
For the 3D m odel, an estin ate gives

T, P- J (40)

&g
S _ S
Vn_ W qvnq
| Z . z
= de du 2 4 @2 )k
e )» kg > N
J o2
24+ g2+ g2+ 2
2 Zk Zk
mJ o“ke qu ¥ doe ok
ke > 0 . ke G2+ 2+ 24 L2d
z
J o2 ke k
04kc dg he F
kF 0 q?2+ 2+ JnJ
2
k
) Ve e (41)

T he integral is not divergent at amall, , so V§ rem ains

nite, and T, is not suppressed to zero. In fact, since
ﬁ is am all, the suppression should be a snall e ect.
Taking Into account the tem s of order , we see that
vy const const T J,s0 T const+
JcJ ¢ the critical tem perature has a cusp nearthe QCP.

T he above argum ents apply close to the Q CP .Farther

away from the QCP, the varation of ( may be signi -
cant. In fact, it is likely that the quantum phase transi-
tion is caused by an increase in nesting, so o decreases
asthe QCP is approached from far. Then the argum ent
Inplies that T, should increase at rst as the QCP is
approached. This can be justi ed as follow s: although
Femm isurface nesting causes an enhancem ent of ° and

, and indirectly enhances the V?®, it also narrow s the
peak in the Interaction in g-gpace so that the m agnetian
com petes lesse ectively forthe Ferm isurface. O foourse,
this result ism odeldependent.

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Figure [§ shows num erical results cbtained by self-
consistent solution of Egs. [[9)-[I8), using an E instein



phonon m odel or VS and the various approxin ations de-
rived above r VS . From the Iog-log plt € ig.[8 b)) g
clear that T, obeys the expected power laws ( and )
neara 2D FM orAF transition respectively, and that in
3D the suppression of T. is very weak.

VI. DISCUSSION

W e havem ade predictions about the analytic behavior
of the T. of an isotropic superconductor near ferrom ag—
netic or spin-density-wave Q CP s:

2D FM Te o T F
2D SDW  T. Ty gite
3D FM T. 1=h@=) 1=ha=y &

3D SDW T, const+ T JJ

T. is suppressed all the way to zero by ferrom agnetic
quantum critical uctuations in 2D and 3D , even before
m agnetic order sets in. Spin-density-wave uctuations
have a weakere ect; In 2D they can suppress T. to zero,
but in 3D they m erely produce a cusp. T hese predictions
rely on the assum ption of coexistence ofm agnetism and
hom ogeneous, isotropic superconductivity at the m ean—

eld kevel. The results for the 3D FM should be con—
trasted w ith the prediction in the p-wave case ofa nite
T. attheQCP &’

These results are based on the theory of Abrikosov
and G or’kov, which has undergone several re nem ents
sihce its publication In 1961. Calculations including
higher-order scatterings from a classical spin28222% and
non-perturbative studies®® suggest that m agnetic in pu—
rities lead to statesw ithin the superconducting gap; how —
ever, the predicted T. Which is all that m atters to our
conclusions) is not qualitatively di erent from that of
Abrikosov and Gorkov. Taking the quantum nature
of the spins into account®? suggests that the spins are
quenched by the Kondo e ect at low tem peratures (in
the case of antiferrom agnetic exchange J > 0), and thus
cease to cause pairbreaking, so that superconductivity
isdestroyed only at an In nite concentration ofm agnetic
In purities. However, the present paper deals not w ith
Inpurity spins but with quantum critical spin  uctua—
tions: In a nearly m agneticm etalthese are not destroyed
at low tem peratures by any K ondo e ect, so there is no
reason to expect such a phenom enon in a nearly m agnetic
superconductor.

W e are not aware of any experin ental system s where
aFM QCP hasbeen seen in a phonon-m ediated super—
conductor. But, as Saxena et al rem ark in Ref2, very
few itinerant-electron ferrom agnets studied to date have

been prepared in a su ciently pure state, or have been
tuned’, to be su ciently close to the border of ferro—
m agnetiam , or cooled to su ciently low tem peratures, to
provide a de nitive check of the predictions of theory.

In Fe33, signs of superconductivity have been cbserved
on the high-pressure side ofa rst-order structuralphase
transition, but it is unclear if this is (i) conventional
phonon-m ediated superconductivity which is suppressed
by ferrom agnetism in the bcc phase and revealed In the
hcp phase, (i) unconventional superconductivity m edi-
ated by ferrom agnetic spin uctuations, or (iii) by som e
other type of spin uctuation present in the hcp phase.
A s the transition is rst-order, the analysis in this paper
is not applicable.

The com pound M gCN i is a superconductor below at
8K34, with a BCS-like (s-wavelke) speci ¢ heat, and
there hasbeen a theoreticalprediction that it isunstable
to ferrom agnetism upon doping w ith 12% Na orLi. Such
a ferrom agnetic quantum critical point m ay be a testing
ground for this theory.

In EXRh;B,’ and HoM 0sSg®? the FM state de-
stroys superconductivity at su clently low tem pera-—
tures, whereas at Intem ediate tem peratures the coex—
istence gives rise to a com prom ise oscillatory behavior.
T he physics here is dom inated by orbital diam agnetism ,
rather than by param agnetic spin uctuations.

The rare-earth nickel borocarbides®® show coexisting
SDW and superconductiviy, as well as corresponding
nesting features in the Fem i surface3® Suppression of
T. using hydrostatic and chem ical pressure to m anipu-—
late the exchange nteraction has been reported®’ but
the AFM QCP hasnot been explored.

In the Bechgaard salt (TM TSF),PFg4, pressure has
been used to tune the SDW state through a QCP at
64kbar where a superconducting state is found. The
quasizD BEDT-TTF salshave a high superconduct-
Ing tem perature and are near the boundary of an AF
insulating phase3® However, the character and m echa—
nism of superconductivity in these organic m aterials is
still debated, and thus the applicability of our m odel is
in doubt.

To conclude, while there are several candidate m odel
system s w ith which to test these predictions, up to now
no su ciently detailed studies have been perform ed.
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icalpoint and a verticalFM phaseboundary. T he standard
Heisenberg m odel, however, gives a nitetem perature
phase transition whose Curie tem perature is proportional
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