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I‘
T he recently reporteoPll coexistence of a m agnetic order, w ith the critical tem perature Ty = 35 K,
and superconductivity, w ith the criticaltem perature Ts = 207 m K, in A un;, is studied theoretically.
It is shown that superconducting (S) electrons and localized nuclear m agnetic m om ents (LM ’s)
Interact dom inantly via the contact hyper ne (EX ) iInteraction, giving rise to a spiral (or dom ain—
like) m agnetic order In superconducting phase. T he electrom agnetic interaction between LM ’s and
S electrons is an all com pared to the EX one giving m inor contrbution to the form ation of the

oscillatory m agnetic order. In clean sam ples (1>

0) of Auln, the oscillatory m agnetic order should

produce a line of nodes in the quasiparticle spectrum of S electrons giving rise to the power law
behavior. The critical eld H - (T = 0) in the coexistence phase is reduced by factor two w ith respect

to its bare value.
e-m ail: kulic@ audreym pistuttgartm pgde

The problem of the coexistence of m agnetic M ) or—
der and superconductivity (S) is a long-standing one,
which was ,rst considered in 1956 theoretically by V.
L. G inZbur?, and then itensively discussed after the
discovery of the temary rare earth RE) compounds
RE)Rh4Bs and RE)M ogXg (X=S,5e)P2. Tn many of
these com pounds both ferrom agnetic () and antiferro—
m agneu'q.l(AF ) orderings, w hich coexistw ith S, havebeen
cbservedd® . Tt tumsout that S and AF orderings coexist
In severalofthese com poundé usually downtoT = 0K,
while Sandmodi ed F (spiral) orderings coexist only in
lin ited tem perature intervalin ExRhyB4, HoM 0¢Sg and
H oM ogSeg, due to their antagonistic characters®. A gen—
eral theory ofm agnetic superconductors has been devel-
oped In Reﬁ.:_Z%,'_é,._., w here possibilities for the coexistence
of S and spiral or dom ain-like m agnetic order which is
the modi ed F order in the presence of superconduc—
tivity) have been elaborated quantitatively by includ-
Ing the exchange and electrom agnetic interaction of su—
perconducting electrons and localized m agneticm om ents
(LM ’s), To the sim ilar conclusion cam e also B lount and
Vam a? by taking into account the electrom agnetic in—
teraction only. Note, that som e heavy ferm ions UPt;,
URu,S% etc. show the coexistence ofthe AF and S or—
derings, while S and oscillatory M order coexist in quater—
nary intermm etallic com pounds RE )N LB,C, see Ref. :‘j

H ow ever, until recently it was in possible to investigate
the interplay of S and nuclarm agnetic order, because of
lack of suitablem aterdals. T hanks to the pioneering w ork
on superconductivity and m agnetism af ultra—low tem -
peratures by P cbel’'s group in Glerm.any'l"iq{'-l%, aswellas
of Tounasm aa’s one in Finlandti®4, at least two m ate—
rials were discovered where S and nuclkarM order seem
to coexist. The rst one ismetallic Rh, which is super-
conducting at Tg = 325 K and whose nuclearm om ents
m Ight be ordered antiferrom agnetically at Ty 1 nkK,
see Refs. :_ii»,:ié There are also some hints on the AF

order at negative nuclear tem perature T, . Rh is an In-
teresting system because of its rather large K orringa con—
stant ( 1Te) 10 s K,wherg isthe spin-lattice re—
laxation tim e and T, isthe electronic tem perature. Large

(or 1) in Rh allow sto achieve very low nuclear tem per-
atures T, T., aswell as a realization of negative T, .
The problem of the com petition of nuclear m agnetism
and S order n Rh willbe studied elsew here.

A rem arkable achievem ent in this eld was recently
done by P obel’s group by investigating A uln,, w here the
coexistence of the nuclear ferrom agneftjsn and supercon—
ductivity (Ts = 207m K ) was undi¥ Ll below Ty = 35

K . Because of good them al coupling of nuclkar m ag—
neticm om ents to the conduction electronsin Aun, K o—
rringa constant = 0:1 s K) the experin ents were per—
form ed In them alequilbrium T, = T down to T = 25

K . It was also found that Aul, is a typeTI supercon—
ductor w ith the bare critical eld Ho (T = 0) = 145G,
w hich would be in absence ofthe F ordering, whilk In is
presence H . (T) isdecreased, ie. H.= 877G atT = 25

K. The latter result is a hint that S and F orderings
m ight coexist n thebuk down to T = 0.

In the follow Ing the coexistence of S and M order in
Auln, isstudied in the fram ew ork gfthem icroscopic the-
ory ofm agnetic superoonductoré;ﬁ' . It considers interac—
tionsbetween LM ’s and conduction electrons: a) via the
direct hyper ne interaction { because of sin plicity it is
called the exchange EX) one; b) via the dipolar m ag—
netic ed By () = 4 M (r), which is created by LM ’s,
it is called electrom agnetic EM ) Interaction. The gen-
eral Ham ittonian which descrlbes conducting electrons
and nucleim om ents n Auln, is given by
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Here, (), (@), A ; % (r) and V are the quasiparticle

energy, the superconducting order param eter, the vector
potential, the hyper ne contact coupling between elec—
tronic spins Paulim atrices) and localized nuclearm o—
ments (LM ’s) I; and the electron-phonon coupling con-—
stant respectively. The rst three tetms in Eq. (1) de-
scribe the superconductingm ean— eld H am ittonian in the
magnetic eld B (r) = curlA (r) due to LM ’s and screen—
Ing current, while the tem I-fjm p describes the electron

scattering (including also the spin-orbit one) on nonm ag—
netic in purities. The tem B (B)gn n L describes the

dipole-dipole interaction ofLM ’s, aswellas their interac—
tion w ith the m agnetic eld due to screening supercon-—
ducting current { see m ore below . Pfa (I;) is (together
w ith the dipoledipole interaction) responsble for m ag—
netic anisotropy of LM ’s. In the case of Auln,, which

is sin ple cubic crystal, its form is unknown { see dis-
cussion below . Later we show that under experin en-—
structure, w hich would be in absence of S order, is trans-
form ed In the presence of superconductivity into spiral
(ordom ain-like) one { depending on m agnetic anisotropy.

A . The characteristic param eters of Auln,

T he m agnetic critical tem perature Ty =35 K is very
an all com pared to Tg 02 K, and i is much larger
than the characteristic dipole-dipole tam perature oy (

1 K), see below. This fact allows us to estin ate
the hyper ne contact interaction between electrons and
LM 's, which is characterized by the param eter he, =
Jen O)np,  j hlzi j where n, is the concentration of
LM ’s. T he indirect exchange energy (via conduction elec—
trons) between the LM ’s ofnuclkei is characterized by the
RKKY temperature o = N (0)hZ =n, , where N (0) is
the electronic density of states at the Fem i level The
crystallographic structure gives ny 3 18 an 3.
N (0) is obtained by knowing H o (T = 0) = 145G, see
Refs.:_f,:_l-@, which gives N (0) 0:64 16* erg 'am 3.
Since Ty &35 K) ispredom inantly due to the indirect
exchange interaction between In nuclkim om ents one has
Tum ex s Which gives hey 1 K. Note that one has
hex > o( 0:36K),which gives rise to a gapless quasi-
particle spectrum in S state below Ty In clean sam ples
1> () ofAuln,, sece below .

The electrom agnetic EM ) dipoledipole interaction
between LM ’s is characterized by en = 2 nNn 2, where

= gy nl:In case ofthe In nuclki in the Auln, cubic
crystalonehas ' 55 ,,ie. 12 K ( ),
w hich m eans that the dipole-dipole interaction does not
contrbute to Ty in Aulh,. However, it m akes the m ag—
netic structure transverse In S state, see below . f—r -

From o( 1:76Ts) and vy 168 18 an /&92%
one gets o .%- 10° A, whik from the resistivity
m easurem ent#!l, where RRR=500, one cbtains 1
36 10 A .Accordingly, the spih-orbit scattering m ean—
free path is very large, ie. 1, > 36 10 A, because

one alwayshas 1, > 1. Note that 1< ( and the system
is In the dirty (out not very dirty) lin it. The London
penetration depth 1 200 A is estin ated from Hg,
and by know Ing ¢ and 1, which m eans that AuIn, isthe
type I superconductor at tem peratures where S and M
orderings coexist. >From the above analysis we estin ate
the param eter (hex =hj = 0:. It is small and dirty
lim £t m ay be used to treat e ect ofexchange eld on su—
perconductivity. This sin pli es the theoretical analysis
given below . Here = I=¢ is the electron scattering
tine.

B . Theoretical analysis of Auln,

Tt was shown in Refs. 36,17 that when the elec—
tron spin-orbit interaction is weak, ie. when L,=1
kp ' 0=1%)*3, there is a peak In the spin susceptbit
ity In the superconducting state at nonzero wave vec—
tor Q. This means that In the superconducting state
an oscillatory m agnetic order is m ore favorable than
the F one. In Auln, one has ks = 1#45A ! and thus
the condition for an oscillatory m agnetic order is I

10 21. Since by de nition 1, > 1we see that the
soin-orbit interaction does not play any roke in the or-
m ation ofthem agnetic structure in the coexistence phase
ofAuln, . Them agnetic order can be a spiralordom ain—
like one, depending on the m agnetic anisotropy, see be—
Iow . The problem is now reduced to the study of elec—
trons moving in an oscillbtory W ih the wave vector
Q) exchange and magnetic eld h(y R) = hexSR),
BR) = curA R) respectively. By using the Eilen-
berger equations for the nom alg; (v;R ) and anom alous
f, v;R) electronic G reen’s function, where the super-
conducting orderparam eter R ) Jska scgution ofthe selt-
consistency equation R) = 2 g |, dnf, R;n)=4
= N (0)V is the electron-phonon coupling constant)
one obtains the freeenergy functional of the system
Fsu £ ;S0 ;Qg. Tmay be presented as a sum ofm ag—
netic Ey ), superconducting s ) and interacting F int)
parts, ie. Fgy £ ;SR)g = Fsf g+ Fy £Sq;0g+
Fintf 7Sq;Q Q). By assum ing that: a) Eg=Fi ¢ > 1,
Es = N (0) ?=2n, { this is indeed fil lled in Auln,
where Eg=Fit 100, and b) the Fem i surface is
isotropic { it isalso ful lled n Aul, one gets the free—
energy Fsy
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Herethetem sF% and F{} in Eq. (2) describe the ex—
change EX and EM interaction of superconducting elec—
trons with LM ’s respectively. F 3%, and Fy depend on
hexs Sg s L o etc. W e consider only those cases which
m ight be in portant for the physics of Auln, .

1:Dirty case (1< y). Thiscase ismalized n Auln, as
reported n Refs. 0, wherel 36 16A and , 10
A . Inm ediately below the m agnetic critical tem perature




Ty = 35 K them agnetization issmalland Fy has the
form
X
FM = f

Q
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where Q (§=QSQ;kand ml(T;Q)z (T ex)= ext
Q2?=12k? .Here,kr = 145A ! istheFem iwave vector.
The isotropic tem FofS3 g (per LM ) describes higher
order term s in Sé ,whileF, (erLM ) describbesm agnetic
anisotropy of the system , see discussion beloy, .

Since the sam ple of Auln, is n dirty lin ¥ { it hods
also Q1 1, see below, (e =h3 0:1 1, the
m ean-free path drops out from the tem FSX in Eqg. (2).
Since we consider the spiral (helical) structure w ith the
am plitude Sy, which contains only one hamonic Q.
Then the sum over Q In Egs. 2),(3) drops out and
one obtains F&% = & «=2w Q. By mininiz-
Ing Fgy £ ;SgiQg with respect to ;Sg and Q one
gets the spiral m agnetic structure at T very near Ty
with the wave vector Qs = (3 ki=,) '™ 5 10°
A ! and the period is Lg = 2 =Qs 120 A - see
Figda. Note, one has Q51 16, ie. the required
theoretical condition Q 1 1 is ful Iled in Aulrp. In
this case the EM interaction In Eq. 2) is negligble,
ie. FM=F*  (on= ex 20?%) < 10 ? and the spiral
m agnetic structure is due to the e ective EX interaction
between electrons and LM ’s (of In nuclei) m ainly. How —
ever, the m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction between In
nucled, although small ( ¢y ex )y akesthe structure
transverse Q §$ = 0) duetotheterm o jSg i f I
Eqg. 3).

On cooling, S5 grows and higher order tem s of S7
must be ncluded In Fy as well as m agnetic anisotropy
F,.However, in Auln,, which is sin ple cubic structure,
only higher order temm s contrbute to F, (per LM ), ie.
Fo = D (S; + S; + S;). One expects that D < o
(or m ore realistic D em s See below ). However, if
D fiul Ils the condition O = &)>™* > 025Gy o) '™
(one should have D= o, > 10 3 in the case of Auln,)
the spiral structure is transform ed into,g striped one-
din ensional transverse dom ain structure® — see F igilb.
The condiion on D m eans that the dom ain-wall thick-
ness should be much an aller than the period of the do—
main structure. The magnetic energy (per LM ’‘s) In
the case of the dom ain m agnetic structure is given by
Fu = Fo(85)  exS§+ (S5;T)Q= ,where Fo(S)
containstem sofhigherorderin 52 . Here =k ' ,S2
is the surface energy of the dom ain wall, and
0:58( «xD )'™? in the case of rotating B loch wall where
D ex). The wave vector of the dom ain structure
Qp , obtained by m inim izing Fgy , at T Ty is given
by Qp 2( ex= wkr 0)'2. Note, the wave vector
of the dom ain structure Qp is snaller than Q5 for the
spiral. Because of the sinple cubic structure of Auln,
it is m ore probable that D= . < 10 3 than opposite,

w hich m eansthat Auln, isthe strong candidate to be the

rst system where superconductivity coexists w ith spiral
m agnetic order down to T = 0, see below . Nam ely, i
tums out that at T = 0 the m agnetic energy per LM is
Fu ex = 35 K, whilk the superconducting en-
ergy per LM isFg 4 K .However, the Interaction
energy (oer LM ) is very small, Fi,¢ 10 2 K.This
resultm eansthat even at T = 0 the loss ofenergy due to
the Interaction, F i, ismuch an aller than the gain due
to the condensation energy Fg, ie. Fs + Fijne Fs < O,
and the oscillatory m agnetic structure and S order coex—
jStjl’lA_l.l]hz downtoT = 0.
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FIG.1l. (a) The soiralm agnetic structure S (x), w ith the
period Ls In the superconducting phase for sm all anisotropy
D= ox < 10 ®. ) Thedom ain-lkem agnetic structure S (x),
w ith the period Lp in the superconducting phase for appre—
ciable anisotropy D = ox > 10 3.

2.Ckan Iimit (1> o) . Thepresent experin entswere
perform ed on dirty (out not very dirty) Auln, sam —
plks, where 1< (. In that case the m otion of C ooper
pairs in the coexistence phase is di usive and there is
an isotropization of the quasiparticle spectrum . This
m eans that the oscillatory m agnetic structure acts lke
m agnetic im purities { for sim ilarity and di erences of
e ects of m agnetic in purities and the oscillatory m ag—
netic structure see Ref. B However, it would be Inter—
esting to perform experin ents on clean Auln, sam ples
wih 1> 4 { Pr Instance on samples wih a residual
resistivity ratio RRR> 1500. Namely, it was shown in
Refs. :_3,-'2: that the oscillatory m agnetic order in clean su-—
perconductors can give rise to the gapless quasiparticle
spectrum w ith nodes on a line at the Fem i surface if
hex > . This is Just the case In Auln,, where hey 1
K and o 0336 K. In the clean lim i the quasiparti-
cle m otion is anisotropic In the presence of an oscilla-
tory m agnetic structure w ith the wave vectorQ , and the




quasiparticle energy vanishes on lines at the Fem i sur-
face given by vg QO =0ihT)=&Sg (T)> o, e
Ref.:_i In this case the density of states or E < 0
iISNgE)=N O)( Eh= (wwQq)In¢ (= E) Prthedo—
main structure and NgE) = N (0)( Eh= ow Qq4) for
the spiral one. N4 (E) can be experin entally ocbtained
by m easuring voltage dependence of the tunneling con—
ductivity in the S{N junction with Auln, beihg in the
coexistence phase.

C.E ectofmagnetic eld

Because of very am all interaction energy one expects
that the critical eld H. (T ) doesnotvanish downto T =
0. Indeed, equating G bbs energy for superconducting
state and that ofnom al ferrom agnetic state one gets

H2
Fg+ Fy + Fie=F. 8—C M =1 @)

and ifonede nesHgy B & E Fs Fno)l™?

q

He= HZ, + 4 Mg)? 4 M: ®)
At T Ty the magnetization M is saturated, ie.
M Mo = 55n, . Because Fi¢ Fg;Fu one
has snall di erence iIn m agnetic energy of oscillatory
state, Fy and that of ferrom agnetic state, FD,? . Asre

sult, Hisu Heo (0) = B ( E2)I2. The experim ental
valies! are Hg (0) 145G and 4 Mg 11 G ,which
gives H ¢ (0) 7 G. T was Pund experin entallyf that
H. 877G at T = 25 K, and thus our estin ate is rea—

sonable. N onzero value ofH ¢ (0) in Auln, is In a contrast
to the case ofm agnetic type IT superconductorsE rR hyB 4
and HoM o0g4Sg, where H . (T) tends to zero [as well as
Heop T)]atT ! Ty ,because n these com poundsone has
Fint T Fs jnear som e tem perature Tg, < Ty . At
T > Ty oneocbtainsH.= H?=@1+ 4 ) in absence of
dem agnetization e ects,where y (T)= =T ex)
and en = em =6 :The change of the slope of H. (T )
takesplace at T very near Ty . T he experim entalbroad—
ening of the transition in the magnetic eld can be
due to the polycrystalinity of the sam ple, where even
an allm agnetic anisotropy ofthe crystallites can produce
percolation~like broadened resistive transition in m ag—
netic exd®2d.

In conclusion, we found, that superconductivity co—
exists with a dom ain-like m agnetic structure if the
anisotropy param eter D isnot too anall, ie. D= o, >
10 3. W e estin ate the period Ly 300A forD 1

K . In the opposite case, D = o < 10 3, the m agnetic
structure is spiralw ith the period L 120A .The real
ization of the spiral structure In Auln, ism ore probable
due to the sim ple cubic structure of this com pound and
accordingly due to am allm agnetic anisotropy.

Tt is also proposed that in the case of very clean
Auln, samples wih RRR> 1500 there is a line, given
by vg Q = 0, at the Fem i surface w ith nodes in the
quasiparticle spectrum in the coexistence phase. Itwould

be Interesting to study this regim e experim entally, be—
cause in that case them odynam ic and transport proper-
ties show power law behavior.

W e would lke to devote this paper to the pioneer
In the eld ofm agnetic superconductors V italii Lazare—
vich G inzburg on the occasion of his 80-th aniversary.
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